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We describe the implementation of the frozen-orbital angirdolding approximations in the auxiliary-field
guantum Monte Carlo (AFQMC) method. These approaches oaidersignificant computational savings com-
pared to fully correlating all the electrons. While the mdrody wave function is never explicit in AFQMC, its
random walkers are Slater determinants, whose orbitalshaaxpressed in terms of any one-particle orbital
basis. Itis therefore straightforward to partition the f\il-particle Hilbert space into active and inactive parts to
implement the frozen-orbital method. In the frozen-corpragimation, for example, the core electrons can be
eliminated in the correlated part of the calculations, tlyeacreasing the computational efficiency, especially
for heavy atoms. Scalar relativistic effects are easiljuided using the Douglas—Kroll-Hess theory. Using this
method, we obtain a way to effectively eliminate the erroe thusingle-projector, norm-conserving pseudopo-
tentials in AFQMC. We also illustrate a generalization & ffozen-orbital approach that downfolds high-energy
basis states to a physically relevant low-energy sectactwdilows a systematic approach to produce realistic
model Hamiltonians to further increase efficiency for exhsystems.

PACS numbers: 71.15.-m,

I. INTRODUCTION trast, the FC Hamiltonian is obtained for each target system
using canonical orbitals from a lower level of theory, etiye

artree-Fock (HF) or natural orbitals from a configuration i
Many-body methods such as guantum Monte Carlo (QMC eraction (CI) calculation, with no additional algoritheriay-

are capable of providing the most accurate descriptioneaf-el ers
tronic systems from molecules to extended systems. Sinceé ™
these methods are significantly more expensive than tradi- It is possible to generalize the frozen orbital approach to
tional mean-field methods such as the density functional theother ways of partitioning the Hilbert space into active and
ory (DFT), it is highly desirable to find ways to economize inactive regions. In molecular and condensed matter physic
many-body calculations without sacrificing their predieti for example, the active region may sometimes be identified
power. Downfolding and partitioning methods have histori-spatially, corresponding to a localized region where gjron
cally been used to develop effective Hamiltonians, wheee th €lectron correlation effects affect a relatively small ringen
inessential degrees of freedom have been eliminated, o thaf atoms, while the bulk of the system can be treated with a
key aspects of the correlated systems could be more easilgwer level of theory. This provides opportunities for geate
studied. The Hubbard model exemplifies this approach, talbeing realistic model Hamiltonians whose many-body treatmen
being an extreme case since it removes all materials-specifivill be simpler than the full Hamiltonian but which can retai
information. the essential correlation effects quantitatively in a eysitic

Theories that partition the Hilbert space into physicatfy i manner.
portant active and inactive subspaces are also well desdlop In this paper we show how downfolding and frozen or-
for ab initio wave function based, explicitly correlated many- bital approaches can be implemented in the auxiliary-field
body methods (see Refs. 1 drd 2, for example). One of thquantum Monte Carlo (AFQMC) methdd to gain signifi-
most widely used example of this partitioning is the familia cant computational savings compared to fully correlatithg a
frozen-core (FC) approximation in quantum chemistry, wher the electrons. AFQMC is a many-body method applicable
many-body wave functions are expanded as sums of Slatéo condensed matter physics, quantum chemistry, and nuclea
determinants with frozen core orbitals. This leads to a F(physics. AFQMC stochastically samples the many-body wave
Hamiltonian, which acts only on the subspace spanned bfunction to obtain observables such as the ground-statggne
canonical valence and virtual orbitals. Only the valenee-el of a system. Like other QMC methods, this leads to a mod-
trons are correlated, while the core-valence interactags est polynomial scaling® (M3) or O (M4)] as the system
pear as one-body operators, thereby eliminating the cete el size is increased, rather than exponential scaling of Glueal
trons from the calculation. Closely related valence-orslgwp  lations, or high-order polynomial scaling of typical quamt
dopotential (PP) Hamiltonians, whose accuracy is based ochemistry many-body methods. AFQMC with the phaseless
the validity of the FC approximation, also invoke this par- approximatiod has demonstrated high accuracy in applica-
titioning, but introduce additional approximations. Atem tions to many molecular and extended systé§18 AFQMC
pseudopotentials are usually constructed for referermmiat  is based on random walks in the space of Slater determinants,
configurations and then used in many target systems. The aetere each random walker is a full Slater determinant ex-
curacy (transferrability) of the PP across many targeesyst pressed with respect to a chosen one-particle basis set. Mos
must then be determinedposteriori. In addition, most PPs AFQMC applications to date have used planewaves for ex-
used in QMC calculations are of single projector (one per antended systems and Gaussian-type orbitals (GTO) for atoms
gular momentum channel), norm-conserving type. By conand molecules. In this paper, we show that the ability of
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AFQMC to sample explicit Slater determinants and toarse B. AFQMC ground state projection, importance sampling,
one-particle basis can be exploited to implement various pa and phaseless approximation
titioning and downfolding schemes.

The paper is organized as follows: SEd. Il presents the This section reviews key elements of AFQMC, which are
implementation of the frozen orbital approximation after needed to discuss our implementation of the frozen orlgital a
first reviewing pertinent aspects of the phaseless AFQMGroximation. AFQMC finds the ground state enefgyusing
method. Sed1ll benchmarks the frozen orbital implemen-a mixed estimator and imaginary-time projection from al tria
tation in AFQMC against exact results in small GTO basiswave function¥..
and against experimental results for large, realisticshsesis. R R X
In Sec[1V, we demonstrate an application of the downfold- (U | H| Do) . (U |He PH|D,) 3
ing method to eliminate errors from the use of standard norm- 0= W = B0 (U |675H|\I, ) G
conserving PPs. Sdc] V summarizes our results and discusses T T
the prospects of the new frozen orbital capability in AFQMC.where U is the exact ground state, and,. is assumed to
be non-orthogonal t&#,. The projection in Eq[{3) is cast into
the form of a branching random walk with Slater determinants
|¢), using iterations with a small time step— 0,

Il. FROZEN ORBITAL METHOD IN AFQMC

. » lim e P7 W)~ e e ™ T TH L) = D). (4)
AFQMC is an explicitly many-body method for a system #—
of N interacting particles. The focus here will be on the electhe small imaginary time step allows a Trotter-Suzuki
tronic Hamiltonian for real materials. Since AFQMC is con- breakup of the exponential operator,
veniently formulated in second-quantized form, howewes, t
methods described in this paper can be directly used to treat e TH n o TK/2,—TV —TK/2 | () (%) . (5)
any Hamiltonian with one- and two-body interactions.

After a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation @f ™V, the
projection operator can then be expressed as a high-

A.  Hamiltonian dimensional integral over auxiliary fields31°
. . . . —rH _ —TK/2 JTov —TK/2
The Hamiltonian is given by e = /dUP(U)e /e e TRZ . (6)
H=K+V where P(o) is the normal distribution functiong is a one-

1 1 body operator, and the operator in the integrand_, acting on a

= ZKMVCLCV 4 5 Z Vuw\pCLCzT/Ckcp’ 1) Slater determinant, simply yields another determinant,

p 2N e—Tf(/Q e\/?a--(z e—TK/2|¢> = e—rfl(o’)|¢> N |¢/> ) (7)
where the lower case Greek indices run over a chosen finitg . . I . .
set of M orthonormal single-particle basis functioris;and tarting with an initial popu_la'uon Of. walkers (which ares
V denote the one- and two-electron interactions, respégtive ally set gqual oby), the mixed estimator in Ed:l(;’) 'S Fhen
and thec! andc, are the creation and destruction operators Stochastically sampled.  As the one-body opertgr) is
This form encompasses all of the orbital-based standard arg_enerally complex,_hoyvever, the orbitals|if) will pepome
proaches for interacting electron systems, from real risger COMPIlex as the projection proceeds, and the statisticaliluc
(with all-electron, PP, or FC treatments) to effective Hioai  210NS in the mixed estimator increase exponentially with p
nian models (with lattice-based treatments, such as the Hulction time. To control this problem, a phaseless appraxim
bard model, and other downfolded models with reduced delion Was introducetibased on the complex importance func-
grees of freedom). AnyV-electron fermionic states can tion (U r|¢). After the importance sampling transformation,
be expressed as a linear combination of Slater determinanfl- (1) becomes

¢) = ¢l b - - &1 |0) with their respective weights;,

o TK/2 VT(e=5[¢])v e—'rf{/2|¢> S ¢, (8)
|U) = Z ag|d) 2 where the “force bias&|[¢] is given by
¢ .
w
A olo) = —vr Ll ©
whereg! = 2o ¢picl,. The number of determinants in this T

expansion increases exponentially as a functioVa@ndM.  The mixed estimator at each time slice becomes a weighted
An exact solution of theV-electron Hamiltonian is therefore sym over the walkers

not possible, except for small systems. AFQMC achieves
polynomial scaling by using stochastic methods with impor- Ey ~ Z¢> wy By [9)

. . N, 10
tance sampling, as discussed next. D Wo (10)



where
Ey o] = <‘I’T|f[|¢>/<‘I’T|¢> (11)

is the “local energy” of each walker and its weighy, is ac-

cumulated over the random walk, as described in more deta

in Refs[8L5, andd 11.

C. AFQMC implementation of the frozen orbital method

It is often useful to partition thév-electron Hilbert space
into active () and inactive [) parts, reflecting physical con-
siderations based on energetic, spatial, or other facBinse
AFQMC is an orbital-based method, this partitioning is fFaci
itated by the freedom to usay orthonormal basis in Eq$.](1)
and [2). By definition, electrons in thespace are constrained
to occupy, in the mean-field sense, the orbitals defined by
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them. The third term is a one-body interaction that repre-
sents the interaction between the inactive and activeaisbit

It includes Coulomb and exchange interactions between the
A andT electrons; it is formally identical to a non-local PP.
'iqhe fourth term is a constant energy, which represents-all in
teractions among thk electrons. (If HF is used as the low
level theory,E" has the form corresponding to a closed shell
determinantal wave function of tHeslectrons?)

As a result of the mapping defined by E¢sl(13) (14), all
of the AFQMC formalism described in Section |l B can be im-
mediately applied. Thus, the local energy, with— Hj in
Eq. (13), is evaluated using a trial wave functigp and ran-
dom walkersp, both of which now depend only on tieelec-
trons and orbitals. Similarly, the force bigsn Eq. [9) is eval-
uated using HS one-body operatdrghat are obtained only
from the two-bodyA-spaceV; ;i; matrix elements in EqL{14).

a In the FC applications to atoms and molecules with GTO

lower-level of theory, such as the canonical orbitals in HF,Pasis (Sed. 1), we use the partitioning provided natyrajt

DFT, or natural orbitals determined from an approximate C
calculation. This implicitly imposes an orthogonality eon
straint on theA-space orbitals.

The AFQMC formalism outlined in the previous section
will need to be modified to implement this approach. Te

{the restricted closed- or open-shell HF orbitals of theesyst

being studied. The HF core orbitals defines frepace, and
Eq. (I3) is expressed in the basis of the valence and virtual
orbitals. (This convention is also widely adopted in catetl
guantum chemistry FC calculations.) In our calculations we

bitals in the AFQMC determinants [Eq (2)] should be frozen@ve sometimes used other types of wave functiohassuch

during the random walks, and orthogonality conditions $thou
be imposed, for numerical stability, on the active elecérdn
addition, the HS operators need to be modified to act only
in the A sector of theV-electron Hilbert space, and only the
A orbitals should appear in the force bi@g] in Eq. (9).

An alternative and perhaps more elegant approachistod
fine a frozen-orbital Hamiltoniaf/,, that acts only on thé&
sector of the Hilbert space. The goal is to haveltlebitals
appear explicitly, if at all, only in one-body operatorsiagt

on theA space. (They do not appear, for example, in the effec-

tive core potential or norm-conserving PP formulationd e T
derivation of H, proceeds from a separability approximation
of the many-body wave function:

U~ AT T,). (12)

where the wave functiong; and¥ 4 are assumed to be mutu-
ally orthogonal and individually antisymmetrized and natm
ized. The antisymmetrized permutes electrons betwegn

as the DFT, unrestricted HF (UHF), or the complete active
space self-consistent field (CASSCF) wave functions. Fer th
FC approximation to be valid, the calculation results stoul
be insensitive to the small variations in thel partitioning
defined by the core orbitals of these wave functions. We find

dhat this holds true for our calculations. Substituting tHéF

or CASSCF wave function core orbitals with those from HF
results in only small changes-(3 meV) in the total energy,
which is negligible for our purposes.

In the downfolding applications (Se€_JIV), the single-
particle basis consists of the eigenstates from a DFT band
structure calculation. As described later, a simple trtiona
scheme is introduced, which will systematically converge t
basis set to the full basis limit (which is just a unitary san
formation from the original planewave basis). In the case of
spin-polarized DFT calculations, where the spin-up andrdow
electrons can have different spatial orbitals, we chooseséo
the majority-spin orbitals as the basis functions for bqtims
sectors. Additional errors introduced by this choice carsth

andW¥,. This separation allows the energy of the total systenbe considered as a part of the basis truncation error, which

to be effectively mapped onto an equivalent system invglvin
only theA electrons:

E = (U|H|V) = (U, |H,|Ty), (13)

where the frozen orbital Hamiltoniak, is given by2
N 1
Hy = Z Kijcjcj + ) Z Vijklcjc;r'ckcl
ijeA ijklEA

+ Z Vi]llj'Acch + E".
ijeA

(14)

vanishes in the the limit of full basis.

Ill.  BENCHMARKING FROZEN ORBITAL AFQMC:
FROZEN-CORE CALCULATIONS FOR ATOMS AND
MOLECULES

In QMC calculations, a satisfactory treatment of core elec-
trons has not been realized, despite the absolute necessity
using some form of a PP as calculations move toward heav-
ier elements and ever larger scales. The most commonly

The first term includes the kinetic energy and all one-bodyused form is atomic pseudopotentials, which are usually con

external potentials acting on the electrons, and the sec-

structed for reference atomic configurations. The traasiér

ond term includes the two-body Coulomb interactions amongty of the PP across many target systems is challenging to de-
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with the exact results. Those using a single determinant
HF V.. have systematic errors typically less thanl mHa
(0.0272 eV), well within chemical accuracy. The largest dis-
crepancy for HRI.. occurs in Be~ 2 mHa. This is because

of the near-degeneracy of tBe and2p levels in the Be atom.

TABLE I. Total energies (hartree atomic units) for sevetahas and
small molecules. FC AFQMC results are compared with exdaega
from FCI. The AFQMC statistical error bars are on the lasit@igd
are indicated in parentheses. The basis sets and the theenaimb
FC orbitals (\/..) are indicated.¥ . is the trial wave functions used

in AFQMC. Using a CASSCRF ., of four determinants brings the calcu-
Bass L 0 AFOMC ECl lated AFQMC energy to within only 0.2 mHa of FCI. For Zn
Be 631G* 1C HIE ~14.6116(2) 146134 and Zn", the AFQMC results are insensitive to tiig. used.
Be 6-31G* 1 CASSCF —14.61361(1)
i - —14. —14.
::'Ié cc:ggylgé f :E _103 ggégg% _103 gg(l)i) TABLE Il. lonization potentials (in eV) of Co and Zn computed
7n 6-31G 9 HE —1777.6771(2) —1777.6774 using FC AFQMC, compared with experimental results. AFQMC
7n 6-31G 9 CASSCF—1777-6775(5) ’ results are shown using two different trial wave functiokr: and
Znt 631G 9 HE _1777'3705(4) —_1777.3700 CASSCEF. For comparison, HF and CCSD(T) results are alsorshow
Znt 631G 9 C ASSCF—1777.3706(5) ' All calculated results have been extrapolated to the comilasis

set limit, as described in the text. The final AFQMC statatierror
bars are on the last digit and are shown in parentheses. iEeal
results have been adjusted to remove spin-orbit effects [(Re

AFQMC/ AFQMC/

termine, and systematic accuracy is very difficult to achiev
In addition, most PPs used in QMC calculations are of the

. . HF CCSD(T) HF CASSCF Expt.
single projector (one per angular momentum channel), norm- Cobalt 830 7.89 773(4) 7.80(4) 7.87
conserving type, which tends to further limit transfereil Zine 7.79 9.37 9.47(6) 9.43(4) 9.39

The frozen-core approach offers a significant step forwird.
retains all the advantages of using PPs, namely the reductio
of system size by eliminating core electrons, the change of
energy scale and hence the reduction of statistical and time
step errors, while allowing much better transferabilitheT-C
Hamiltonian is obtained for each target system, using canon
ical orbitals from a lower level of theory, with no additidna
algorithmic layers.

The AFQMC frozen-orbital implementation is first tested
by comparisons with standard quantum chemlstry methods f e Hamiltonian using the Douglas—Kroll-Hess (DKH)
atoms and small molecules, using GTO basis sets. We COmb, i ationt5-17We compare the ionization potentials (IP
pare with exact full configuration interaction (FCI) calaul PP ' P P (IP)

tions, which are feasible for small systems. This cong#ut for Co and Zn with experiment in Tabld Il. In Co, both the

B. Transition metal atom ionization potentials: Comparism
with experimental results

We now benchmark the FC AFQMC in realistic cal-
culations using large basis sets. With this formalism,
scalar relativistic effects are included straightforwrah

a rigorous test of our methodology, since both AFQMC an
FCI use the same underlying FC Hamiltonian, Eq] (14), ex
pressed in the basis of the orthonormal HF valence and Virtu
orbitals. Using larger basis sets, we also calculate itioiza
potentials for the transition metal atoms Co and Zn and com
pare to experimental values.

A. Total energy comparisons with exact results

a

Oatomic and singly ionized ground states have partiallgdil-

shell configurations3d”4s2 and3d®4s, respectively); while
both Zn and Zr atom have a completely filledd'® shell

as well as sphericals? and4s' configurations, respectively.
These atoms thus represent a spectrum of transition metal
characters. Unlike the Zn calculations in TaBile I, which are
small systems to compare with exact results, we use a small
frozen core in the calculations here. Only the innerniast

2s, and2p core states are frozen (5 inactive orbitals). The
use of a small core allows ti8s and3p electrons to be fully
correlated along witl3d electrons, which is important for ac-

Tablell compares AFQMC total energies with exact resultsurate results, since the radial extent of the 3p, and3d

for some atoms and molecules. In Be, HF, and, lanly
the 1s states of the Be, F, and Li atoms are frozen, while
in Zn and Zn", core states through th® shell are frozen,
for a total of 9 inactive orbitals. For most of the systems,

orbitals are similar. The use of large, relativistic GTOibas
setd? is crucial to achieve systematic extrapolafighof the
calculated results to the complete basis set (CBS) fifriihe
multi-determinantl.. used in the AFQMC/CASSCEF calcula-

AFQMC results were obtained using single-determinant HRions typically consists of- 10—40 determinants; they are ob-

W... Multi-determinant¥.. derived from CASSCF were also

tained by taking the ones with the largest weights, and they a

used in some cases for comparison. The Hamiltonian masount for> 99% of the total weight of the full CASSCF wave
trix elements and HF wave functions were generated usinfunction®2%21 We have verified the quality of the CASSCF

a modifiedNwCHEMY? code. The CASSCF wave functions
were generated using either tke/CHEM or GAMESS' quan-
tum chemistry packagesAMESSis used to calculate the FCI
energies.

V.. by increasing the size of the active space in the CASSCF
calculation and ensuring that the AFQMC energies with dif-
ferent CASSCRF ’s do not change significantly.

Calculated IP results from AFQMC, extrapolated to the

The AFQMC energies in Tablé | are in good agreemenCBS limit, are shown in Tablélll. Also shown are the
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corresponding results from the coupled-cluster singles ancancellation of errors may be expected, this straightfodwa
doubles and perturbative triples [CCSD(T)] method. Theapproach can lead to significant savings.
AFQMC/CASSCEF results are seen to be in excellent agree- We first illustrate the convergence behavior of the KS ba-
ment with experiment, as are the CCSD(T) values. Thesis by calculating the spin gap in bulk silicon. A primitive
benchmark results demonstrate the accuracy of FC AFQMGell is considered at a single-point (BalderescR?). Using
to be comparable to the best FC quantum chemistry metheach set of truncated KS orbitals as the basis set, we con-
ods, consistent with earlier results from many all-eletwo  struct the Hamiltonian in Eq{1) and calculate the AFQMC
ECP calculationé2:29Using the HF trial wave function, the energy. We increase the number of the KS orbita¥gd)
AFQMC/HF values are as good for Zn but slightly worse for until it reaches the full number of planewaves. These cal-
Co. This can be traced to the Cmean-field HF solution, culations are then operationally equivalent to AFQMC with
which predicts an incorrect ground state, quintupiét4s?, a GTO basi¢; all information about the structure and period-
rather than tripesd® 4s°. As seen in the table, the Co ioniza- icity of the cell is reflected only in the values of the matrix
tion potential is overestimated at the HF level. elements. The results are shown in [Elg. 1 and compared with
the full planewave results which are obtained with planawav
AFQMC calculationg’ The DFT and planewave AFQMC
IV. DOWNFOLDING AND PSEUDOPOTENTIAL-FREE calculations used a norm-conserving PP with a planewave cut
AFQMC CALCULATIONS IN SOLIDS off of 12.25 Ry; the KS-basis AFQMC does not employ the
FC approximation in this test, treating all the valence €lec

In this section, we discuss a more general application of thgons as defined by DFT. The total energies and the spin gap

frozen-orbital method in extended systems, where the eroad
aim is to greatly reduce the relevant degrees of freedonoand/ 10

the number of explicitly correlated electrons. The ideeeis r a 4.35
lated to the downfolding method, which focuses on the low- 9t A S 430
energy, physically relevant, sector of the Hilbert spadaijev 8 Y T 4
. . . . . r A [
downfolding high-energy states to obtain an effective Hami | 2 420
tonian that acts only in the low-energy subspace. We present 7L % T 415
an example, using the frozen orbital approximation, toaegl A & 410
high energy planewave basis states in favor of a more com 6 4.05

>
pact representation of lower energy basis functions. Simee =
downfolding and generation of one- and two-body matrix el- 3
ements are done at the mean-field level, the approach aIs@
affords the opportunity to eliminate most of the errors asso g
ciated with the pseudopotential in the subsequent many-bod 2
calculations, as we describe below.

Planewave basis sets are commonly used to describe ex-
tended systems. Calculations using a planewave basis are ap
pealing because the basis is complete and convergence to the
CBS limit is straightforward, using only a single cutoff en-
ergy parameteE. ;. Planewave basis sets can be inefficient,

however. Since the basis is unbiased and does not build inin- -1 : : : : : : : : :
formation about the specific system being studied, largisbas 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
sets may be required, especially in supercell calculatiBas Number of basis functions Nyg

sis sets constructed from localized orbitals, on the othadh
can be tailored to the physics of a particular system, atihou
convergence to the CBS limit is not as straightforward. €her

are many possible choices for a local orbital basis, incigdi . ) L ; st

. - . energies of the ground (excited/spin-flip) state in thesiiprimitive
Wan.mer fun_ctlons, GTO, Slater-type Orb_'tal$ (STO), or NU-cell are shown as open circles (triangles), respectivelye filled
merical basis sets. For the present application, we choosegmpols denote the planewave AFQMC results. Total eneayies
simple transformation from the planewave basis to the basighifted such that the planewave AFQMC ground-state energgro.
of Kohn-Sham (KS) orbitals, where the associated KS ban&hown in the inset is the corresponding spin gap. QMC sitzist
energies (denoted ay are used to truncate the new basis ac-error bars are not visible, as they are much smaller thanytindal
cording to a specified energy cutoff. Other choices areylikel size.
to be more efficient for studies of extended systems, but this
simple approach illustrates the concept. Moreover, it & sy converge to the full planewave limit, as expected. The total
tematically improvable by simply increasing the band diytof energies shows a slow, monotonic convergence behavior as a
in the limit of including all bands, it is just a unitary trans function of Nxs. However, the spin-flip gap computed using
formation from the full planewave basis. For certain agplic the KS basis is much closer to the planewave gap even with a
tions, involving similar atomic arrangements, where faldde ~ small number of KS bands. For example,is ~ 40, the

FIG. 1. (Color online) Convergence of the AFQMC total enesgi
and spin gap as functions of the number of KS bamdgs]. Total
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total energy is almost eV away from the basis set limit, but Ernzerhof exchange-correlation functiorralysci® was used
the gap is only~ 0.07eV away. The KS gap, however, does for the projector augmented wave (PAW) calculations; all-
not converge monotonically as a function/g§s. electron linearized augmented planewave (LAPW) calcula-
We next apply the downfolding technique to a more cor-tions were done witlgLk 22 All our norm-conserving PPs as-
related extended system. We will focus on crystalline MnO,sume the Kleinman-Bylander (KB) form, and were generated
and will demonstrate that the method provides a treatment afsing theorium package®® A standard norm-conserving He-
a strongly correlated system using a realistic model Hamilt core PP is used for the O atoffsBoth Ne- and He-core Mn
nian and free of pseudopotential errors. As a simple prptoty PPs used a single-projector for each angular momentum chan-
for Mott insulators, MnO poses a major challenge for theo-nel (as is almost universally done for norm-conserving PPs)
retical methods, with the presence of localizktelectrons. and were designed for planewave cutoffd 0f and1600 Ry,
At ambient temperatures and pressures, MnO chemically orespectively?? Direct use of He-core PPs in QMC is costly be-
ders in a rocksalt crystal structure. At temperatures lowercause of the hardness of the PP (exceedingly high cutoff) and
than 118 K2 an antiferromagnetic ordering (type-1l AFM) the inclusion of the eight additionak and2p electrons per
sets in accompanying rhombohedral distortion of the ctystaatom, and is almost never done (although multiple-projecto
High-pressure experimesfe* have presented evidence of a norm-conserving PPs, or even the more accurate PAW, could
simultaneous structural and magnetic phase transitiorts. Ae implemented in AFQMC). The same number of KS orbitals
~ 105 GPa, the crystal volume collapses ®y20%, accom-  were used for both the low- and high-spin states.
panied by a local magnetic moment collapse. Various DFT
calculations yield varying predictions for the nature oé th

transition® with different predictions of the transition pres- 2.60 % ‘ ‘ KS basi ‘ ‘ ‘
sure and whether the transition is from metal to insulator. 255 | asis (separate) ]
We use the primitive rocksalt MnO unit cell with periodic 3 2.50 f M KS basis (uniform) —e— 1
boundary conditions as the model system to compute the high% 2.45
spin to low-spin state vertical energy gap. As the primitieé 2 240t
contains an odd number of electrons, we represent the Iow-g 235 |
spin state by the = 1/2 state and the ferromagnetic phase £
. . 230t
by theS = 5/2 state. The spin gap is computed as = 5o |
L2,
_ K
AE=FEg 1/ —Eg_5)5- (15) 2 2207 -:—-i——{;:;;;;i
) ) 215 ¢
All calculations were done near the experimental volume, co
. ; . 2 2.10 : : : :
responding to a rocksalt cubic lattice constantof 8.4 A. 0 100 200 300 400 500
Both the DFT and QMC calculations were done atfhgoint Number of basis functions Ny

in the Brillouin zone. We have chosen a small simulation cell
here so that high resolution calculations can be easily done
Our goal is thus not to compare with experiment or other thefIG. 2. (Color online) Convergence of the AFQMC high—lowrspi
oretical results, but rather to study the accuracy of therdow gap in MnO as a function alVks. The KS gaps are shown as points
folded many-body Hamiltonian as a function of band cutoff, with the statistical error bars; lines are only to aid the. €jlee two
comparing to AFQMC results using the full planewave basis.curves correspond to two different approaches in definiegtim-

A secondary goal of this work is to show how the frozen-cated KS basis, as described in the text. The energy gap frefui
core approach combined with downfolding can largely re-Planewave AFQMC calculation is shown as a solid black hoitab
move the error from the use of conventional norm-conservin&ne with the gray shading representing its statisticaderr
PPs. As discussed earlier, this error poses a significabt pro
lem in QMC calculations. In systems containiyjtransition Figure[2 shows the convergence of the spin-gdp with
metal atoms, for example, relatively hard pseudopotesdig@d  respect toNgs. These calculations were done with the Ne-
typically constructed such that the semic8seand3p states  core PP. The spin gap value from the full planewave basis
are included as valence states (Ne-core PP), which is espA&FQMC is also shown. The graph shows the spin gaps com-
cially important for the early\3d atoms. Nevertheless, Ne- puted in two slightly different downfolding approaches. In
core PPs have been found to introduce unsatisfactorilyelargthe first approach (“separate KS basis”), the KS basis used in
errors2® We show below that this problem can be largely ame-AFQMC is constructed from the corresponding DFT calcu-
liorated with our approach. A He-core PP (retaining #3e lation for each magnetic state. This results in differentialo
and2p as valence states) is used for the transition metal atorfolded Hilbert spaces for the two calculations, which hafe d
to generate the KS basis set. In the subsequent AFQMC calcterent convergence rates to the full planewave basis limit.
lations with the downfolded Hamiltonian, tRe and2p states  the second approach (“uniform KS basis”), only one KS basis
are treated with the FC approximation, freezing them at thés used in AFQMC calculations for all the magnetic states; in
DFT level using the orbitals derived from the solid ratherth this case, we expand all the Hamiltonians and wave functions
from an atomic calculation. in terms of the majority spin KS orbitals of tte= 5/2 mag-

The PP DFT calculations were done with taBINITZ  netic state. As seen in Figl 2, the second approach converges
package, using the generalized gradient Perdew—Beckeawnore rapidly due to better cancellation of basis-set eribing
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DET | aal AFQMC; Th_e right panel in Fid.13 shows A_FQMC results, which_ are
LT Necore 11 Ne-core : consistent with the DFT trends and illustrate clearly tHiedi
I ] oz Neeae & 1 ent aspects of the transferability issues in a many-body con
- 1 21 ™ i text. For the Ne-core PP, results are shown from both the full
M ] planewave basis and the KS basiég = 53, as described
i’lsf 4 2T i earlier). For the He-core PP, AFQMC results are shown for
<0 He-core 1 1o+ - both an “all-electron” (He-core) Hamiltonian fully coreging
1 paw APW L T ] the 2s and2p Mn states (Vs = 57), and from a FC Hamil-
= ' He-coreHe+FC | tonian (Vs = 53), where these states are frozen at the DFT
Lol L7 (KS)  (KS) level. The discrepancy i\’ between the Ne-core PP and
3 Lol % % i the He-core results increases+00.5 eV in the many-body

results. The excellent agreement between the two He-cere re

FIG. 3. Calculations of the energy gapF between the high- and sults indicates the accuracy of the FC approximation in the
low-spin phases in MnO. DFT results are shown on the left pane Many-body calculations. Accurate and efficient AFQMC cal-
while AFQMC results on the right. Downfolded Hamiltoniaeti ~ culations are thus achieved at a cost comparable to a Ne-core
to accurate results in AFQMC, as seen from the comparisdmtivet PP using the downfolded Hamiltonian and the FC approxima-
planewave calculations. The single-projector, Ne-cordsPRade-  tion.
quate, as illustrated at both the DFT and the QMC levels ddrthe
AFQMC with FC Hamiltonian (He+FC) is in excellent agreement

with the “all-electron” result. Actual numerical valueegresented

in TableTTl. V. SUMMARY

The frozen orbital and downfolding approach described in
difference of the two approach diminishes systematicadly athis paper can provide significant computational savings-co
Nks approaches the full planewave basis limit, as expectedhared to fully correlating all the electrons in both molecul
Since it is highly desirable to use a downfolded basis thit wi and extended systems. The key idea of identifying a physi-
converge rapidly to the full planewave basis limit, we wiseu  cally important “active” subspace of the full Hilbert spase
the second approach in the subsequent calculations. already inherentin the standard FC approximation used-in ex

The results in Figld2 show that the calculated spin gap ilicitly correlated wave function based many-body quantum
already in good agreement with the full planewave result achemistry methods. We have shown how the FC approxima-
53 basis functions. This represents only a small fraction oftion can be implemented in AFQMC. With a GTO basis set,
the full planewave basis (2488 basis functions). Similaheo  FC AFQMC treatsexactly the same Hamiltonian as standard
result in silicon, the convergence of the spin gap to the fullquantum chemistry methods. This effectively eliminates th
basis set limit is not monotonic, showing the largest demiat  chemically inactive core degrees of freedom (and elecjrons
(~ 0.12 eV) at Ngs = 100, although the error in the gap is from the calculation, resulting in greatly increased cotapu
well below0.1 eV beyondl00 basis functions. These results tional efficiency, particularly for heavy atoms. Scalararel
indicate that it is possible to construct realistic modetsf tivity for such systems can be easily treated using the DKH
the downfolding approach which are much simpler than theapproximation to the Hamiltonian. More generally, the dewn
full Hamiltonian and capable of giving quantitatively acate ~ folding of high-energy basis states to a physically relévan
results. low-energy sector can greatly increase the efficiency af thi

We next demonstrate the significant error of the standar@pproach in solid-state applications. As an example, we hav
single-projector, norm-conserving Ne-core PP as employed shown in this paper how to effectively eliminate the error
many-body simulations, and how it can be removed in the curdue to single-projector, norm-conserving PPs. The fadt tha
rent approach with little additional computational cosheT AFQMC is an orbital-based method is the key feature that
PP effects omAE are shown in Figl3. The left panel com- enables the partitioning and downfolding schemes destribe
pares Ne-core and He-core PP DFT calculations with PAWhere.
and with all-electron LAPW values. The results are tabulate  The results presented in this paper are a proof of concept
in Table[IIl. The DFT calculations show that the Ne-core PPthat the downfolding and FC approaches could greatly extend
leads to an overestimation of the gap by almadteV. By  the reach of many-body calculations to larger and more com-
contrast, the He-core PP gap is in excellent agreement withlex systems. Clearly, AFQMC applications with these ap-
the all-electron LAPW value. While the PAW calculation also proaches require further study. For example, the simplaendow
uses a Ne-core PP, it uses two (or more) projectors per anguléolding application we have described is based on a single en
momentum channel and is seen to reproduce the LAPW resutrgy cutoff. The efficiency of the method could be greatly
well. We therefore attribute the poor performance of the Neimproved by employing additional physically-based criéer
core norm-conserving PP not to the underlying frozen core The FC approach can also be generalized to other partition-
approximation for the Mr2s and2p states, but rather to the ing schemes of the Hilbert space into active and inactive re-
deficiency of its being only a single-projector PP. The excel gions. In molecular and condensed matter physics, for exam-
lent transferability of the He-core PP indicates that tihglgi-  ple, the active region may sometimes be identified spatially
projector representation is sufficient for this much haRler  corresponding to a localized region where strong electron



TABLE lll. Accurate determination of the energy gapF (in eV) between the high- and low-spin phases with downidldamiltonians and
FC calculations, and the inadequacy of single-projecteugspotentials. AFQMC results using Ne-core PP, He-coré&lPfeore PP with FC
approximation are compared. Corresponding DFT calculatare also shown to illustrate consistendy. is the number of electrons in the
simulation cell, andV/ is the number of single-particle basis functions.

Basis set Cutoff DFT/GGA AFQMC

Mn PP N. Type M parameter (Ry) AFE AFE
Ne-core 21 PW 2488 Ecut = 100 1.51  2.13(1)

KS 53 Aexs = 9.6 2.164(3)
He-core 29 PW 160046 FEcu = 1600 1.14

KS 57 Aexs = 9.6 1.651(7)
He-core + FC21 KS 53 Aexs = 9.6 1.649(9)
AE 21 PAW? 4584  FEcouy = 150 1.11
AE 29 LAPW 266  FEou = 22 1.13

2 Ne core was frozen at atomic level

correlation effects affect a relatively small number ofrap on Theory and Experiment (INCITE) program, using re-
while the bulk of the system can be treated with a lower levekources of the Oak Ridge Leadership Computing Facility
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