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ABSTRACT

The computation of the nuclear quantum dynamics of molecules is challenging, re-
quiring both accuracy and efficiency to be applicable to systems of interest. Recently,
theories have been developed for employing time-dependent basis functions (denoted
modals) with vibrational coupled cluster theory (TDMVCC). The TDMVCC method
was introduced along with a pilot implementation, which illustrated good accuracy
in benchmark computations. In this paper we report an efficient implementation of
TDMVCC covering the case where the wave function and Hamiltonian contain up to
two-mode couplings. After a careful regrouping of terms, the wave function can be
propagated with a cubic computational scaling with respect to the number of degrees
of freedom. We discuss the use of a restricted set of active one-mode basis functions
for each mode, as well as two interesting limits: i) the use of a full active basis where
the variational modal determination amounts essentially to the variational determi-
nation of a time-dependent reference state for the cluster expansion; and ii) the use of
a single function as active basis for some degrees of freedom. The latter case defines
a hybrid TDMVCC/TDH approach which can obtain an even lower computational
scaling. The resulting computational scaling for hybrid and full TDMVCC|2| are
illustrated for polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) with up to 264 modes. Finally,
computations on the internal vibrational redistribution on benzoic acid (39 modes)
are used to show the faster convergence of TDMVCC/TDH hybrid computations

towards TDMVCC compared to simple neglect of some degrees of freedom.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Molecular dynamics research covers a broad spectrum from classical molecular dynamics
(MD) approaches to fully quantum descriptions. Classical MD methods have the advantage
of being easily applicable to large systems using simple coordinates, but purely classical
MD falls short in capturing quantum effects that are crucial at the atomic level. Quantum-
classical trajectory methods incorporate quantum corrections and such methods have seen
significant progress through the years; see Refs. | and 2 and references therein. In this
paper we will, however, focus entirely on wave function methods. Quantum dynamical wave
function methods are typically computationally expensive, i.e. they often exhibit exponential
scaling of the cost with respect to the system size. While this limitation is not universal,
many methods struggle to handle systems with numerous coupling terms and can only treat

a limited number of degrees of freedom efficiently.

Recently, vibrational coupled cluster (VCC)’ methods have been extended to the time-
dependent domain as time-dependent vibrational coupled cluster (TDVCC)"”, thus offering
a new approach for solving the time-dependent Schrédinger equation (TDSE) for molec-
ular motion numerically. Time-dependent coupled cluster methods have previously been
discussed in many contexts” ', and there has been considerable recent activity in time-
dependent coupled cluster theory for electrons.”" "~ We shall in the remainder of this work
focus exclusively on nuclear motion, although a number of formal aspects are similar. TD-
VCC has demonstrated its potential as an efficient method for simulating time-dependent
phenomena with attractive features with respect to accuracy, convergence in configuration
space, and separability properties, but it has also certain drawbacks. In the initial for-
mulation it relies on both a time-independent basis set and a time-independent reference
state, which restricts the applicability of the method. The use of cluster amplitudes to
describe effects that could be captured in a more compact way by time-dependent basis
sets and reference states leads to reduced computational efficiency. To address these limita-
tions, the concept of time-dependent vibrational coupled cluster with time-dependent modals
(TDMVCC)'*'® has been proposed even more recently. The term modal refers simply to
one-mode basis functions, similar to the single-particle orbital basis of electronic structure

theory from which many-particle basis functions are constructed as products. TDMVCC
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aims to combine the advantages of TDVCC with the use of a time-dependent adaptive ba-
sis in the spirit of the multiconfiguration time-dependent Hartree (MCTDH)'"*" method.
MCTDH has proven highly successful in describing quantum dynamics by utilizing a small,
adaptive active space, providing accurate results at a reasonable computational cost. How-
ever, MCTDH still suffers from exponential scaling with the number of modes in the sys-
tem. While MCTDH offers a fully correlated description, the much simpler time-dependent
Hartree (TDH) method amounts to a mean-field treatment of the dynamics. In fact, TDH
can be viewed as a limiting case of MCTDH where each mode has only a single active
modal. This simplifying circumstance reduces the computational scaling to quadratic for
two-body Hamiltonians in an efficient implementation.”“~ To overcome the scaling issue of
MCTDH, efforts have been made to achieve polynomial scaling by multilayer schemes (ML-
MCTDH)* " or by truncating the configuration space”” . The latter direction includes
methods such as MCTDH[n]"* and MR-MCTDH|[n]"* where the wave function is constructed
in terms of excitations from a reference configuration. This approach is similar to how we will
truncate the excitation space of TDMVCC in this paper. Other directions include Gaussian-
based MCTDH variants (G-MCTDH) and other multi-configurational methods.” " See also
Ref. for a review of multiple spawning methods. TDMVCC seeks to incorporate the
benefits of MCTDH and the TDVCC Ansatz. By introducing a small active space of time-
dependent basis functions as in MCTDH and leveraging the fast convergence in configuration
space offered by the exponentially parameterized VCC methodology, truncated TDMVCC
variants present a potential solution to the exponential scaling problem. Still, the develop-
ment of TDMVCC is in its infancy and much further research is necessary to fully explore

its capabilities.

The previous pilot implementation of TDMVCC could not establish the true low-order
polynomial computational scaling of TDMVCC methods, as it relied on very general, but
exponentially scaling steps. It was made solely with the aim of investigating accuracy and
convergence in simple benchmarks. In this paper, we present an efficient implementation of
the TDMVCC method covering the case where the wave function and Hamiltonian contain
up to two-mode couplings (henceforth denoted TDMVCC]|2]). The two-mode coupling case
has a manageable number of terms that can be programmed by hand, something that has

been utilized in similar papers in time-independent " and time-dependent” cases. We

4



demonstrate how the TDMVCC|2| method can be implemented to efficiently handle many-
mode computations with many-term Hamiltonians, achieving a computational scaling of
third order with respect to the system size. In particular, we address the challenge of
efficiently computing the TDMVCC mean fields. By manually deriving and implementing
all the necessary terms, we establish a highly efficient code and lay the groundwork for
future general implementations of TDMVCC. In addition, we discuss two interesting limits
of using a restricted set of active one-mode basis functions for each mode: i) the use of a full
active basis where the variational modal determination amounts essentially to the variational
determination of a time-dependent reference state for the cluster expansion; and ii) the use
of a single function as active basis for some degrees of freedom. The latter case defines a
hybrid TDMVCC/TDH approach, where some modes are treated at the TDH level. This
approach can obtain an even lower computational scaling, where the equations of motion
(EOMs) for the TDH modes are similar to those of the simple TDH theory, only with some
additional mean-field contributions due to the TDMVCC modes. This work thereby initiates
a new way of dealing with large systems with different levels of TDMVCC theory.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. I, we introduce the necessary theory for
the TDMVCC method and derive the expressions in a form suitable for efficient implemen-
tation. In Sec. III, we present numerical results that highlight the features of the two-mode
implementation, including computations on polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) with up to
264 modes, as well as TDMVCC and TDMVCC/TDH hybrid computations on benzoic acid.
Finally, in Sec. IV, we provide a summary of our findings and offer an outlook for future

research.

II. THEORY
A. The many-mode second quantization formulation for biorthogonal bases

The TDMVCC method is formulated using the second quantization (SQ) framework in-
troduced in Ref. 50. In an extension to Ref. 50 and following Refs. 16 and 17, we are working
in a biorthogonal framework with the main points repeated in this paper for completeness.
The biorthogonality is indicated by using a' and b for creation and annihilation operators,

respectively. The tilde is used to denote the time-dependence of the operators.



Relative to the vacuum state, |vac), single-mode creation and annihilation operators act

as,
! [vac) = |@Gmm) | (1)
(vac| b7 = (@M . (2)

In first quantization coordinate representation, the right-hand sides would be written as
&0 (Gm,t) and @7 (qm,t). The explicit time-dependence will usually be omitted in the
following. One-mode basis functions will generally be denoted modals (in analogy to orbitals
for electronic structure theory).

To describe the biorthogonality of the basis, we define the commutator relations

m m

B 7] = GGy, [l ] = [bm 0] = 0 (3)

The time-dependent biorthogonal creation and annihilation operators will be defined
m

through a linear combination of time-independent orthonormal creation (a.) and anni-

hilation (aZ%) operators with a set of time-dependent expansion coefficients:

G —Zam*Um (4)
Z W m am Gy - (5)

We use an index convention with Greek letters o™ for the primitive set of time-independent

modals and roman letters p™, ¢, "™, s™ for generic time-dependent modals. The full set of

™ w™ and

time-dependent modals is divided into an active set of modals indexed by u™, v
a set of secondary modals indexed by x™, y™. The active set of modals are those actually
present in the wave functions. The number of time-independent modals will later be denoted
N while the number of time-dependent modals will be denoted A.

The biorthonormality of the time-dependent modals is captured by the modal expansion

coeflicients,

Z Wi Ul = g & WTU™ =1, (6)

where we have used matrix notation in the latter equation.

From the creation and annihilation operators we define the shift operator as
Bl = a0 (7)
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This type of operator is used extensively in Sec. II D either as written above in Eq. (7) or as

the one-mode excitation and deexcitation operators,

Tam = Egz”im? (8>

b — B (9)

Here, excitation and deexcitation refer to a reference Hartree product which is given as a

string of M creation operators acting on the vacuum:

M

@) = [ ain' |vac) . (10)

m=1

Here, M denotes the number of modes. The index " is reserved for the occupied active
modal of mode m in the reference state while a™, b™, ¢™ denote unoccupied (virtual) active
modals.

We will at times use the compound index p to mean some collection of mode and modal
indices defining a general excitation. Other single Hartree product ket or bra states can, for

example, be obtained as

1) = 7l®), (11)
(| = (2|7} (12)
In addition, we will use the nomenclature that ;1; denotes a j-mode excitation. In our case

the two-mode excitations, puo, are of particular interest. Such excitations are constructed as

products of one-mode excitations, i.e.

~  _ zmima  __ ma [m2
Ty = Tomtams = Elmy imy By ims . (13)

B. The TDMVCC method

To obtain an approximation to the time-dependent wave function which exactly solves
the TDSE in well-defined limits, we employ the TDMVCC method as introduced in Ref.
This section will give a brief overview of the general scheme of the method as well as a

summary of the important equations one needs to implement.
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The TDMVCC bra and ket Ansétze are given as
(U] = (W]’ = (@’|(1 + L)e Te, (14)
0) = e |0) = e eT|D), (15)
Here, the T and L operators are defined as

T=Y s, (16)
m
L=Y 1, (17)
“w
Following the time-dependent bivariational principle (TDBVP)" ', one defines a Lagrangian
L= (V] 2 D) (18)
B ot ’

and solves the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations (ELEs) for all parameters. Taking

biorthogonality constraints into account, one arrives at

¢ = (¥|(H —9)|¥), 19

§ = —iw 9, 20

ZWXn — _gm WAin _ [pm]—l F/m (Qm7

(19)
(20)
1=inf—9, (21)
(22)
(23)

UR =Urg" —QmF™ [pm] . 23

Here, s and 1 are vectors containing the amplitudes, s, and [,. Several other definitions are
given in Table I.

The projection matrix Q™ = 1™ —U™W™ plays the role of projecting onto the secondary
space. The g™ matrix, also termed the constraint matrix, is related to the time-derivative

of the creation and annihilation operators as
[0, G01] = =i, [ ] = i (24)

As discussed in Ref. 16, the TDBVP leads to the following g™ matrix structure:



Table I: Definition of variables for TDMVCC in the general case and in the specific
two-mode case where T" — Ty, L — Lo, it — p2 and H= ﬁl + ﬁg. For the mean-field
matrices we have introduced the semi-locked Hamiltonian operators of Eqs. (51, 52,
57-60). The two-mode specific expressions for the u” vector, density matrix and the

mean-field matrices are also expanded upon in Secs. [ID 2, [ID 1 and 11D 3, respectively.

Symbol|General definition Two-mode specific expression

Wil (e THET|) (| Ho + [Hy + Hy, To] + 3[[Ho, To). T2]|))
i ([, 7)) (|(1+ Lo)([Hy + Ha, Fy] + [[Ha, 7y, T2)) D)
Pt | (W[ Bt | ¥) (¥|(1+ L) (Ehm + [Efhym, T2])|®)

Bl | (0[5 o, 21| ) VB 0™+ (B H o [ 8)

Fiftm |(W|[H, a6 0) [0 WHT] o+ (Y HY o | 9)

Ul Famzm Famlermore terms Fa’,ﬁim—F;&im

The vectors g™ and “g™ are found by solving two sets of linear equations:

zmign = nm, (26)
—(zm)" g =™, (27)

Here, we have defined Z%.,. = Ogmpm pimim — phmpm. The density matrix p™ and the u™
vector are discussed in detail for the two-mode case in Secs. [ID 1 and 1D 2, respectively.

The TDMVCC theory reduces to TDVCC with a time-independent basis when W and
U™ are kept time-independent and g consequently zero, as described in Refs. 4 and 5. In
particular, the same structure of the EOMs is found for the phase, ¢, cluster amplitudes, s,
and left amplitudes, 1. A significant difference though is the necessity of the constraint ma-
trix, g™, and determining the time-evolving modals which introduces the need for computing
mean-field matrices.

If there is no secondary space, i.e. if all modals are active, the equations for U,T and
W/(” simplify significantly as the Q™ matrix becomes the null matrix effectively zeroing the
second term in the two EOMs. The first column of the mean-field matrices are still needed for
computing the u™ vector that is used for computing the variationally optimal g"; Eqs. (26)

and (27). In Sec. IID 5 we will discuss specifically this limit we will call the full active basis
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(FAB).

C. Polar parameterization of the modals

In Ref. 17 we described how instabilities can occur in the TDMVCC EOMs when employ-
ing a secondary modal basis (i.e. when the active basis is not full), and that such instabilities
can also occur for other types of wave functions when a biorthogonal basis is used. This
phenomenon was analyzed in detail for general bivariational time-dependent wave functions,
and it was shown that the issue occurs because the bra and ket modal bases tend to span
different spaces when given enough time in a numerical computation. A solution was pro-
posed based on the reparameterization of the modals through polar decomposition. Fully
variational EOMs were derived and subsequently modified in order to lock the bra and ket
modal bases together such that they span the same space at any given time. This restricted

polar representation corresponds to a modal parameterization of the form

ur = vipT, (28a)
Wi = (P™) (V)T (28b)

where V} is semi-unitary (has orthonormal columns) and P™ is Hermitian. Eqs. (28) clearly
imply that the columns of U} and W} span the same space. Although the modified EOMs
are not strictly variational, we found an attractive combination of stability and accuracy.

The EOMs for the polar modal parameters are given by
iV =VIg™ 4 QmX™, (29a)
iP™ = Pmg"™, (29b)

The necessary matrices are all calculated from known quantities in a straightforward manner,

using H and A to denote the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts of a matrix:

Q" =1- VXl(V/T)Tv (30a)

X" = J(F"(p™) T (P + (P(p™)TE™)T), (30b)
g =H(g )+Tm( I o ((T™)TA(g™)T™)) (T™)T, (30c)
g"" = A(g™) +T™ (T o ((T™)TA(g™)T™)) (T™)". (30d)
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Here, we have diagonalized P™ as P™ = TeT' and defined the auxiliary matrices g™ and

I' as

gm — ngm(Pm>—1’ (31&)

" —ezl + e;”
mom — T . 31b
Vp q E;TL _|_€7qn ( )

The restricted polar representation requires the original g” matrices and a few extra steps
that scale only linearly with respect to the number of modes. This extra cost can safely
be considered negligible. We will accordingly employ the restricted polar representation

throughout without further discussion of its computational cost and features.

D. Two-mode TDMVCC implementation

In the two-mode specific case we truncate the cluster expansion to include at most two-
mode excitations. As mentioned, one-mode excitations are redundant and can be excluded as
derived in Sec. I1.C.3 of Ref. 16. This means that unlike in TDVCC]2] (with static modals),
we do not need one-mode excitations in TDMVCC]|2], since these degrees of freedom are
covered by the time-dependent modals. TDMVCC|2] is defined by letting 7" — T3, L — Lo
and g — 9. In this study we further restrict ourselves to Hamiltonians containing at most
two-mode couplings, i.e. H = H, + H,, where ﬁj contains only j-mode couplings. To be

specific, let us write the cluster operators in detail:

2 mime __ E _ E E mima2 ~m1m2
T SMQTN/Q —_— S a™1q™m2 amlamg, (32)

m1<mso mi<mg a™1a™2
. mima __ ~1 mime ~m1m2i
L= pmm= § Lol = > Y e, mmmt (33)
m1<m2 no m1<mg a™1la™2

Note that the summations over modes in the T; and Ly operators runs over unique pairs of
modes. In many summations later in this paper we will use a notation allowing us to utilize
permutation symmetry, i.e. we set 7712 = T™™ and s/i"5, = Shmyem; and similarly for
L. The reasoning is that excitations in two modes m; and ms commute, as the mode indices

are different by definition. We can use this in detailed expressions including commutation,
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e.g.

[EPVI]?)TL qm?T] = Z [E}Zn qm7TmmO]+ Z [E;)n q”"?Tmom]

mo>m mo<m
= 2 B TN+ 3 (B, T
mo>m mo<m
= > (B T
mo#m
=) Z S LB s B ion ) By i (34)

mo#m ama™

We express the Hamiltonian in a sum-of-products (SOP) format with factors containing
one-mode operators, iszm, where the O™ index refers to a specific operator. Correspond-
ingly, we have one-mode integrals of this operator in the time-dependent basis denoted as

h;”moq",;. We can write the H; and Hy operators as

Hy=Y H'=> > Cp.hm" =3 ") Con Z W B, (35)

m O™ m Oom
' 2 : & 2 : } : O™ 7 mpO™0
H2 _ H;nmo — (ﬂ)zglngmo hm hmo
m<mg m<mg O™O™0
_ mmo mO 7 moO™0 1Tam rmo
=30 N ommsy ST RO R B Bty o (36)
m<mo O™O™0 p"q™
t"LO/U/'"/O

Here, C@. and Chmism, are possible fitting coeflicients.

The two-mode implementation presented in this paper is obtained by explicitly deriving
and hand-coding every single non-zero term. The overall idea and implementation follows
that of Refs. 4, 18 and 19, but the mean fields contain other types of terms. As the EOMs for
the s,, and [,, amplitudes presented in Sec. II B are equivalent to the ones derived explicitly
in Ref. 1 (apart from the lack of the § operator), we re-use the w and ! transformers,
as well as the phase evaluation algorithm. The only terms that are left for us to implement
are thus the constraint contributions, the modal derivatives, and in particular the efficient
evaluation of the u™ vector, the density matrix (p™) and the mean-field matrices (F™ and
F’m). Of these terms, the mean-field matrices are the most complex to evaluate. They
contain many demanding terms, and would be strongly time dominating unless care is taken
in reducing operation count and scaling by analysis and use of intermediates. Naively, the
computation of the mean-field matrices would scale as M*, but this can be reduced to M?

as explored in later sections.
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Including only two-mode excitations in the excitation space and in the Hamiltonian greatly
reduces the number of terms from thousands to tens. A first indication of this is given later

in Tables II and III.

1. The density matrix

We will start out with an explicit derivation of the TDMVCC|2| density matrix, as it
showcases general ideas that can be applied to many of the following equations. Starting
from the definition of the density matrix, we simply expand the bra and ket states and
then apply a Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) expansion which terminates after only two
terms, because the 7" and L operators only contain two-mode excitations/deexcitations. This

procedure yields

(
(O'|(1 + Lo)e 2 E me™|D)
= (¥|(1 4 La) (En + [En . To] )| )

S Ojmym + (| Lo [Ea o, T | ®). (37)

Specifying the modals as either reference or virtual, only four combinations are possible:
1. Passive: (0™, w™) = (i"™,i™)

2. Up: (0™, w™) = (a™,i™)

4. Forward: (v™,w™) = (a™,b™).

It is rather easy to see that the up and down elements vanish as the shift operator becomes

either an excitation or deexcitation operator, i.e. pli;m = pimem = 0. The remaining cases;
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passive and forward give non-zero contributions. The passive indices results in

szzm =1+ <(I) ’LQ [ zmﬂ"?TQ} |<I>>

=14 DD S (P Lo | B, T | 1)

mo#m a™b™o

S S (| Lo B )

moF#m a™b™o

=1= > D simlumno. (38)

moF#m a™b™0

Following the same logic we can get an expression for the forward contribution, where we

obtain a sum over matrix products given as

— mmg mmo
pbmam — g g Sbmcmo lamcmo (39)

mo#m c™
2. The u™ wvector

Another important quantity to compute is the u™ vector; see Eq. (A29) in Ref.
Utilizing the fact that p is strictly a two-mode excitation (us) simplifies this expression

significantly. Equation (A29) reads
e = Pt = Fn 3 (W1 7] 19) G3,) + (i) (e 770 ) . (40)

Assuming that the fully transformed mean-field matrices as well as 1 and $ are calculated
and saved elsewhere, we are left with the summation over p and write this out with explicit

two-mode cluster operators as

w32 (010 + Lo)e™™ [0 7] ™10 i5,) + (i) () e B7RE™1B) ) . (41)

B2
The two terms are expanded using the BCH expansion and examined one at a time. The

BCH expansion in the first term evaluates to

e [T Fup) € = [Pk Fun) + “Tam’Tuz} TQ] H[Tam’T‘”] TQ] T2}' (42)

It is seen that the resulting three terms contains an even number of excitations (2, 4, 6)

due to 7,, and 75, and a single deexcitation due to Tam. In the full expression we also have
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the (1 4+ Ly) term containing 0 and 2 deexcitations. This means that in total we have an
even number of excitations (2, 4, 6) and an odd number of deexcitations (1, 3) resulting in
orthogonal bra and ket states. The first term in the puy sum in Eq. (40) therefore always
contributes 0 to the u™ vector. The same procedure can be applied to the second term,

again resulting in a vanishing contribution

(il B 7te™|®) = (gl (7t + (7 ) + | [ 1), 13 ) 19) =0, (43)

Thus, the u]h. vector elements for the two-mode couplings case is simply the difference of

the first columns in the mean-field matrices, i.e.

Again, this encourages an efficient implementation of the mean-field matrices which will be

presented in Sec. 1D 3.

3. Mean-field equations

As mentioned in Sec. [I B an efficient implementation of the mean-field matrices is key to
an efficient implementation of the TDMVCC method. We will thus elaborate on the specifics
of the equations for the mean fields in this and the next section. The half-transformed mean

fields defined in Ref. 10 are given as

Emn = (Uil [l , H]|D), (45)
o= (V| [H, a0, | 0). (46)

To obtain computationally convenient expressions for the two-mode part we rewrite the
primitive creation and annihilation operators in the biorthogonal basis using Eqgs. (4), (5)

and (6), giving the following two expressions

= Uiy, (47)
pm

amd =Y A W . (48)
pm
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This means that

[ am7Em ] = Ugym ml;mmv (49>
[E;n g ocm] Wn’}““am~mT' (5())

We can therefore rewrite the essential commutator part of the mean-field expressions using

HE Oy = @l g, B0 = afid Z O (At B )
~mT Z hmOm Um ~m
_ mO™ m
o Z hamquvmqm (51)
qm
HO = [0 agillalh —thmmOaﬂ:@E”?nvm (52)

Here, we have introduced one-mode integrals that are transformed halfway into the primitive

basis:
mOm mOo™
YRS Z e (53)
Wpmo" = Z Wi g I (54)

Now, if Egs. (35), (36), (49) and (50) are inserted into Eqgs. (45) and (46), we can write
the one- and two-mode Hamiltonian contributions to the mean fields as expectation values

of effective operators. We thus obtain

F(;';L”Um = <qj/|ﬁﬂl(amvm)|‘i;> + <qj/|ﬁ£?(amvm)|\il>7 (55)
Fé:ﬁam = <@/’H{T,Y(Lvmam)|‘i}> + <®/|H§r,r(bvmam)’\ij>7 (56>

with the mode-locked operators defined as

§ mOm
1 (amfu'm COm amvm)7 (57)
§ /mOm
1 (Umam COm vmam)7 (58)
mmgo mOm moO™0
2 (amvm E : § : Om0m0 (amv™) h ) (59)
mo<m OmQO™0
mo>m
m mmgo /mOm moO™0
H J(vmam) § : E : OmOmO (vmam) h : (60)
mo<m OmQO™0
mo>m
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In accord with Ref. 16, the contributions to the mean fields from H; can be computed

efficiently from the density matrix as

IMFOT;%”U"‘ - <®/|ﬁ1n?(amvm) ’\II Z COm Z amwmpwmvm - |:UI:I11% pmi| amym’ (61>
O'm m

lMFémam - <®/|ﬁfr(bvmam) ’\II Z C’Om Z thma'”pvmwm = |:pm WI:I?lni| vmam. (62>
O'm

The two-mode contributions to the mean fields can be written as

2M 1m . mmg UjmO™ 7.moO™ / mo T,
Famvm - E : E : O’”O’”OE : hamwm E : htmOumO \I]| vmmetmOum0|\Ij>7 (63>

mo<m OmQO™0 wm t"0u™0
mo>m
2M 1oIm _ mmo WimO™ 7. moO™0 mo T
vaozm - E : E : omOo™o E : hwmam E : h‘tmoumo <\Ij ’ wmvatmoum0|\Il>' (64>
mo<m O™QO™0 w™ t™o ™0
mo>m

The two-mode part of the Hamiltonian is much more challenging compared to the one-
mode part as we now have two shift operators in our bra-ket expression, giving a set of
two-mode density matrix elements. Because of this, non-zero second-order terms are now
possible in the BCH expansion. We do not want to compute and store the potentially very
large set of two-mode density matrix elements but rather seek to derive all terms and their
explicit form. In Tables IT and III we have listed all the non-zero contributions to the two
mean-field matrices, which can be realized by analyzing Eq. (63) and (64) in the same way
as discussed in Sec. [ID 1. Table IV contains a list of intermediates which are used for the

computations.

4. Intermediates for highly efficient mean-field equations

If one were to naively implement the mean-field equations as written in Sec. [T D 3 the com-
putational cost would scale as M*. This would be an order higher than the TDVCC|2| and
time-dependent vibrational configuration interaction with singles and doubles (TDVCI[2])
methods (with static modals). Luckily, we can circumvent this issue by the introduction of
intermediates. Only a couple of intermediates are strictly necessary for bringing down the
scaling exponent, but more have been introduced to bring down the absolute cost as well.
We find some intermediates introduced in Refs. 18 and 19, but we will repeat them here for
completeness and to account for slight changes in definition and /or notation. All intermedi-

ates used have been listed in Table [V with their definition, storage cost and computational
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Table II: Contributions to the mean-field matrix F. Intermediates listed are defined in

Table IV.
No. F™ BCH order Contribution Intermediates
1 Flhm 0 R BP0 Ly BT B0 W
2 Flgm 1 RiTon g b0 Ly 7 BT, A
3 Eluum 1 A RO Lo ETVEO Ty XL
4 FEMim 1 D KO Ly BT BT,
5 Fim 0 Rl i hiy 0 B 70
6 Fmim 1 A g hO BT,
7 Flim 1 — AT i WO Ly Ty BT B0
8 EMim 1 A i B0 Ly B BT
9 FMim 1 A, BP0 Lo BT 0T WS
10 Fim 1 R W0 Ly B BTy \Y%
11 Fm 2 A g B0 Lo ETVENO Ty Ty =, U, X
12 F 2 R g 21170 Lo Ty ETV BTy U, X

cost. In this table M?® refers to the scaling regarding the number of modes, A* denotes the
scaling with respect to the size of the active space, and O is the scaling with respect to the
number of operator terms. Intermediates (Is),m.m, and U™ are of particular importance,
as they allow scaling to be reduced from M* to M3.

We will now look at two intermediates in more detail. The first intermediate, which we
will denote by =, arises from contributions 11 and 23. Expanding contribution 11 and 23
from the compact notation in Tables II and III, one obtains several terms among which the
following leads to the = intermediate:

> > D R A I (65)
mi#{m,mo} ma7#{m,mo,m1} a™1b™2
It can be seen there are 4 mode indices (m, mg, my, ms) giving the M* scaling. We introduce
the following quantity as an intermediate:

(Is)gmgms = D D lohbha Stmpna- (66)

moFEm,mi b™M2
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Table III: Contributions to the mean-field matrix F'. Names for intermediates listed

under column I’ is defined in Table IV.

No. '™  BCH order Contribution I
13 Em ., 0 BT oo B0 o 00

14 Em . 0 B IO Ly B B0

15 Flom 1 — Al o R0 Ly Ty BT B0 U
16 Fm o 1 B qm A0 Ly B B0 T,

17 Fmo. 1 A o W0 Lo ETVETOTy XL
18 Fm 1 I m IO Ly E BTy \Y
19 Fmom 1 R o WO BT BTy

20 Fmom 1 hamhio Ly B ETOT,

21 o 1 R o IO Lo B B0 Ty WS
22 Fm o 1 R B0 Ly BT 0T,

23 Fftan 2 R LEPEMTT, = U X
24 Fm 2 hm2hy LEPE T, U, X

ama™

Equation (65) can now be written as
> (Zmomx;zgl (zs)gzzz;an> = s, ( > ZmOO”OXL:mlzglgﬁ,&()) . (67)
mi#{m,mo} \a™1 bmo mi#m,mo a1
Only three mode indices are now present (m, mg, my) giving the scaling of M3. Of course,
it is necessary to compute the intermediates, but this also scales as M? requiring two com-
putations with M3 scaling, which is much more favorable than one computation at M*
scaling.
The second term contributing to the M* scaling stems from contributions 7, 8, 11, 12,
15, 16, 23 and 24 and appears as
grme =y (LS)™™m— Y (LS)™™. (68)
my <ma#{m,mo} my<ma
Since all the terms in the first summation is contained in the second, the first term is not
computed, and it is a matter of checking when the combinations of mode indices result in

something not contained in the first summation and then only compute and subtract these.
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Table IV: Intermediates used to reduce computational scaling.

Name Definition Storage Computation
moO™0 xm, S emo Pltomo Sty M?A0  M?A%0
MO S g B g L M?AO  M?A%0
OO (XL Dt mana} Soem ™ X MPAO  MPA%0
OO (W S) I Y s o Soems "0 W ST, M2?A0  MPA%0
(LG)mmz D amipma Ly pma Sy ping M? M?A?
ymmo Eml <m27é{m,m0}(LS)mlm2 _ Zm1<m2 (LS)mlmz M2 MS
MOOTO IO S o} Sopmt emoamo Ly e Py o Spett g, M20  M3A30
A0 Dt {mmo} 2oemi Lamemy Spme M?A? M3A3
(Is)many D ot F— Y pma Sampms Loy o M2A2 M3 A3
TOTER Ettmamoy (Lm0 Xt (1)l ghn)

— o 50 (o ptmamay Loams "0 XIS, ) M2AO  MPA%0

After introducing these two intermediates (along with the remaining intermediates in
Table IV), we can write the final mean-field equations to be computed as follows, with only

M? scaling cost,

rm o mmo
Fomim = E omomo X
mo<m OmQO™0
mo>m

UjmO™ (7 moO™0 moO™0 1 rmmg 7 moO™0 1 rmmyg

D VR X (L4 U

a™a™

+ ) URmOn 0" (WS )i

> ke = | (69)
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rm mmo
Focmam - E : E : OmOmo

mo<m OmQO™0
mo>m

{ UhmOm moO™0

amgm am

0 j : Y m
+ hn?noo(z)m() Uhgln?bm Amm()
bm

O™ mO™o
VRGO (X Ly

E : UjmO™ E : mom 1. moO™0 mom
+ h/a'mbm l cmo amh m0 M0 dmO pm (70)
pm

c™0d™o

rm mmo
F’imam - E : E : OmO’"O

mo<m OmO™o
mo>m

Omo O7Yl0 O LO
{ RO (hrmaQro 4 moO™0 yymmo 4 fmoO™ prmmo)

WhmOm moO™0 m
ama™ a™

Z VRO (X Ly | (71)

m mimgo
Famam — E : E : OmOmO
mo<m OmQO™o0

mo>m

3y m Omo
{00 X (14 U

om™o WimO™
+ RO § Whmo™ Ammo

WhmOm moO™0 (Wsr)mmg

iMmam
E Wi § : om™o
+ h/bmah’b Zln%gno hTrTL)’?O dmo lgr]{n’rzglo
mO dmO
WimO™ moO™0 —mmmyg
+ hzmam —a™ } (72)

5. The full active basis approach

The use of an active space smaller that the full space has been decisive for MCTDH and
obviously anticipated to be similarly advantageous for TDMVCC. However, it is of course
an additional approximation that may give a basis set truncation error, and it gives rise

to additional numerical steps, projections etc. In the FAB limit the time-evolving basis
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has solely the purpose of making the reference optimal, which is obviously a theoretically
interesting limit. For these reasons we consider the efficient implementation of using the full
space as active space to study advantages and disadvantages. In the limit where the primitive
and time-dependent modal bases are equal in size, the EOMs simplify significantly, and we
only need to compute the parts of the mean-field matrices necessary for computing the
u” vector. We see in Eq. (44) that this is simply the first column of both the matrices.
Expanding the right-hand side of Eq. (112) from Ref. 16,

Fzﬁmwm - ﬁgﬁnwm = <¢Il| [ﬁﬂ Eg}mvm

J1¥), (73)

as was done in the previous sections results in terms with structure similar to the ones
in Eq. (69) and (71), but with fully transformed mean-field matrices rather than half-
transformed ones. These two approaches are of course equivalent in the limit of no
secondary modal space, but the implementation differs a bit as new efficient intermedi-
ates/transformations might become available.

Initially we had hoped for a very fast specialized implementation of this limit, but despite
the apparent simplicity of the u™ vector equations, many expensive terms remain to be

computed, and the approach still scales as M3,

E. Hybrid TDMVCC/TDH scheme

In this section we present a computational scheme introduced for obtaining an important
computational limit which opens up for efficient calculations of large systems. The idea is
to apply TDMVCC in the usual way for a selected set of important modes and then only
have a single active time-dependent modal for the rest. Thus, we restrict these modes to
stay in the reference modal. In this way we obtain a TDMVCC/TDH hybrid scheme where
we do not ignore less important modes, as may be a more standard approach. Instead, they
are included in a simplified way which makes the computations significantly faster compared
to TDMVCC|2]. We denote the modes with the simplified treatment as TDH modes but
emphasize that their mean fields will be different from the pure TDH mean fields due to the
TDMVCC modes. Thus, one can state that the ket state of the system can be written like

By = e T amt [ @ fvac) (74)

mEMCTDMVCC TTLEMCTDH
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The speedup achieved by TDMVCC/TDH is seen by the fact that we can skip certain parts
of the calculations involved in solving the EOMs as these TDH modes do not have any virtual
modals. For example, we see this effect in the density matrices and the mean-field matrices.
The density matrix for a TDH mode reduces to a 1-by-1 matrix with the element 1, as can
be seen in Egs. (38) and (39). The mean-field matrices for the TDH modes reduce to a
vector with very few contributions as seen in Eqs. (69) and (71), where the intermediates
with a virtual modal index does not contribute.

This approach will be explored further with numerical results in Sec. [11 C where we utilize
it to do computations on a 39-mode potential-energy surface (PES) (coupled at the two-mode
level) describing benzoic acid. We will also denote this method as TDMVCC|2|X] where the
X denotes the number of modes propagated at the TDMVCC level. The X notation will
be used both with absolute numbers, but also with relative quantities indicating a certain
percentage of the systems modes which have been propagated at the TDMVCC level. We
note that TDMVCC]|2|0] will occasionally be named the TDH limit.

ITI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The described methods have been implemented in the Molecular Interactions, Dynam-
ics And Simulations Chemistry Program Package (MidasCpp)’'. All computational results
presented in the following have been obtained with this implementation.

We will henceforth use the following nomenclature for the three TDMVCC]2] schemes
that are considered in this paper: i) hybrid TDMVCCJ2] (or TDMVCC|2|X]) denotes the
scheme where only a subset of modes is treated at the TDMVCC level; ii) FAB TDMVCC|2]
denotes the implementation that has been optimized to run with an equal number of time-
dependent and time-independent modals (A = N); and iii) TDMVCC]2] (with no further
qualifiers) denotes the basic scheme where all modes are treated at the TDMVCC level and

where the optimized FAB implementation is not used (even if A = N).

A. DMode scaling

Theoretically we found the scaling of the mean fields with respect to the number of modes

in the system to be M?3. The scaling of the implementation of the mean fields computation
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has been tested with calculations on 12 PAHs systems with the number of modes ranging
from 102 to 192 using pre-computed two-mode PESs”"". To get representative numbers, we
have averaged over 96 evaluations of the mean-field matrices. A b-spline basis was used as
the primitive basis with bounds at the 10th classical turning point. For the modals we used
the 5 lowest-lying VSCF modals as our stationary basis and then 5 time-dependent modals
for Fig. 1, which is sufficient for investigating the scaling of the method with respect the
number of modes. The PESs have a relatively large number of terms (in the range 59,000
to 122,000) and are thus representative for real PESs. Obviously, absolute timings would be

even more favorable with simple few-term model potentials.

Cubic scaling of mean-field matrix construction

400
F, F' &
't
p
w4

Obk & # & B B _ I
102 108 114 120 138 144 150 156 174 180 186 192
Number of modes

Figure 1: Mode-scaling of the TDMVCC]2] code. The time for computing mean fields
follows the theoretical M? scaling (black line) quite well. The density matrices are very
cheap, as expected. The timings for the vectors w and nﬁ are also shown for absolute

timing perspective.

In Fig. 1 the computational times for different part of the TDMVCC method has been
plotted. The timings for the w! and nH vectors (Refs. 18 and 19) have also been plotted to
give a sense of absolute times.

From Fig. 1 we see that a theoretical scaling proportional to M?3 fits rather nicely with

24



the data for the computation of the total mean-field matrices. We see that the mean-field

computations are the major computational task even after our significant optimizations.

In Fig. 2 we show the scaling of four different computational schemes for TDMVCC and
for comparison two different versions of TDH. For TDMVCC we show the approach where
all modes are propagated at the TDMVCC level, two different hybrid approaches where i) a
fixed number of 10 modes are propagated at the TDMVCC level while the rest are kept at
the TDH level; ii) 15% percent of the modes propagated at the TDMVCC level; and iii) the
limit where all modes are propagated at the TDH level. These results are also run on PAH
systems with a range of sizes. Note that the PESs for these timings have been trimmed,
keeping only the five lowest-order coupling terms, so that the number of coupling terms
are the same for each mode combination (MC). This was done as the number of coupling
terms in the PESs do not increase as a simple polynomial as a function of the number of
modes, giving spurious fitting for the results shown in Fig. 2. From Fig. 2 we see that the
TDMVCC|2|X]| scheme is computationally very attractive, as the computational times of the
TDMVCC method can be significantly reduced if the important dynamics is located to a
small subset of modes. This is especially true if the number of dynamically important modes
does not change with respect to the system size. It can be seen that the TDMVCC|2|10]
method scales as M? just as the TDH method. That is, the 10 modes propagated at the
TDMVCC level simply result in a prefactor. If the number of dynamically important modes
is not independent on the system size, but still located to a subset of the total modes, we
end up with the M? scaling, as the number of modes propagated at the TDMVCC level
increases. Importantly, this is at a significantly reduced cost compared to propagating all

modes at the TDMVCC level.

In the limit where all modes are propagated at the TDH level, we see, despite a lot of
logical TDMVCC overhead, that the implementation recovers the M? scaling of TDH
The explicit TDH code clearly runs faster still, with the exponentially parameterized TDH
as the clear winner. It is an opportunity for future research to implement TDMVCC|2| with
exponentially parameterized modals © and recover this efficiency gain. However, very large
systems and small TDMVCC|2] domains must be considered for this additional gain to be

significant.
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Scaling of TDMVCC|2] limits
105 E I I

Avg. time [s] per step

10—3 [ I I I I I I I I i i i i

30 48 66 84 102 120 138 156 174 192 228 264
Number of modes
TDMVCC|[2] + Fit: pm(313)
TDMVCC[2[15%] [ Fit: M<3 1
TDMVCC[2[10] Fit: M(1:96)
TDH limit Fit: M(2:32)

Linear TDH @ Fit: M(2:02)
Exponential TDH 2 Fit: pf(200)

Figure 2: Scaling of TDMVCC|2] and several limiting methods. The two data points
between 102 and 120 correspond to 108 and 114 modes. TDMVCC]|2|10] and
TDMVCC|2|15%)] signify that 10 modes or 15% of the modes, respectively, are treated at
the TDMVCC level. The remaining modes are propagated at the TDH level.

B. Basis size scaling

Here we investigate the scaling of the method with respect to the basis set size. The
setup is very similar to the above computations, we have here limited the computations to
PAH systems with 48, 66 and 84 modes, and we only look at the timings for constructing
the mean fields as these are the most important factors as shown in Fig. 1. The basis
scaling results have been plotted in Fig. 3. For TDMVCC]|2| we have fixed N = 50 and then

varied A. Additionally, we have plotted the same results obtained from a FAB computation
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(N = A < 50).

For basis sets larger than 10 we see a reasonable fit to roughly A3. This meets our

expectations since there are several terms scaling as M3A? as listed in table I'V.

Cubic scaling of TDMVCC|2] with respect to basis size

, | | ; PAH?2
1000 ¢ ] PAH 3

{1 PAH 2(FAB)

| PAH 3(FAB)
1PAH 4(FAB) ©

1 AR
A299)
A(2.95) I

100 |

Time [s]

10 bt

1 7 | | | | |
10 20 30 10 50

Basis size (A)

Figure 3: Scaling of TDMVCCJ2] with respect to the size of the time-dependent active
basis (A). For the TDMVCC]2| implementation, A is varied with N = 50 fixed. For the
FAB implementation, A = N < 50 is varied.

In the FAB (A = N) limit we see a decrease in computing time. We found the computing
time for the TDMVCC]|2| implementation to be 1.2-1.6 times slower than the specialized
FAB implementation, depending on the system size and the basis size (large basis sets
gave larger difference while large systems gave a smaller difference). One of course has
to hold this up against the quality of the result: The FAB implementation can of course
only be used in the N = A limit, which often yields poor results for realistic values of N.
Furthermore, an important point of TDMVCC is that it is not necessary to use N = A to
obtain good results and often N can be significantly larger than A. Therefore, the FAB
option is mainly of interest from a theoretical point of view. We foresee that the restricted

polar parameterization in combination with a small active space will be used in applications.
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C. IVR for Benzoic acid

To explore further the numerical behavior of TDMVCC|2]| and the quality of the TD-
MVCC|2|X]| method we present some results on the benzoic acid molecule (39 modes). The
PES was obtained using the adaptive density-guided approach (ADGA)’* procedure in Mi-
dasCpp’" and the GFN2-xTB method’” in the xXTB program for computing cheap single
points in these exploratory computations. ADGA settings are given in the supporting in-
formation and the final PES has 35,956 terms. The dynamics of the benzoic acid molecule
is initialized by using a VSCF state with the mode describing the acid O—H stretch in the
first excited state (described by the v = 1 modal) computed on an uncoupled PES and then
letting this state relax in the coupled PES.

In Fig. 4 the expectation value of the displacement coordinate describing the O—H stretch
in the acid group (Qss) is plotted as a function of time. Coordinates (32 and Q9o are also
shown for comparison. As a reference method we use TDMVCC|2|39] (also simply named
TDMVCC]2|) where all modes are described at the coupled cluster level. Each mode has
an active basis of four time-dependent modals. We compare the reference calculation with
linear TDH and with the hybrid TDMVCC|2|X] method with X = 8,13, 18. The modes to
be propagated at the TDMVCC]2] level were chosen by visual inspection (modes dominated
by motion localized in the acid group were prioritized). A table is given in the supporting
information listing the specific modes used in the different hybrid schemes. Expectation
values are generally defined as (A|O|C'C) for an operator O. However, for the simple case

of a one-mode operator O™ this expression specializes t0 ) n n O/ gm Pitn,m, Which adds no

significant additional cost to the computations.

It is clear that increasing X ensures that the expectation values converge towards the
TDMVCC|2] limit, where all modes at treated at the coupled cluster level. We also note
that if one wants to do computations on a very large system the computational cost can be
significantly reduced by the hybrid approach, and the results are qualitatively very similar.
Another observation is that the hybrid approach is much better than TDH.

To show that the hybrid method is favorable compared to a computation with frozen
modes (i.e. a computation in reduced dimensionality), we have performed a number of

calculations where the less important modes have been frozen completely instead of being
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4000

TDMVCC[2(39] ——

Figure 4: Position expectation values for three coordinates of the benzoic acid molecule.

(38 describes the O—H stretch. Q32 describes the C=0 stretch. Qoo describes the in-plane

bending mode of the O-H group. The TDMVCC]|2|39] computation corresponds simply to

TDMVCC]J2], i.e. all modes are included as TDMVCC modes.

included as TDH modes. The computational settings are identical to those in Fig. 4 and

the results are shown in Fig. 5. We now only show the results for the O—H stretch (Q38)

and only the last 1000 time units to easier distinguish between the results. It is seen that

both schemes converges towards the TDMVCC|2] results, but that the hybrid schemes does
so with a lower number of TDMVCC modes.

Results for the hybrid TDMVCC|2|X]| approach are clearly better, but this of course
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TDMVCC]2|13] —— Frozen PES (13M)
TDMVCC[2]18] Frozen PES (18M) ——

Figure 5: Comparison of the hybrid TDMVCC|2|X]| method and reduced dimension PESs
for the benzoic acid molecule. The TDMVCC|2|39| computation corresponds simply to
TDMVCC]2], i.e. all modes are included as TDMVCC modes.

comes with a more time-consuming calculation. In Table V the approximate timings for
several computations shown in Figs. 4 and 5 are listed. The propagation time is 5000 a.u.
corresponding to about 120 femtoseconds. So far the implementation only allows for serial

calculations, which is an obvious area of improvement for future work.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

This work presents the first efficient implementation of the TDMVCC method. Focusing
on the two-mode coupling level, all detailed equations were derived and implemented by
hand. We showed that the computational cost of TDMVCC|2] can be reduced to cubic scaling
with respect to the number of degrees of freedom by introducing appropriate intermediates.

Specializations were made, allowing efficient and flexible usage of both full active basis sets
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Table V: Absolute timings of computations presented in Figs. 4 and 5.

Calculation name Time

TDH: 2 hours
Frozen PES (8M): 1.7 hours
Frozen PES (13M): 6 hours
Frozen PES (18M): 15 hours
TDMVCC|2]8]: 17 hours
TDMVCC[2[13]: 1.4 days
TDMVCC[2/18]: 1.8 days
TDMVCC|2|39]: 7.5 days

and basis sets limited to only a few active basis function per mode. The latter allows for a
hybrid TDMVCC/TDH approach that has an even lower quadratic computational scaling
as long as the set of TDMVCC modes is kept constant and only the number of TDH modes
is extended. The resulting low order scaling was illustrated for PAHs with up to 264 modes,
and the gain of TDMVCC/TDH hybrid computations compared to simply freezing some

degrees of freedom was illustrated in computations on a 39-mode benzoic acid PES.

The ability to perform these high-dimensional computations shows how TDMVCC may
open for accurate quantum dynamical studies on systems that were previously out of reach.
The hybrid methods introduced further opens a new line of research where TDMVCC compu-
tations can be tailored to balance accuracy, efficiency, and feasibility in quantum dynamical

computations.

The work presented here is only the first step in making TDMVCC more generally ap-
plicable. In many cases the present two-mode version will not be sufficiently accurate, and
higher-level TDMVCC and higher-level couplings in the Hamiltonian will be important. This
includes flexible multi-reference schemes along the lines of recent work on MR-MCTDH|[n|
Implementing such higher-level TDMVCC methods must generally be considered as a very
hard problem as higher-order TDMVCC methods with higher-order Hamiltonians include
numerous terms (on the order of many thousands)’. For TDVCC (with static modals), it

has been possible to make a general implementation’ with well-defined low-order polynomial
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scaling of the computational effort by utilizing existing machinery for automatic derivation,
analysis and computation of all terms that appear in the equations. However, TDMVCC
contains new types of terms (particularly in the mean fields) that fall outside the scope of
our current code base. The present work has shown that it is possible and important to
construct certain appropriate intermediates to obtain low-order computational scaling. This
work therefore paves the way for and encourages the laborious work on general machinery

for implementing general order TDMVCC.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The supplementary material contains information regarding the ADGA computations
performed for obtaining the benzoic acid PES used in Sec. III. It also contains an overview
of all modes in the benzoic acid molecule, their harmonic frequencies, and whether they are

treated at the TDMVCC or the TDH level in hybrid computations.
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