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It is shown that four-component (4C), quasi-four-component (Q4C), and exact two-
component (X2C) relativistic Hartree-Fock (HF) equations can be implemented in an uni-
fied manner, by making use of the atomic nature of the small components of molecular
4-spinors. A model density matrix approximation can first be invoked for the small-
component charge/current density functions, which gives rise to a static, pre-molecular
mean field (pmf) to be combined with the one-electron term. As a result, only the
nonrelativistic-like two-electron term of the 4C/Q4C/X2C Fock matrix needs to be updated
during the iterations. A ‘one-center small-component’ approximation can then be invoked
in the evaluation of relativistic integrals. That is, all atom-centered small-component basis
functions are regarded as extremely localized nearby the position of the atom to which they
belong, such that they have vanishing overlaps with all small- or large-component functions
centered at other nuclei. Under these approximations, the 4C, Q4C, and X2C mean-field
and many-electron Hamiltonians share precisely the same structure and accuracy. Beyond
these is the effective quantum electrodynamics Hamiltonian that can be constructed in the
same way. Such approximations lead to errors that are orders of magnitude smaller than
other sources of errors (e.g., truncation errors in the one- and many-particle bases as well
as uncertainties of experimental measurements) and are hence safe to use for whatever
purposes. The quaternion forms of the 4C, Q4C, and X2C equations are also presented
in the most general way, based on which the corresponding Kramers-restricted open-shell

(RKOHF) variants are formulated for ‘high-spin’ open-shell systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The last two decades have witnessed fast progresses in relativistic quantum chemistry, as ev-
idenced by both theoretical developmentsﬁl'IE and efficient implementations in modern compu-
tational software@@. Much of the success is due to the advent of the so-called exact through
a one-step block-diagonalization of the matrix Dirac equation, similar to the normalized elimi-
nation of the small component (NESC)@. It is even simpler than approximate two-component
(A20) approacheJE‘IE resulting from order-by-order expansions of the operator Dirac equation
and has hence become the main workhorse of relativistic quantum chemistry. Noticeably, the
various implementationM of the same X2C equ.ation@EJ have adopted seemingly different
assumptions and even different terminologies. It is therefore timely to establish an unified for-
mulation to standardize the implementations (see Sec. [[V)), such that different codes can produce
precisely the same results, just like the nonrelativistic ones. Not only so, the four-component
(4CJ§ and quasi-four-component (Q4C)@ approaches also remain to be unified into the same
framework. To this end, the Dirac-Hartree-Fock (DHF) equation represented in a restricted ki-
netically balanced (RKB) basisla is first recapitulated in Sec. [ to establish the notations. For
completeness, the quaternion form of DHF is formulated in the most general way, based on which
a four-component Kramers-restricted open-shell HF (KROHF) approach is proposed for the first
time to describe ‘high-spin’ open-shell systems with both double group and time-reversal sym-
metries (see Appendix [Al). The projected four-component (P4C) equation, arising from a spe-
cial discretization@'@ of the operator DHF equation, is then presented in Sec. [ which leads
naturally to Q4C@Ja by invoking a model density matrix (MDM) approximation for the small-
component charge/current density functions. This gives rise to a static, pre-molecular mean field
(pmf) that can be added to the one-electron term. As a result, only the nonrelativistic-like two-
electron term of Q4C needs to be updated during the iterative cycles for self-consistency. That
is, Q4C is four-component in structure but two-component in computation, thereby justifying the
namem. It turns out that the same MDM approximation can be applied to DHF and X2C as well,
so as to recast them to the same form as Q4C. The ‘extended atomic mean-field’ (eamf) variant
of X2C proposed recently by Knecht and coworker@ can also be reproduced this way. More-
over, the effective, HF-like one-body potentialIgja describing the leading quantum electrodynam-
ics (QED) effect can also be included from the outset, particularly when it is fitted into a model

spectral form'a@. After having discussed in depth these mean-field relativistic approaches, the
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corresponding many-body relativistic Hamiltonians will be presented in Sec. [Vl The presentation
is closed with concluding remarks in Sec. [Vl
Plain and boldface letters are used to denote operators and matrices, respectively. The Einstein

summation convention over repeated indices is always employed.

II. DHF

The Dirac operator-based relativistic mean-field description of a system of N electrons and N

positrons gives rise to the following energy expressioJa

1
Eep :anh§+52nknlgﬁ, k,l € PES,NES, (1)
3 k.l
h;’, = hpg = (WplhlWy), ()
g?asr = 8pqrs = (WpWylV (1,2) W y5), gf:]asr = g;q;; _g}vjqr, (3)

where {n;} are the occupation numbers of the 4-spinors {y;}: +1 for the N occupied positive-
energy states (PES), —1 for the N occupied negative-energy states (NES), and 0 for the remaining
unoccupied PESs and NESs. The one-body operator % is composed of the Dirac operator D and

nuclear attraction V,

h=D+V, (4)
D=ca-p+(B—1)c, (5)
0 o 1 0 ,
a = 9 ﬁ = y P= _]lha7 (6)
o0 0 —1
01 0 —1 1 0
Gx = ) Gy = ) O-Z = ) (7)
10 i 0 0 —1
Zy
Vir)=—) ———. (8)
(r) ; -
The leading term in the electron-electron interaction V(1,2) is the Coulomb (C) interaction,
1
VE(1,2) = — =g, 9)
2

which describes the electrostatic, charge-charge interaction between two electrons. On top of this,

the Gaunt (G) interaction,

VO(1,2) = —ay - cng, (10)



can further be included to account for the magnetic, current-current interaction between two elec-
trons. The combined CG interaction, V¢(1,2) +VY(1,2), covers all two-electron spin-orbit, spin-
spin, and orbit-orbit coupling@ and is therefore accurate enough for most chemical problems.

Nevertheless, the gauge term V&(1,2) in the Breit (B) interaction VZ(1,2),

vB(1,2) =vY(1,2)+V4(1,2), (11)
VE(1,2) = %glzal'Oéz—%g?z(al'le)(az'ﬁz), TIR=T] -T2 (12)
= —%VG(I,Z)—%a1~b12~a2, (13)
by — "“12?"“12, b — (TIZ)i3(7°12)j’ . (14)

"2 "2

is known to be important for deep core electrons@@ and should hence be further included in
accurate descriptions of properties sampling the wave function in the vicinity of a nucleus. Overall,

the electron-electron interaction can be written as
V(1,2) = g12 +cggroa -y +cpag -bia -, (15)

which reduces to the C, CG, and CB interactions by setting (cg,cp) to (0,0), (—1,0), and
(—1/2,—1/2), respectively. To avoid over notation, we will refer to the second term in Eq.

(13) simply as the gauge term.

To minimize the energy E., (I) subject to the orthonormal conditions (y),|y,) = 8,4, we intro-

duce the following canonical Lagrangian
L=FEep—Y nml(wilwi) — 1], ke PES,NES. (16)
k

The condition 651;.(. = 0 then gives rise to

i

Fni|w;) = emni|w;), i€ PES,NES, (17)



where the Fock operator F readJa

F=h+Y mg}, kePESNES (18)
k
hLL hLS GLL GLS FLL FLS
hSL hSS GSL GSS FSL FSS
We=v, S=co-p, Wr=co-p, B¥5=v-27, (20)
GLL — JCLL 4 jCSS _ gCLL _ Ce KGSS _ Ch K&SS — GLLT, Q1)

GLS — _KC,LS+Cg (JG,LS +JG,SL _KG,SL) +Cb (Jg,LS +Jg,SL _Kg,SL) — GSLT, (22)
GSL — —KC’SL—f—Cg(JG’LS +JG,SL . KG,LS) +Cb<Jg,LS +Jg,SL o Kg,LS) _ GLST, (23)

GSS — JOLL | jC.SS _ gC.SS Ce KOLL _ ¢, k&L — GSST (24)

As it stands, Eq. (I7)) determines only the occupied PESs and NESs but which can be extended to

the unoccupied ones, viz.,
F|y,) =¢,|y,), p€PES,NES. (25)

The validity of the canonical Lagrangian (L6) stems from the fact that the Fock operator F (I8])
is Hermitian, such that (y,|y,) = 0 holds automatically for p # g. The energetically lowest N
PESs and highest N NESs are to be occupied in each iteration when solving Eq. (23) iteratively.
That is, the non-Aufbau, interior roots of Eq. (23) are to be sought in a self-consistent manner.
Note in passing that Eq. (I) and hence Eq. (23)) are approximations to the mean-field QED
theoryEJE of electrons and positrons by neglecting the vacuum polarization and electron self-
energy. Further setting the occupation numbers to zero for all NESs, Eq. (I)/(23) reduces to
the usual Dirac-Hartee-Fock (DHF) energy/stationarity condition for N electrons alone. In this
case, the expressions (1)) and (23)) can also be derivec@ by starting with the empty Dirac picture
(where all NESs are assumed to be unoccupied), instead of the filled Dirac picture underlying
the QED formulationBJE. Yet, it should be kept in mind that the agreement between the empty
and filled Dirac pictures holds only for one-electron properties, but not for any two-body property

(including electron correlation)@.

In practice, the molecular 4-spinors (M4S) {y),} have to be expanded in a suitably chosen

basis. Among the various prescription@, the so-called restricted kinetic balance (RKB)la 1S most
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recommended due to its simplicity, viz.,

n

W/P> = Z |€,U>C,UI77 P € [1,41’1], (26)
u=1
x5) O
&)= "" N 27)
0 |xn)
lgu) O
by =" = oolgu), Oo=D, (28)
0 ‘gu>
1 1
20) = 5 W) = 5 Mlgu) = —low)'s M=o -p, (29)
CL CXOC
_ up X up
Cup = o5 ] Cip= o | X€eL,S, (30)
up Hp

where {g, }},_, are prechosen n scalar functions. Note that each of the four columns of 1Eu) @D
corresponds to an independent four-component (4C) basis function, such that there are in total 4n
basis functions and hence 4n M4Ss {|y,,) }, half of which are PESs and the other half of which are

NESs. In terms of such a basis expansion, Eq. (23)) is converted to an algebraic equation,

FC = MCE, (31)
Fuv = huy +Guy[D], - Myuy = (SulGv), (32)
huy = (Sulh|Gv), (33)

Guv[D] = (/i [D] = Ky [D]) + ¢ (/3 D] — K5y [D]) + ey (Jjiy [D] — Ky [D]) (34)

= [(Quvlg12p*) = (Qualg12/Da Q)]

+eo[(Buvlgiz - 13%) — (Bualgiz: [DaxEy)]

+ep[(Buvl b2+ [5%) — (Eual - bi2- DpEev)], (35)
P [CE
D=C,nC| = cs n(Cff Cf)
+
DLL DLS
- DSL DSS ’ DXY:CinC—{—i X, Y =L,S, (36)

where n is the diagonal occupation number matrix, whereas the overlap charge and current distri-
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bution functions are defined as’

QLL 0 L, L 0
Quv=&idv=1| ss | e St .8 7)
Qy 0 xuxy
1 (4o 0
) 08u&Y .. . ) i7j7k€-x7y7z7 (38)
4c2 0 Oong' ol f e mo) ok
Ogygv +]181]k61g[.1gv
—i,LS
- ¥ 0 :}ﬁv 0 XﬁTo'iX\é;
Epv =&utibv=1| g I ) (39)
Eiv 0 Xu OiXy 0
i 0 —00gug, — 1€ ikgugho
- . R B A G
€ \ 008, 8v — 1€k &u8v Ok 0
where gL = digyu (i € x,y,7). The number charge and current densities can then be calculated as
P = niy v = iy wE 4 iy Ty = THQEDE 4 Tr[QSSDSS] = Tr[QDY, (41)

3 =iyl avi = niy oyl + iy oyl = Ti[EFEDY + TrESEDES) = TrED]. (42)

As already indicated by Eqgs. (37) and (39), Eq. (3I)) can be recast into block form

FILFS) (choct) (M0 C: Ct) (E. o0 @)
FSL PSS ) \ ¢S ¢S 0o M$/\cScs/\o E |

FLL FLS hLL hLS GLL [D] GLS [D]
- + : (44)

FSL FSS hSL hSS GSL[D] GSS [D]

where
MES = (xf1xb) = 008wy, Suv = (gulsv), 45)
1 1
Mgy = (4al20) = 5500wy, Tuv = 5 {gulp?lev), (46)
hy = <xu\V\xv> = oovuv, Vv = (gu[Vgv), (47)
hLS <Xu |CH|XV> - GOT/JV - hvﬁ*a (48)
1

iy = 61V =22 1760) = 53 Wy = 00Ty, Way = (Tgy|V[Igy), (49)



Gy D] = (uHvh(gialiti™) — (ubi(g1ali"VE) + (" VF|g12|i%)

—cg(plaid|grn - [Pavh) —cp(ulai’| by -|iSavh) (50)
= (Qv1en| T DILQE]) — (4] 1212DFLQLS) + (51212 T D3 Q5 1)
—co(E g1 DHEY) — o (B | -bia- DFE), (51)

Gy D] = —(u"i*|g12|i* V)
+egl(utovi(gi - [ifoi®) — (U oi|gin - |i"a V) + (1 o Vo [g1y - [Parit)]
+ep[(ulavS| by - |iFaid) — (uEai| by - |itavE) + (ubavS| by - |Soib)] (52)
= —(Qf} gD
+eg[(Bylen - ToDED ) — (B 1812- IDFLER) + (B lg12 - [T [DFE )]

+en[SEY | bro- [TaDYEL) — (S5 bio- IDHEEE) + (B3 bro- [TaDEEY))

(53)
Gy D] = — (1’ |gpa|i*vF)
+eg[(uovhign - [Poit) — (woit|gn- [Povh) + (Wavhign - [ife )]
+cp[(uSavE|-bia - [Sait) — (WSait| - bia - [SovE) + (e vh| by, - |itei®))] (54)
= — (@ 1gnnIDLQ)
+eo[Epylen - [T DREN] — (B g1 DIES) + (B g - [TnDLES])]
+eo[(Bp ] bia- [TaDREG]) — (B4 -bia- [DERD) + (Ey| bz [T [DLED )],
(55)
Gy D] = (1°v3|g12|%1°%) — (15 |g1a|i*VP) + (uSVP g ua|iti*)
—co(l Soil|gi - [iFovd) —cp(uSail| -byy - |ifov®) (56)
= (Quvlen| T DHQ5]) — ()] 812D Q5% ) + (v 212 T [DFLQE])
ce(E5 [g12- IDFEERS) —co(BS; |- bia- IDFLED). (57)

In the above notation, DX, QXY and ZXY (XY = L,S) are all 2-by-2 block matrices, each block

XY XY . =XY
DMV,Q v or 2y

a 2-by-2 matrix over spin labels. Therefore, the symbol Tr, means trace over the spin degrees of

of which is a n-by-n matrix. Alternatively, every element can be understood as

freedom, e.g.,

Tro[DLQIS] = T [QYIDYY], A,k € [1,n] (58)
= pi@raqQraxe  pXarbolbxe  prfreqraxh  pXPYEQIPXE (59



Note in particular that D{i and Qg Ei/’{ do not commute in block form (i.e., A,k € [1,n)).

Nevertheless, they do commute with each other when fully expanded (i.e., A, k € [1,2n]). Given

the density matrix D (36)), the energy E.p (I)) can be calculated as

1
Eep= 5Tr(h+ F)D. (60)

Some remarks are in order:

@

1)

The RKB prescription (29) for generating 2n small-component basis functions { xﬁ} directly
from the n-scalar functions {gu}’;:l guarantees the correct nonrelativistic limit (nrl) of the
PESs but the NESs are still in error of & (co)lﬂ. As such, it does not provide full variational
safety. Depending very much on the construction of {g, }Zzl, some bounds failures (or
prolaps) of O(c™*) may occur. Nevertheless, such bounds failures will diminish when
approaching to the basis set limit, at a rate that is not much different from the nonrelativistic
counterpar. Another point that deserves to be mentioned is that, when {gu}ﬁzl are spher-
ical Gaussians, the principal quantum number must be set to the angular momentum / plus
one (i.e., 1s, 2p, 3d, 4f, 5g, etc.). Otherwise, terrible variational collapse would occurlﬁ.

Although this is usually the default option, it is not mandatory in the nonrelativistic case.

It is the appearance of small-component basis functions that renders the DHF calculation
very expensive. As shown in Appendix [Al there are in total 25 (325) real-valued scalar
integrals to evaluate and process just for a single term of the two-electron matrix element
Guv|D] under the Coulomb (Gaunt/Breit) interaction. However, the situation is not really
that bad. Since the small component Wg(r) (=Xa Ly, xﬁA (r— RA)CﬁAP) of aM4S y,(r) is
appreciable only nearby the positions of the nuclei, the products CfJ4 » xﬁ: (r—Ry) ng (r—
RB)CﬁBq in IIIET(T‘) I//gj (r) are negligibly small when A and B refer to different atoms in the
molecule (NB: xﬁ , denotes a small-component function xﬁ centered at the position R4 of
atom A). An immediate deduction is that the small-component distribution functions fov
(of 0'(c~?)) and density matrix elements Dﬁi can be confined to one-centered only, i.e.,
oS

@D
(M)~ Qs (rdas, D¥ Y DY, DY =Ci mCy (61)
A

thereby leading to

pS — TT[QSSDSS] ~ pS — Zpg (62)
A



(I10)

for the molecular small-component density. Such approximations imply the following

rela‘tionJﬂ

(LaoLB|ScSp) ~ (LALB|ScSp)0cp,
(SaSB|LcLp) =~ (SaSg|LcLp) 4B,

(SaSB|ScSp) ~ (SaSg|ScSp)dapdcp. (63)

for the electron repulsion integrals (ERI). The (S4S4|SpSp) type of ERIs, which are of

O (c™*), can further be confined to one-centered only, i.e.,
(SaSalSBSB) ~ (SaSa|SpSs)0as- (64)

The situation is even better when atomic 4-spinors (A4S; from DHF calculations of aver-
aged and nonpolarized atomic configurations) are taken as the basis@@, for their small
components do not overlap each other discernibly when they come from different atoms.
Similarly, the Gaunt/Breit integrals (LS|SL), (SL|LS), (LS|LS), and (SL|SL) can be confined

to at most two-centered,

(XaYp|YcXp) ~ (XaYB|YcXD)OaBOcp, X, Y =L,S, X#Y,

(XaYp|XcYp) ~ (XaYp|XcYD)Sadcp, X,Y =L,S, X#Y. (65)

Eqgs. (63) to (63)) can be termed collectively ‘one-center small-component” (1CSC) approx-
imation (i.e., a small-component function is always regarded as extremely localized nearby
the position of a nucleus, such that it has vanishing overlaps with all functions centered at
other nuclei). Since such ERIs involve at most three centers, the use of local symmetries
(planar, cylindrical, and spherical symmetries for three-, two-, and one-center integrals)
would be very beneficial. Moreover, since only the spin-free part of the whole gauge term
V¢ in Eq. (I3) contributes to the energy at &/(c~?) (which is even simpler than that of VG)@,
It can be anticipated that only the spin-free part of V& needs to be included in practical
applicationﬁ. The surving ERIs can further be evaluated efficiently with the RKB-based
resolution of the identity (RKB—RIJE.

Only the N, (= N + N < 4n) occupied states need to be determined when solving Eq.
(3T1))/@3) iteratively. Such states appear as a narrow, interior portion of the whole orbital

spectrum. Therefore, it is of great value to invoke an algorithm that can directly access such
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interior roots. The recently proposed iterative vector interaction (iVIJﬂE is one of such
algorithms. It is not only very robust but also memory efficient, by working with a search
space of fixed dimension that is determined automatically by the number of target states or
a preset energy window. A speedup factor of (4n)3/[N,(4n)?] = 4n/N, > 1 can be gained

as compared with the full matrix diagonalization.

The above presentation provides the basics for an efficient implementation of DHF. Additional
gain in efficiency stems from the full use of double point group and time reversal symmetries,
which can be achieved in two distinct ways, by constructing Kramers-paired double group symme-
try functions according to fermion irreducible representations (irrep@ﬁ or by combining quater-
nion algebra (which incorporates time reversal symmetry@E) with corresponding boson irreps for
the real and imaginary parts of each component of a quaternion spino@ﬁ. The former is suited
for a j-adapted spinor basis, whereas the latter is suited for a scalar basis. The quaternion form
of the DHF equation (3I)) underlying the latter was formulatec@ only for closed-shell systems
under the Coulomb interaction. As a matter of fact, it can be formulated more generally (see Ap-
pendix [A)) via a quaternion unitary transformation@ that can block-diagonalize any matrix (e.g.,
open-shell Fock matrix with the Gaunt/Breit interaction) with identical diagonal blocks. Based on
such a general quaternion DHEF, a four-component relativistic Kramers restricted open-shell DHF
(KROHF) scheme for ‘high-spin’ open-shell systems can be formulated (see Appendix [A), in the

same way as the two-component counterpart@.

III. Q4C

The DHF equation (31))/(@3)) generates both PESs and NESs. The latter are usually discarded
at a correlated level under the no-pair approximation (NPA). The question is how to avoid the
molecular NESs from the outset if the NPA is doomed to make. Actually, this can be done in two
different wayJE: freeze or remove the NESs. The former stays in the four-component framework
but can be made operationally the same as a two-component theory, whereas the latter works with
a two-component, electron-only Hamiltonian. In essence, the two paradigms stem from the same
physical origin and can hence be made and have been made completely equivalent in terms of
simplicity, accuracy, and efﬁcienc.

To realize the first paradigm, we first examine the S/L ratio between the small and large com-
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ponents of a PES ;, which can be obtained from the second row of Eq. (I7),

‘Ilf — (Ei—FSS)_lFSLlI/l'L (66)
2 (g=Vi +2) Neo - p+ViF)vF (67)
1
%—Ri . -L, 68
S kio PY; (68)
1 _ 0o
Ri(r) = [14 55 (& = Ve (r)] 571, (69)

where the potential terms in G3* (23) and G>° (24) have been grouped into Ve% and ngf , respec-
tively, when going from Eq. (66) to Eq. (67). The former is further neglected when going from
Eq. (67) to Eq. (68), for it is of @'(c~!). The major effect of o - p is to change the parity of the
large component to that of the small component. So the S/L ratio is determined mainly by the
R;(r) operator (69), which is extremely short rangec@: Each R;(r) becomes a constant factor just
slightly away from the position of a heavy atom (e.g., 0.05 a.u. (roughly the radii of 2s and 2p
shells) in the case of Rn; cf. Fig. 1 in Ref. 45). Imagine we have first solved the (radial) Dirac
equation for each isolated (spherical and unpolarized) atom A and thus obtained the corresponding
A4Ss {@4,}. Then, the atoms are brought together to synthesize the molecule. While both the
large and small components of ¢4, will change, the S/L ratio will not!. The mathematical
realization@'@ of such a physical picture is to expand the positive-energy M4Ss y; in terms only
of the positive-energy A4Ss {@ap}, viz.,

¥ LIk
i) =L Y leap)Coapi=Y1 X | | Crap (70)
A peA A peA |(PAp>
. NZA |X£'u>aA,u,Ap C,+A o % Z |X£‘u>AA,u,i (71)
- ” p7l - — ?
A peapea \ | Xay)bapap & pea \ 1 xh,) Bai
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which gives rise to the following projected four-component (P4C) approach

F*°C, =M, C,E,, (72)
=Y (Mo = ) (74)
XY=LS X,Y=LS
—a'h’a+a"h®b+b'h¥a+ b 'h5b, (75)
GMPl= Y (067" )= Y G D (76)
XY=LS XY=LS
—a'G![D]a+a’GL[D]b+ b G [D]a+b G5 [Db, (77)
D D
a=) a5 b=) by, (78)
A A
_ DLL DLS aPa’ aPb’ _
p=|(___ |=|_. _ .|, P=CmnC, (79)
DSL DSS bPa’ bPb’
M, = M4+ M58 = aTMEa + b MSSh. (80)

The dimension of FE* (Z3) in the j-adapted spinor basis { (pp}lz,”: | is 2n instead of 4n. That is,
molecular NESs are excluded completely. What is neglected here is rotations between the PESs
of an atom and the NESs of the other atoms in the molecule, a kind of polarization of the atomic
vacua. Being of & (c_4), such an approximation introduces no discernible errors to molecular
spectra@@@. Yet, it can be envisaged that P4C will break down when the interatomic distance
between two heavy atoms is very short (which may occur in highly charged molecular systems).
In this case, the A4Ss may be replaced with diatomic 4-spinors (DA4S) obtained by diagonalizing
®
Ff =+ Gyl Y. Dal, wver, (81)
A€F

for every pair F of atoms. Here, D4 is the four-component density matrix of atom A. In essence, it
is the interatomic interaction strength that is taken here as a perturbation parameter to expand the

projector for the molecular no-pair relativistic Hamiltonian@@.
The structures of hP4C ([73), GP*C ([T7), and M. (B0) are reminiscentIH of the NESC (nor-
malized elimination of the small component) approac@, which becomes more transparent by

introducing the following formal relations

D
by =Xaas, b=Xa, X=) X, (82)
A
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such that

RPAC — aTLIiESCJea, (83)
(}P4C [l_)] _ aTLIiESC,Ze[D]m (84)
1
LG — v+ XT + ﬁXTWX —~X'TX, (85)
C
LYP5C%(z] = GH[Z]) + G [Z]X + X TG [Z) + XTG5S [Z]X (86)
A GNR[ZLL] +GNESC[Z], (87)
Guv (2] = (@ |812|Tra[Z, Q5 ) — (1 12123, ), (88)
M, =a'M,a, M, =ML4+XM5X, (89)

It looks like that P4C is just NESC working with the A4S basis and meanwhile the atomic approx-

imation (AtomX) (82) to the molecular decoupling (transfer) matrix X,
CS =XC%. (90)

However, PAC and NESC were introduced in completely different ways. The former is by con-
struction a direct four-component approximation to the DHF equation (3I]), whereas the latter is a

two-component theory for the large components of the PESs, viz.,
LlJ\IrESCCi _ 1\~/I+CI; E,, LlJ\IrEsc _ LlJ\TrESC,le 4 LIiESC,Ze' 1)

The AtomX (82)) is not mandatory but can be introduceciﬁ to LIiESC later on. On the practical
side, it is not mandatory for NESC to use a generally contracted basis, even with the AtomX (e.g.,
a4 and by can be set to unit matrices for an uncontracted RKB basis). On the other hand, P4C
need not be limited to a RKB basis. Rather, it can also adopt, e.g., numerical A4Ss by solving the
atomic radial DHF equations with grids (cf. the second equality of Eq. (Z0) and Eqs. (Z4)), and
(Z6)). A more important distinction between P4C and NESC lies in that the eigenvectors of the
PAC eigenequation (72)) give the total density represented in the A4S basis {@a,}, whereas those
of the NESC eigenequation (9I)) give only the large-component density represented in the basis
{xi})-

At this stage, the computational efficiency is gained only in the matrix diagonalization step (by
a factor of 8 in the case of full diagonalization or by a factor of 4 in the case of partial diagonal-
ization by iVﬂﬂJﬂ), which is very little for a moderate basis. The real gain in efficiency can only

be achieved by further invoking a ‘model small component approximation’ (MSCA), which was
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proposedﬂ originally in the context of density functional theory (DFT). Therein, the molecular

small-component density p* is first approximated as the superposition of the atomic ones (cf. Eq.

(©2)),
B b
P =TiQ¥P| = p° = Y o = Tr(Q¥PY], Q=0 0], P'=Ymi,  (92)
A A
such that the molecular density p* can be calculated as
p4c ~ p‘4c — pL +ﬁS7 pL — Tr[QLLl_)], QLL (Pp (pq (93)
The matrix elements of the local Kohn-Sham (KS) potential V,¢[p*¢] are then approximated as

(@5 Vere[p ™11 0F) + (@3 Verr[0™]103) ~ (@5 Vet [P 0F) + (@5 Vet [Pl [05),  (94)
Proa =Y. pi¢ = Tr[(Q + Q%)PY], (95)
A

such that, under the LCA4S and MSCA, only the first iteration of the calculation is four-component
but subsequent iterations are just two-component (i.e., only p’ need to be updated), thereby jus-
tifying the name quasi-four-component (Q4C. Even the first iteration is much cheaper than a
regular four-component iteration, for the sparsity associated with P® renders the evaluation of the
two-electron matrix elements only at a fractional cost of a regular evaluation of the two-electron
matrix elements. It has been shownMJa that Q4C-KS is indeed very accurate, e.g., with errors be-
ing only a few milli-Hartrees for the energy levels of the innermost shells of E117, and completely
negligible for molecular spectroscopic constants. The MSCA@, which can also be termed ‘model
density approximation’, can trivially be generalized to a model density matrix (MDM) approxi-
mation to incorporate HF exchange. That is, the molecular density matrix elements D . (cf. Eq.
(9)) in all small-component-containing terms of LNESC 2P| (cf. Eq. (87) and GXY[D] in Egs.
@1, 3, B3, and (7)) are replaced with those of the model density matrix D = Y7 5 Dy. This
amounts to replacing GN*SC[D] in Eq. (87) with GNESC[DY], thereby giving rise to the Q4C-HF
equation@@ represented in the RKB basis employed to expand the A4Ss {@a,},

FYCC, =ML.C,E., (96)
FYC =h3C + GNP, 97)
théflC _ LIj_ESC le Ggféflc’ GSf;lC _ TGNESC[]‘)O]a’ (98)

G [P] =a'GM D ]a, D =a'Pa, (99)
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where (_}Sf?C can be interpreted as a correction of two-electron picture-change errors (ZGPCE)@,
although everything is done here within the four-component framework. Its construction is very

cheap due to the sparsity associated with DV.

Usually only the occupied and low-lying virtual A4Ss {(pp}i’fl are needed to form the back-
bone of the basis, which is to be augmented with some uncontracted flat functions { fv}%”: g1
for describing the deformation and polarization of the atoms when forming the molecule. As

Ry(7) ~ 1 in the valence region (cf. Fig. 1 in Ref. ), such flat functions can simply be taken as

L
1
£ = Xv . Ay =—Tyk~0, ve2ng+1,2n). (100)
X 2

Unlike Eq. (@7), the large and small component basis functions are here combined together.
Such a ‘HF+P’ type of spinor basis, single-zeta (or double-zeta) for core shells and multiple-
zeta for valence shells, is very effective@@. The elements of F$4C among the added flat functions

{fv}yLs,,+1 can be treated nonrelativistically,

FO5 = (EIT 1) + IV Ixk) + GS [P, w,v € [2ng+1,2n], (101)

while those between {(pp}i’fl and {f,}2n onp+1 Can be treated in the same way as Eq. (©7) or
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simply approximated as

FO =h3iS, + GNP = [F)", pell.2ng], ve2ng+1,21], (102)

G [P] = (a'GNR[DM)) v, (103)

RS, = (O IT|x) + (@5 IV |x5) + G5, D] (104)

= [a"(T+V + G DY),y (105)

GIVSEDY) = Gy M DY) + Gy D), (106)

Gt ou D] = Gy D% + G5 D°) = (a"GNESCDY)) (107)
GHOHD") = (QLE |1 Tra [PAQS]) — ¢ (B g1z - |PRESE)

—cb(E| - bia - [PRES) (108)

— (aTGNESC,LL[DO])pW (109)

Gy D) = (Q |912[Tra[DY Q35 1) — g (BES 212+ 1Dy E)
— (8L |-bia- (D)5, (110)
GSISSHIDO) = —(Q55|g12| PAOH)
+g[(Epvlgrn - [Tra[PR(ESF +EE)]) — (Eor|g12 - [PRES)]
+eo[(E] - bia- [Tra[PY(ESF +ER)]) — (Epk| - bia - |[PIES)] (111)
— (aTGNESQSL [DO])pv, (1 12)
Goy DY) = X;o{—(Q55 212l D) QK%
+col(Fph 1812 [TrlDy B + DY B ]) — (B lenn- DY B )]

— _0. S!—\ _OS — — _0 SH
+oo[(Epy] -bra- [Tra Dy B + DY ES ) — (B35 - bia- Dy B} (113)

The corresponding overlap matrix elements read

My v :Mﬁ% +M5§, W,V € 2ng+1,2n], (114)
My py =@ (M M)y, pell,2np]. (115)

~Q4C. XY
Geff, pv

. ~Q4C,LLA ~Q4C,SL s
Egs. (30), (32), (34), and (56)) to zero, thereby leaving only Ggfﬂ oy [D°] (108) and Ggfﬂ - D]
(III) stemming from G4 B0Q) and G5 G4), respectively. The use of the same expansion coef-

The ‘rule’ for obtaining the elements [DY] is to set the y3-containing terms of G;fg (cf.

ficients {C ;} for the small and large components of the M4Ss {y;} is also made here (cf. Eq.
(Q)). Eq. (100) along with the expressions (I0T)) and (I02)) has been termed RKBdE, which is

very accurate for spectroscopic constants even of the heaviest molecular system@‘@.
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Additional remarks on Q4C should be made here:

(a) The above ‘HF+P’ type of spinor basis, subject to the RKB and RKBO conditions, is most

compact.

(b) Once the A4Ss are symmetrized according to both double point group and time reversal
symmetrie@, the quaternion form of Q4C-HF can readily be obtained by the QU transfor-
mation (B33 of F$4C (cf. Egs. @7), (10OI), and (102))). The Q4C variant of KROHF can then
be formulated (see Appendix [Al).

(c) Since the large and small components of @, share the same coefficients, the A4S integrals
(0,904|V(1,2)|@-¢5) can be transformed to the MO representation as a whole (instead of
component-wise). Therefore, both the integral transformation and correlation steps in Q4C

are computationally the same as those in two-component approache@]a.

(d) Unlike two-component approaches, Q4C does not suffer from 2ePCEs in both the mean-field

and correlation steps.

(e) The MDM approximation can also be applied to the DHF Fock matrix 3], leading to

F = hi§ + G*°[D], (116)

hLL + G/LL [DO] hLS + GLS [DO] o)
hiS = , D’=Y'D,, (117)
hSL —|—GSL [DO] hSS —|—GSS [DO] 1

G/LL [DO] — GLL [DO] o GNR [DO,LL], (1 18)
NRnLL
cm)= [ © Do (119)
0 0

where only GNR[D] needs to be updated in each iteration.

IV. X2C

By definition, a two-component relativistic theory is a Schrodinger-like equation that describes
only electrons relativistically. In this sense, NESC|§ is not yet a genuine two-component relativis-
tic theory, since the eigenequation ([@I)), along with the relativistic metric ([89), determines only the

large components of the M4Ss, whereas the small components have to be constructed explicitly
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via relation (Q0). That is, NESC is still within the Dirac picture, unlike PAC and Q4C. The real
significance of NESC lies in the initiative of matrix formulations of two-component relativistic
theories. That is, the starting point is the matrix DHF equation (43)) instead of the operator DHF
equation (23). The former can be block-diagonalized exactly, so as to achieve exact decoupling
of the PESs from the NESs, ending up with an “exact two-component” (XZC)@ relativistic the-
ory for electrons. This is different from approximate two-component (A2C) theories@‘lﬂ that are
correct only to a finite order in relativity. The block-diagonalization of Eq. (43) can be done
in one ste;JBEEJ, two stepM, and multiple steszEJE. It has been shown@ that the
three types of matrix formulations share the same decoupling condition and differ only in the
renormalization. There exist even closed mappings in between@. Since the initio free-particle
transformation invoked in the two-step and multiple-step formulations is only necessary to ensure
variational stability and regularization of finite-order expansion@lﬂ but not needed for an exact
decoupling, and becomes very clumsy in the presence of magnetic interactions, it is clear that it is
the one-step formulation@@H@ that should be advocated. It deserves to be mentioned that the
same one-step matrix X2C equation@B can also be obtained by the (formal) Foldy-Wouthuysen
(FW) transformation@ of the operator DHF equation (23)), followed by making use of the RKB-
RI to convert the operators therein to matrix form@. That is, the matrix and operator (more
precisely, operator-like) formulations of the one-step X2C are actually identical. This applies
also to the two—ste;JE'IE and multiple—ste;JE'IE formulations: instead of the usual operator
formulations followed by the use of the RKB-RI, the same matrix equations therein can also be
obtaine(iE by starting with the partitioned matrix DHF equation (43]). In essence, the use of the
RKB-RI in the unexpanded one-step, two-step, and multiple-step operator formulations is merely
a formal step and does not introduce any error even with a finite RKB basis. This is different
from A2C approaches, where the use of the RKB-RI for their matrix representations is indeed an

approximationla.

The one-step block-diagonalization of the matrix DHF equation (43)) starts with the formal re-

lation (90) between the small- and large-component coefficients of the PESs, and a similar relation
ct =Xxcs (120)

between the small (upper)- and large (lower)-component coefficients of the NESs. In terms of
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such relations, the following transformation matrix U can be constructecia

ULt uts R, XR_

U= =QpQy = : (121)
Ust Uss XR, R_
I X R. 0

Qp = , Q= ; (122)
X I 0 R_

where (2p does the decoupling, whereas {2y establishes the renormalization. Note that the matrix
U defined here is just the matrix representation@ of the FW transformation@ in a finite RKB
basis. The decoupling matrix X (cf. Eq. (O0)) is to be determined by the condition

(UFUSE =} (UHFYU =0 (123)
XY=LS
More speciﬁcall)'@,
FSL+FSSX — _XTLHESC, LHESC — FLL+FLSX, (124)
where LHESC is the UESC (unnormalized elimination of the small component) Hamiltonian|§

associated with the following eigenvalue problem,
LUFSCCt = MUCLE,. (125)
Further combined with Eq. @1)), we have|E
LI_iESC _ MLLM;lLiESC‘ (126)
Eq. (124) can hence be rewritten as
FL 4+ FSX = —XMEM TLEESC (127)

which turns out to be more robust than Eq. (124) when solved iteratively@. It deserves to be
emphasized that both Eqs. (124) and (I27), proposed in Refs. @ and , respectively, in different
forms though, are state-independent and hence fundamentally different from the state-dependent

decoupling conditions proposed by DyaII@. The orthogonality condition CiMC_ =0 leads to
X = — (M ~IXTMSS, (128)

It follows that X is determined directly by X. In other words, the two sets solutions, X and X, of

the quadratic decoupling condition (I124)/(127) are mutually related. Without going into further
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details, the renormalization matrices reaﬂ

K, = [(ME) 2N, (MEL) 2] 2, (129)

ML (MSS) 2]z, (130)
where the relativistic metric for the NESs reads (cf. Eq. (89))
M_ =M% + XTMEEX. (131)

It has been proven@ that the particular renormalization R, (129) renders the resulting two-
component spinors closest to the large components of the positive-energy M4Ss in the least-
squares sense, whereas the two—ste;JEJE and multiple—ste;JE'IE transformations amount to
adopting different renormalizations. The U-transformation (I21)) of Eq. (43) leads to

(U'FU)(U'C) = (U'MU)(U"!C)E < FC = MCE, (132)
where
i F2¢ 0 MEE 0
F=UFU=| " , U'Mu= , (133)
0 FX€ 0 M
8 R;'CL 0 C, 0
c=vu'c=M'U'MC= = . (134)
0 R-Z'CS 0 C_

The upper-left block of Eq. (132) defines the unique X2C equation@E| for the PESs in the

Schrédinger picture,
FCC, =M CLE,, (135)
FiZC — (UTFU)LL _ Z (UT)LXFXYUYL
X,Y=L.S
=RILXR,, X=NESC,SESC, (136)
L3ESC — %[M+(MLL)1LHESC +ecl. (137)

Here, the SESC (symmetrized elimination of the small component)@@ Hamiltonian LiESC arises

from the identity L3ESC = 1(LNESC 4 LIYESC) and the relation (I26). The one- (Fizc’le) and
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two-electron (F)iZC,Ze) terms of FX?¢ (I36) read

FPCle —RILY°R,, X = NESC,SESC, (138)

LSESCle _ %[M+(MLL)1L$ES‘371€ tec], LYBGE—viTX (139)

F25% D] = R LY [DIR,, X = NESC,SESC, (140)

LSESC2ep) — %[M+<MLL)—1LIJ£ESC,26: tecl, (141)

LEESC’Ze _GLL D] + GLS ID]X. (142)
X2C,2e

At this stage, the two-electron term F7 (140) still involves explicitly the four-component

molecular density matrix D (36), which can be eliminated as follows. In view of the relation

C = UC given by the first equality of Eq. (I34)), i.e.,
X =U%C,, x=LsS, (143)

the components y;¥ (X = L,S) of a positive-energy M4S V¥, can be expressed as

n

fof Yy = qu (UXECL) Z Civp, (144)
v = Z UKL = Zl(UX”)w;cifT = Zl[w*)”‘]wx“, (145)
p=1 p= p=

where {FX}" _; X =L,S) can be referred to as renormalized two-component spinor functions.
Likewise, the components DXY (X,Y = L,S) of D (36) can be written as
Do l”)ocﬁ

DX = UXpUurtt = vXtp(UNHY, D=C nCl = . (146)
DB BB

X2C, 26[ ]

It then follows that F7 (I4Q) can be expressed in terms entirely of the renormalized quan-

tities, viz.,

F25% D] = R LY [D|R,, X =NESC,SESC, (147)

R LYSC*DIR, = GH[D] 4 GHS[D] + G5L[D] + G5 (D), (148)
- 1. ;7 ~ R

R LY®“*DIR, = 3 (G D] + G [D)) +c.c, (149)
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where

Gy D] = (@ [812[Tr2 D, 7)) — (45 212102, Q0 + (4512 Tra [0, Q35 )

—co(E 1812 DacER) —en (B, |- bia- D2, B, (150)
Gy D] = (€ 12D, )

+eg[(BvIgnn - [TaDaEG ) — (B 1212- IDuER) + (B g1z - [Tra[D B2 )))

+ep[EGY]-bia- [TDyER]) — (ER | bz DaER) + (BLV] - bia- [Tra Dy E35 )],

(151)

Gy D) = —(Qy; 12D, )

+eo[Eph g1 [TraDa B ) — (B g2 - DacEey) + (B g1 [Tra Dy B )]

+ep[(By]-bia- [T (D E5]) — (B |- bia- D3, E) + (5] - bia- [Tra[Dy Ex )]

=Gy, (152)
Giv[D] = (Q5 |212| Tra[Dy 23 ])—(Qsa|g12|1~))mﬁsxsv)+(QSSv|g12|Trz[l~);LKQ§I,{])

—co(E5 1812 DakER) — o (B3| -bia- D7, B, (153)
Gv[D] = (5 1212| Tra[D, 5 ]) — (@ MlglleMQﬁe) +(Q1812] Tra (D, Q75 ])

—cg(ES 1812 DacERY) — o (B3 |- bia- D2, B, (154)
GivID] = — (@ 1812/D2 Q%)

+eo[(BiV g1 [TnDa,EG ) — (BL g2 DaER) + (BfvIgn - [Tra[D B35 )]

+eo[Efy| - bia - [Tra[Dy EL ]) — (HLS| bio- Dy E) + Byl -bia- [Tra (D, E5 )],

(155)
Q,ul - X[J XV? QSS = ZﬁTZng, (156)
H;L[f% - X,u UXV? '_ftli - Xu UXva (157)
Qs = xi s Z xyUpy, UM = (M) 7 IMGR (158)
B =i oy (159)

Note that GX¥ [D] in Eqs. (I30)-(I33) are completely parallel to GXY [D] in Eqs. (3I)-(Z2), in the
sense that they can be obtained simply by replacing QVV, 2" and D"V (V,W =L, S) with Q"""
=YW and D, respectively, in the latter. However, as far as implementation is concerned, it is more
advantageous to first construct LNESC/ SESC,2e [D] by transforming D back to DXY (cf. Eq. (I46)),

and then do the matrix transformation (140).
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So far no approximation has been made, for what has been done is merely to convert a single
4n-by-4n matrix DHF equation (3)) for 2n PESs and 2n NESs to two mutually coupled 2n-by-2n
equations, Eqs. (I33) and (124)/(I127)), for the 2n PESs alone. Once these equations are solved via
a dual-level iteration scheme@, the PESs of the parent matrix DHF equation (43)) can be repro-
duced up to machine accuracy, thereby justifying the name “exact two—component’@. However,
this is neither computationally favorable (even for one-electron systems) nor necessary in practice.
What really matters is to find an accurate and easily accessible approximation to the decoupling
matrix X, so as to solve the decoupling condition (I24)/(127) indirectly. Taking X as a matrix
functional X[V, of the effective potential Vg (which itself is a functional of the four-component
molecular density matrix D (36)), and the interatomic interaction strength as a formal expansion
parameter, various approximations to X can readily be envisage. The first approximation is
obviously the AtomX m@, where each atomic Xy is derived from the eigenvectors of the matrix
DHF equation (43)) for a spherically averaged and unpolarized atomic configuration. Note that the
renomalization R, (129)) is still of full dimension. This approximation for LIiESC in FZEZC stays
obviously in the same spirit as P4C/Q4, and is hence unsurprisingly very accurate, not only for
ground state energies of molecular system, but also for electriJE and magneti re-
sponse properties, analytic energy gradient and Hessia, as well as periodic system. There
have been attempts@@ to approximate the renormalization matrix R, (129) also as the su-
perposition of the atomic ones (in conjunction with a ‘diagonal local X’ obtained by solving the
one-electron Dirac equation that is block-diagonal in atoms but including all nuclear attractions),
so as to make U (I21)) block diagonal in atoms. Since R, is much less local than X, such approx-
imation does introduce discernible error, which are only tolerable for large systems in view of
the dramatic gain in computational efficiency (especially in gradient and Hessian Calculation).

An obvious improvement of the AtomX (82) is a diatomic approximation (DAX), i.e.,
o
X~) X, (160)
F

where X is derived from the diagonalization of FF¢ in Eq. (81) for every pair F of atoms. The
common-atom blocks of fragmental matrices can simply be averaged in this case. This option is
not only necessary for LB\IFESC in F)izc for situations where two heavy atoms are located too closely
(e.g., at a distance shorter than half of a regular bond), such that the off-diagonal blocks of the
molecular X become signiﬁcantla, but also a musJEja for Fizc in conjunction with LiESC (which

is less accurate|§ than LIiESC for an approximate X). More generally, the DAX can be extended
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to a fragmental approximation (FragXJE, where a fragment can be chosen to include one, two,
or multiple atoms. It is just that the chosen fragments should be kept fixed for all molecular
geometries. The limiting case, where the whole molecule is treated as a single fragment, has
been called model-potential approximation (ModX. Here, the following four-component Fock

matrix

S%)
FP"=h+GD], D°=Y)'D, (161)
A

is to be constructed and diagonalized. The term ‘model potential’ (arising from the superposi-
tion of atomic densities) was first introduced by van Wiillen'aI to fix the gauge problem of the
zeroth-order regular approximation@@ in the context of DFT. Very recently, this ansatz was also
employed in the extended atomic mean-field (eamf) approaclJE. Since the ModX was already
introduce long before, and there is no difference between X2C—KS and X2C—H in the
context of constructing the unitary transformation (IZ1)), a new name is hardly justified. Nonethe-
less, the term ‘pre-molecular mean-field” (pmf) seems to be a better characterization of Eq. (161))
than both ‘model potential’ and ‘extended atomic mean-field’, for a pre-molecule is by definition
the superposition of atoms. Moreover, the abbreviation pmf is in closer analogy with mmf (molec-
ular mean—ﬁeld@, where it is the full, converged molecular four-component Fock matrix that is
converted to F PC (I36). Therefore, the ModX will be renamed to pmfX from now on. As an
approximation of pmfX, the 1e obtained by diagonalizing only the first, one-electron term of
Eq. (I61) is widely used. However, it is not accurate enough for magnetic propertie, and
cannot be applied to periodic systems. As an alternative approximation of pmfX, Eq. (I6I) was

replaced by
b
F™ = h+ )" Ga[D4] (162)
A

in the so-called atomic mean-field (amf) approach@ for the correction of 2ePCEs. However, F2™*

(162) is not a legitimate Hamiltonian, for there is no physical justification for ignoring the two-
electron but retaining the one-electron interatomic couplings. In particular, the (scalar) electro-
static interaction between electrons is known to be long-ranged. Numerical experimentation
do reveal that F*™ may have spurious solutions, especially when uncontracted RKB basis sets
are used. As such, this amfX should be dumped definitely. In contrast, the Hamiltonians fo Fyu,
FFrae @), FP™ (I61), and h (33) employed for deriving the AtomX, FragX, pmfX, and leX,

respectively, are all well behaved.
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Having discussed the various ways for approximating the decoupling matrix X, possible ap-
proximations to the elements of F)ﬁzc (136) should further be pursued. The very first of these
is the MDM approximation (an equivalent of MSCA) underlying Q4C (see Sec. ). That is,
GNESCID] in LY™“**[D] (87) is replaced with GNESC[DP], 50 as to rewrite the NESC-based FX2C

(I36) as

FX2C = hYFSC + GMR[D, (163)
BNFSC = RTLYPOR +GFSC, GNFSC =RTGNSCDR (164)
Glv D] = (@ 1212| Tra[D; Q5 1) — (1 212D, Q) (165)
= (RLGN DR )y (166)

As a matter of fact, FZEzC (L63) can be obtained directly by the U-transformation (I21]) of pmfDHF
({116). It has the same structure as F$4C (©7). However, there exists a subtle but important dif-
ference in between: unlike the renormalization Ry (129) in GNR (I66), the a matrix in GNR
(©@9)/(I03) is merely collection of the contraction coefficients of the A4Ss (cf. Eq. (ZI)). That
is, GNR (@9)/(I03)) is a true analog of the nonrelativistic Coulomb interaction, whereas GMR (166)

represents a renormalization of such interaction, which has significant impact on the energy levels

of heavy elements. By virtue of the identity (cf. Eq (7)),
GNESCpO) — LI:ILESCQe D°] — GNR [iD/L*L]’ (167)
GNFSC in Eq. (I64) can be written as
GNESC = RT LIPSO DR, — R GMR [inﬁﬂm (168)

= G°C - AGNPC, (169)

26



where

CQ}ESC _ Ri LlJ\IrEscze [DO]R+ _GN\R [ﬁ ~A]>’ (170)
A

AGNESC — RiGNR[ﬁnf‘L]R+ - GNR[i D] (171)
A A

_ Rl GMR[DLR | — GNR[D]
R (GMDH] - GMEDER, + (GBI GYD,)  (172)
A A

= G™ D] - GM[D] — AAGMR, (173)

AAGMNR = R GMRADHR | — GMR[AD), (174)

ADLL:DLL—fnﬁL, Af):f)—ﬁf)A. (175)
A A

Since both AD** and AD characterize the deformation and polarization when going from free
atoms to the molecule (due to bonding interactions between valence shells), the two terms of Eq.

(I74) essentially cancel each other, thereby leading to
AGNESC ~ GMR D) — GMR[D). (176)

Eq. (I63)) can hence be reduced to

FX2C = hYFSC + GMR (D), (177)
i NESC,1 ~
hFSC = RT LTS R+ GNFSC, (178)
which amounts to shifting AGNESC (I76) from G™? (I63) to GESC . That is, AGNESC

(I78) behaves as an additional correction of the 2e-PCEs. Eq. (I77), in conjunction with the
pmfX derived from Eq. (I61)), has been dubbed eameZdE (or preferably pmfX2C), where the
expressions (I77)) and (I78)) arise naturally by regarding Eq. (I70) as the pmf approximation to
the true term Rl LEESC’% [D]R. — GNR[D]. Note that any approximation to the decoupling matrix
X can be used in F PC (7D, although the pmfX appears to be a natural choice, for (_}eNfFSC

can be obtained for free in this case.

Similarly, if the SESC-based FX2¢ (I36) is to be adopted, we will have under the MDM ap-
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proximation

¢ =355+ 8"} (D), (179)
hSESC RT LSESC,leR n GSESC, Cfs:gsc _ Ri GSESC[DO]R_H (180)
Zuy[D] = {[( 1|12 Tra[D Q5 ]) — (QfF 212D, Q)] +c.c.} (181)
— 5{(R1M+(MLL)”GNR[DLL]RQW +c.c.}, (182)

whereas G3E5€[DY] collects all small-component-containing terms of LiESQZe [D°] (T41). Follow-

ing the same procedure going from Eq. (167) to Eq. (I76), Eq. (I79) can be reduced to

szc hSESC +GMR [f)]’ (183)
hSESC RT LSESC leR + GSESC, (184)
@
A

which is the SESC variant of pmfX2C.

It has been attempted to replace the eamf/pmf-2ePCE correction GNESC (T70) in Eq. (I78) with
the superposition of the atomic ones, viz.,

GNESC — Z G, GNRC =RT LYPC* D4R, 4 — GYR[Dy], (186)
A

so as to reduce eamfX2C/pmfX2C to ameZdE. However, even when combined with a proper
approximation (e.g., 1eX) to the decoupling matrix X (in lieu of the original ame@ derived
from the ill-behaved Hamiltonian (162))), this amfX2C has sizeable errors (up to 5 mE;) for the
energy levels of frontier spinors of polar systems (e.g., HI) with extended basis setsJE a point
that was not observed in Ref. l due to the use of low-quality basis sets. The reason should be
ascribed to the long-range nature of electrostatic electron-electron interactions. In contrast, when
Ggf]fgic is composed only of one-center two-electron spin-orbit (2eSO) integrals (contracted with
the four-component atomic density matrix D4 ), the resulting SOX2CAMF approach@ turns out to
be very successful. It appears that two-electron scalar relativistic (2eSC) PCEs are either ignored
completely or accounted for by the pmf scheme. For the same reason, the scalar Gaunt/Breit
integrals should also be removed from SOX2CAMF that incorporates the full atomic mean-field
Gaunt/Breit integral.

It has been a common practice to take the spin-free part of FZ&ZC ({I7D), in conjunction with

Gg{f}fzsc = 0, as the Hamiltonian in scalar relativistic mean-field calculations. Since the spin-free
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part of GNESC (T70) can readily be obtained, it is strongly recommended to correct the 2eSC-PCEs
even in scalar relativistic calculations, so as to achieve a balanced description of core and valence
electrons.

At this stage, some general remarks should be made.

(1) Although precisely the same in structure, Q4dElalaj is much simpler than eameZC/pmeZdE
(defined by Egs. (161), (I7Q), and (I77), especially for response properties (due to the pres-

ence of pmfX and renormalization R in eamfX2C; see Ref.|118). Moreover, unlike pmfX2C,

Q4C does not suffer from 2cPCEs even in the fluctuation potential governing electron corre-
lation. It is hence unclear why eamX2C, instead of Q4C, was characterized as a ‘fundamen-
tal milestone toward a universal and reliable relativistic two-component quantum-chemical

approach 4 .

(2) Since GNR[D] has little computational overhead compared to GNR[D], FX*© (I&3)/(79), in
conjunction with any acceptable approximation to the decoupling matrix X, is also a valuable
variant of X2C. Conceptually, it is even preferred over F)ﬁzc {I7D)/({83), for it is the only
formulation that is consistent with the renormalization procedure when going from pmfDHF
(I16) to pmfX2C. In particular, the difference between F)fc and Fffzc, i.e., AAGNR (I74),
has discernible effects on the innermost shells of heavy elements and is hence relevant for

properties (e.g., contact densities and shift@) that are very sensitive to such electronic shells.

(3) SESC is much simpler than NESC. As can be seen from Eq. (I49), SESC does not require
the very expensive two-electron term G° (I33) that enters Eq. (I48) for NESC. Even the
one-electron term LiESC’Ie (139) of SESC is much simpler than that [Eq. (83)] of NESC. In
particular, for a pure density functional, RiLiESC’leR+ would be the full SESC-KS Hamil-
tonian, which does not have an explicit spin-orbit operator (since LEESC?le =T+ Vks[p]X
in LiESCJe), but does not miss any spin-orbit couplings described by the given functional.

However, when the pmfX is employed, the simplicity of SESC in the form of Eq. (I79)/(I83)

over NESC (I&3)/(I77) is lost, for the expensive GNESC[Z?? D4 required for assembling

Ggf]fESC/GeNfFSC is already available in this case. Nonetheless, SESC is still much simpler than

NESC if the MDM approximation is not employed.

(4) The 1CSC approximation of the ERIs [cf. Eqgs. (63)) to (63)] can also be applied to FF2¢ (8T,
FYC @/, FPC (36, FP™ (161, P (E/IT, and FPC (TS, so as to
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®)

(6)

(7

render them share exactly the same ERIs as the parent four-component Fock matrix F (43)).

Although only defined algebraically, it is still possible to separate the various forms of the
X2C Hamiltonian into spin-free and spin-dependent terms. As a matter of fact, taking the
spin-free part of X2C (sf-X2C) as the zeroth order, a family of spin-dependent operators of
finite orders in spin-orbit (SO) interaction can be obtained by means of matrix perturbation
theory]E]E or derivative technique@@ (see Ref.|128 for a comprehensive review). Among
these, the Douglas-Kroll-Hess type of SO operators (so—DKHn)|E are particularly simple

and variationally stable (so-DKHI1 is even computationally the same as the Breit-Pauli spin-

orbit operator).

As a conceptual point, it should be pointed that, while the decoupling matrix X can in principle
be obtained within the two-component framework@, it is the borrowing of easily accessible
four-component information that renders X2C really effective. The same applies also to P4C

and Q4C.

If wanted, the unoccupied NESs can be obtained by a single diagonalization of Eq. (I87) upon

convergence of the PESs,

FXCo — MSSciEi, (187)
FOC— (UTFU)S = Y (U)SEIUS
XY=LS
=R'L*R_, X=NESC,SESC, (188)
LNESC _ pSS 4 pSLY 1 XTFLS ¢+ XTRLLY, (189)
1, -
LSESC = 2 IVL (M) 'LYBC 4 c.e, (190)
LUESC _ g$S | pSLY (191)
FYY =¥ + GX[D. (192)

This is a cheap step, for the relevant two-electron ERIs Gﬁlv/ [D] are already available. Here,
the four-component density matrix D is back-transformed from the converged two-component
density matrix D (cf. Eq. (I46)). Note that the same equation (IZ7) can also be employed
to obtain the NESs of Q4C. It is just that the four-component density matrix is D, back-

transformed from the Q4C density matrix P (cf. Eq. (79)). Alternatively, the four-component
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DHF equation (#3]) can be assembled upon convergence of the X2C/Q4C calculation and is

then diagonalized to obtain the PESs and NESs simultaneously.

(8) The quaternion form of X2C can be obtained by the QU transformation (B33) of FZEZC/F )+(2c.
The X4C variant of KROHF can then readily be formulated (see Appendix [Al).

(9) Since the leading quantum electrodynamics effect (i.e., vacuum polarization and electron self-
energy) can be described by an effective, HF-like one-body potentialIgla that can be added
to the one-body Dirac operator (I9)), it is readily accounted for in DHF, Q4C or X2C calcu-
lations. The situation is particularly simple when the eQED potential is fitted into a model

spectral formla@. For a deep understanding of the fundamentals of QED, see comprehensive

reViewJﬂB@E.

V. MANY-ELECTRON RELATIVISTIC HAMILTONIANS

Having determined the PESs (and NESs) by DHF, Q4C or X2C, a generic normal-ordered

many-electron Hamiltonian can be written down
1 rs
H,=H — (0|H|0) = Flffj{ag}n + Egp‘q{aﬁ?}n, X = DHF, Q4C, X2C,eQED, (193)

for post-HF calculations. Here, |0) is a reference state, with respect to which the normal ordering
of the one-body (a’q7 = a;aq) and two-body (a%! = a;@a;asa,) excitation operators has been made.
Like the 4C case, the two-body operator of Q4C incorporates automatically the full Coulomb-
Gaunt/Breit interaction (I3). Since the large and small components of the spinor basis functions
in Q4C share the same expansion coefficients, the AO ERIs can be transformed to the MO rep-
resentation as a whole, instead of component-wise as in the 4C case. When the AO ERIs refer
to those of the renormalized basis functions (cf. Eq. (I43)), the two-body operator of X2C will
also incorporate the full Coulomb-Gaunt/Breit interaction, which is equivalent to working with
the M4Ss recovered from the X2C spinors (cf. Eq. (I43])). As such, the index transformation of
the two-body operator of X2C is as expensive as that of 4C and more expensive than that of Q4C.
The computation of X2C is simplified greatly by using only the untransformed two-body operator
(i-e., {g)y} are just the ERIs of the Coulomb interaction over the X2C spinors). However, X2C
will then suffer from 2ePCEs in electron-electron interaction, which are particularly prominent
for deep-core properties of heavy element@ﬁ. Not only so, the lack of genuine 2e-SO inter-

action will fail to describe SO splittings between states differing by two electrons. The simplest
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remedyJE]E of this failure is to include the one-center 2e-SO AO ERIs (resulting from spin sep-
aration of the transformed X2C two-body operatom@) and transform them only to the active
orbitals spanning the target states. Beyond these no-pair relativistic Hamiltonians is the effective
QED Hamiltonianlg]a, where the normal ordering is taken with respective to the filled Dirac sea but
meanwhile incorporating charge conjugation symmetr. This is the only correct and complete
QED Hamiltonian@ in the same form of Eq. (I93). It is just that the one-body operator further in-
cludes the effective potential describing vacuum polarization and electron self-energy and that the
orbital indices refer to both PESs and NESs. Unlike no-pair correlation, the full QED correlation
energy is independent of the ways of generating the orbitals (like nonrelativistic full configuration
interactionﬁ, for the filled NESs are also correlated therein. Note that the frequency-dependent
Breit interaction must be employed for this purpose. For possible means of treating relativity,
correlation, and QED effects simultaneously, see Ref.|15.

The above spinor-based Hamiltonians are imperative for core properties of heavy atoms or
valence properties involving np (n > 5) orbitals. However, for chemical systems with moderate
spin-orbit couplings, it is more appealing to invoke a two-step Hamiltonian that treats scalar rela-
tivity and spin-orbit coupling separately. The sf-X2C+so-DKHn VarianJE is arguably the best
one for this purpose. The great advantage here lies in that real-valued orbitals can be used, so as to
facilitate the treatment of electron correlation, on top of which spin-orbit couplings can further be
added in one way or another. Methodologies and applications along this line have recently been

summarizeM and are hence not repeated here.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

It has been shown that the DHF, Q4C, and X2C equations can be recast into the same mean-
field form by making use of the MDM approximation for the small-component charge/current
density functions. They also share exactly the same relativistic integrals that can be simplified
by using the 1CSC approximation. As such, it is a matter of taste which variant is to be adopted
for real-life applications. Nevertheless, Q4C is manifestly most efficient due to the use of most
compact bases and all-together integral transformation for subsequent treatment of electron cor-
relation. In particular, it has no 2ePCEs even in electron-election interaction and is simpler than
X2C for response properties. QED effects, including not only the one-body vacuum polarization

and electron self-energy but also the two-body correlation of NESs, can readily be accounted for
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in precision spectroscopic calculations.
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Appendix A: Quaternion DHF, KUHF, and KROHF

Although the first (third) and second (fourth) columns of the RKB basis | ) (27) are manifestly
time-reversal related (cf. Eq. (BI)), it turns out that the overall time-reversal structure of the 4-by-4

matrix (27) can be made more transparent only by the following unitary transformation@,

1000
looro| . N
Q= =Q  =QF, (AD)
0100
0001
& & PG
qunguQT: _F; 5| = f‘* E u e [1,n], (A2)
i Su —Su &y
ga_ 80 0 7 0 (A3)
K iz | H i vy |
0 _Zgy 0 _ﬂ(g,u_]lglﬁ
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Q&, (A2) is clearly time-reversal symmetric (cf. Eq. (B2)) and can hence be block-diagonalized
by the quaternion unitary transformation QU (B33)), viz.,

g, 0
QUL U = K , (Ad)
0 9,
— « 3 .
Ey =EX+EN =Xy + Xy, Xu =Y Xuer, (AS)
i=1
0 . 1 [0 0
0, =), xy=— | . (A6)
0 0 2¢\0 g,

where the quaternion units (ey, ey, e3) refer to the ordering (z,y,x) instead of the usual ordering
(x,9,2) (= —(z,y,x)), see Eq. (BII). It is said that the 4-by-4 matrix Qéu (A2) is algebraically
isomorphic to the 2-by-2 (real) quaternion matrix 4, (A3)) [cf. Eq. (BIO)].

The Q-transformation (Al of an M4S v, amounts to swapping its second and third compo-

nents,
Qq Q,, 0L
14 14
Q‘l/p =Qy, = Pl = QéuQCupa Qllfff = P ) (AT)
Q) Qs
P
QC(X QCoL
Q _ _ up Qro _ up
Cup = QCp ocB | Cup Qcos |’ (A8)
up up

such that the resulting 4-spinor Q v, is grouped according to spin labels (a, B) instead of large and

small components (L,S). The Dirac operator () is transformed accordingly,

Qpaa Qpaf Qjpaa QB
QpBa QpBB _(QhocB>* (Qhaa)*
QhamLL QhamLS \% c
Qe _ _ Pe ) By, (A10)
QhamSL QhamSS cp- V_zcz
QpaB,LL QpapP,.LS 7
Qhaﬁ _ h h _ 0 C(px Ile) _ _(Qhﬁa)* (All)
Qha[LSL QhaﬁSS C(Px . npy) 0 5

which can also be block-diagonalized by the quaternion unitary transformation (B33)),

an 0
QUUT = , (A12)
0 9n
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where

3
=W+ P [ =Y he;, (A13)
i=0
0 % 0 . 0 —Cal'
hp = - . (A14)
0 V-2 —cd; 0

Precisely in the same way, the one-body matrix elements £, can be transformed to quaternion

form,
Qhaoc Qhaﬁ Qhaoc Qhaﬁ
Qp = Qh QT _ uv mv oy _ uv uv (A15)
uv nv " )
Qb Qpff —Qpibr Qpaes
ah 0
QUQh“vQUT — mv (A16)
0 qh“v
3
i=0
Viy Tuv 1 (O 0 )
thec: T 1 j j T +E 0 j X ) .]7k€-x7y7z7
uv m<8u|VN|gv> —1Ipy ﬂgzjk<gu|v|gv>
(A18)
1 [0 0 )
Qub — =z ., Jkexyz. (A19)

0 (8yjk + ﬁexjk> <g/J,L |V|8I\3>

To obtain the quaternion form Gy [1D] of the two-electron terms G,y [D] (32), we first calculate

the quaternion form 9€,, of the overlap charge distribution function Q,, (38):

0,y =0Q,,Q" = oy Qgge — oLy QQ’% (A20)
mv i QQﬁa QQﬁﬁ . anﬁ * QQO((X ]
vy (Quv)" (FQEY)
aQ 0
QueqQ,, Ut = (A21)
0 99
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where

10y = Q%Y + Q00 [ = (98,)T9E, = Z Quvei, (A22)
l
0 1 0 0

Qoo _ 818y T ) T |, jkexyz (A23)

34 1 JJ 4¢2 . J ok

0 728u8v 0 1&;kgugy

T I 0 :

Q,LLV - 4C2 . ] k 9 .]7k €x7y7Z~ (A24)

0 (& k +1&jk)gugy
Likewise, the complex quaternion form 4% uv (cf. Eq. (B20Q)) of the time-reversal antlsymmetrlc

overlap current distribution vectors = wv (@0) can be obtained by block-diagonalizing &

Epvs
Qriao Qmiap Qri.0a QriaB
Qi =i oF _ Zuvo Eav | =uv =uv
v = Qe Q=1 ogif ogiff | =" | _ogiahy ogigey. | (A25)
Eiv (B )" (FEiv)
| 9= 0
iz, Ut = | (A26)
0 4z v
where
9zl = h(QEt + 8 ), iexyz, (A27)
Quraa _ 1 0 —8u8v — ﬁgug{,
= YIAY :Z Ly ) (A28)
gﬁgv—ﬂgugv 0
1[0 gug
gyt = = suiv) (A29)
¢ 8iigv 0
Qmyaa _ 1 0 —gugv +i8ugy (A30)
\_4‘u'v —_— . )
2¢ \ ghgv +ighgy 0
1 0 —1g,8%
QE{ﬂﬁ = | 8u8v ’ (A31)
¢ —1g;8v 0
1 0 —gug}
E = o ), (A32)
c\gigv O
Q=z.0f _ 1 0 —gug’é-l-ﬁgug{, (A33)
Huv —_ . .
2¢ \ —ghgy +ighgy 0

Note that the symbol % in Eqs. (A23)) and (A27) is an alternative notation for the square root of mi-

nus one, to emphasize that it commutes with the quaternion units e; in the context of biquaternion
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algebra. For a double check, we recalculate directly qELV (AZ7), by noting first that
00" = 6,00, ~90; = —hoye;, he;=eh, i€1,2,3, (A34)
where (01,00, 03) = (0, 0y, ). We then have (cf. (B68))

X0y = —h(°X, — Xp1) Oxe (A35)
= —h('Xy0r +"Xy0vei —ejepnit Xuoy), i,j,ke1,2,3. (A36)
Further considering the fact that among the 16 products iX“ o’ Xy (i, j € [0,3]), only iXu 0,X, and

9X,0,'Xy (i € [1,3]) are nonvanishing, we readily obtain

3

TE =G 0ET = ) B ey, (A37)
J=0
029" = —h('Xy0:."Xy — X, 00/Xy), i€1,2,3 (A38)
h 0 —gu8
- 8u8v : (A39)
¢ g’“g\, 0
JEEAE — he ("X, 00Xy + X 04 Xy), iy j ke 1,2,3 (A40)
h 0 —gugk
=i | Sudv) iy (A41)
¢ _gugv O

It can readily be verified that Eq. (A37)) agrees with Eq. (A27).
In contrast, the density matrix D (36) is generally neither time-reversal symmetric nor antisym-
metric, but can be decomposed into a sum of time-reversal symmetric (D) and antisymmetric (iD)

components, Viz.,

Qpae Qpop _ o=
ep = QDQ =N’ = =P +1D, (A42)
QpBa QpBA
_ Qpaa Qpap Qpoa  Qpap
P=1| § = } ) , (A43)
QpBa QBB _QpyaB* Qpaoax
_ Qpaa Qpap Qpoa  Qpap
= — ] = . ) , (A44)
QpBa QBB _QpaBx Qpaax
such that
iD 0 9D + 19D 0
QUDUt = = . _ |- (A45)
0 D 0 9ID+4r'D
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Specific expressions for 9D and 9D can be read out from Eq. (B42) with 2D for M.

In terms of the above quantities, the QU transformation (B33)) of the Q-transformed DHF equa-

tion (31),

QFC, = Mg, = (A46)
QFaa QFaﬁ QCa QMaa 0 QCa
’l; = ’l; &, €ER, (A47)
QpBa QRSB QC, 0 QmBB Qcy
gives rise to
IFIC, =IMIC,e,, IC, € Q™! ¢,€R, (A48)

where 9F};, has both time-reversal symmetric (ql:"uv) and antisymmetric (unv) components, Viz.,

unv = qF’uv —l—qF’uv, (A49)
Fpy =y + [(9Quv[812| Tr[MD  IQ ]) — (9Qp2 1812/ 9D IQxv )]

— cg (5 812D, IELy) — cb(UEL, B[ UD I )], (A50)
Fppy = g (IZ}y |g12| Tr[AID; IEL, ) + co (2L, [ [ Tr{rD; 921 ])

= (19 lg10lh*D ) — (B 12D T )

_Cb< ,u,l|b hqD/lK ‘—’K‘V) (AS1)
S 0
My = WG =Mh) = [ . (A52)
0 55Ty

Use of the fact that the time-reversal antisymmetric (49D) and symmetric (4D) parts of the density
matrix 9D (A43]) do not contribute to the number density (1)) and current density (42), respectively,
has been made to derive the Fock matrix elements. Since the quaternion density matrix element
9D, . (h9D; ) is generally nonzero, each of the five nonzero scalar elements in Qv (A22) (3
in QQﬁ‘S‘ and 2 in QQZ‘@ ) can ‘interact” with each of the five nonzero scalar elements in 91Q,,
implying that there will be in total 25 real-valued scalar integrals to evaluate and process just
for a single term of 9Gy,[1D] under the Coulomb mteractlon@ On the other hand, each 9%},
(AZ7) has 18 nonzero scalar elements (6 in each of the three Cartesian components), there will be
324 real-valued scalar integrals to evaluate and process just for a single term of 9Gy, [9D] under
the Gaunt or Breit interaction. Use of such observations has been made to achieve very efficient

implementations of the GauntIE and BreitIE integrals.
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If wanted, the eigenvector 2C,, of Eq. (A7) can be mapped out from 9C, = ¥'3_C,, (cf. Eq.
(B32).

L, °c,+i!C QCY

The quaternion density matrix 9D can be calculated as

3
9D =9Cn’C" = ) 'De; € Q% (A54)
i=0

which is isomorphic to (cf. Eq. (B4T)
p = y(ID) = AnC’ e ¢, (A55)

For a closed-shell system in the absence of external magnetic fields, the time-reversal an-

tisymmetric component 9F vanishes, such that 9F = 9F ¢ Q<%

can be diagonalized very
efﬁciently@@, faster than the diagonalization of QF = QFQ' = QF + QF ¢ C**4" by
up to a factor of tw. Yet, in the presence of 4F, no gain in efficiency can be achieved in the
matrix diagonalization. Therefore, it is more appealing@ to first construct 9F and 9F and then map
them to QF and 9F (cf. Eqs. (B43) and (B44)), respectively.

Apart from the above generalized quaternion DHF equation (A48), a Kramers-unrestriced

quaternion DHF (KUHF) scheme can also be formulated for open-shell systems (see Ref. [14

for the two-component counterpart), by drawing analogy with the spin-free UHF approach. The

working equations read

IF¥IC* =IMIC*e), x=u,d, (A56)
9FY, = YFuy + 9y, (A57)
Uy = Yy + [(Quv|g12] TrID7, IQa]) — (121 812/D Qv )]

— (12,3 [212/9D} IZ}ey ) — cp (92}, |615]9D3 IZ )], (A58)
Wy = cg(IE}y|912| Tr[AID IEL, ) + co (2L, [ Tr[rD; 2L ])
— (9Qu21812[HD}  IQxv) — co(IZ] ; [€12 19D} IZLy )

— op (Y2} b5 |AID} AELy ), (A59)
where the density matrices for the ‘up’ (Yy, = qiquE ) and ‘down’ (1, = qﬁquﬂ ») quaternion
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Kramers partners are defined as

apu = 49C'n"(9CY)" = 9DY + 49DV, (A60)
apd = 9Cdpd(dch)’ = 9D + DY, (A61)
ID = 9D +ID¢, 9D = 9D +IDC. (A62)

Compared with Eq. (A49), the contributions of opposite Kramers partners to the exchange
type of interactions have been neglected in 9F* (AS7), e.g., both n}(9,9y;[V(1,2)[9y;98,) =
(99, V(1,2)9D 90,,) and a0, 9951V (1,2)[99,98,) = (99,2 [V(1,2)[DY 90,,) appear
in 9F (A49), but only the former/latter appears in 9F*/9 (A37). This is necessary to make Eq.
(A36) as the stationarity condition of the UHF energy functional,

1
Exune = 5 Tr ["D"(%h + 9F*) + 9D(%h 1 9F4)] (A63)

The major problem here lies in that there is no unique means to separate the Kramers partners
into ‘up’ and ‘down’ subsets. One wa

to the o and B components of Y(1CY%)(Iz,,0)” and y(4CS)(I2,,0)", respectively (cf. Eq. (A33)).

is to assign the occupation numbers n" and n according

Alternatively, one can take the A4Ss as the basis (where the A4Ss with positive and negative
m; values are considered as ‘up’ and ‘down’, respectively), so as to facilitate the assignment of
‘up’ and ‘down’ molecular Kramers partners. Note in passing that such a KU scheme has been
employe long ago in relativistic Kohn-Sham (KS) theory for open-shell systems, under the
name of ‘moment polarization’.

One can further introduce a relativistic Kramers restricted open-shell DHF scheme (KROHF),

again following the spin-free ROHF theory@m (see Ref. & for the two-component counterpart),

IFFRACKR = aMICKRe SR, (A64)

9Rcec “Rco 9Rev
IFR = | 4Roe 9Roo Roy | = (FFN)T, (A65)

9Rvc Ryo “Ryy
1
“Reo = F,  Rey = 5 ('F'+F), Rov =F", (A66)
9Rcc = 9F!, 9Roo =IF", IRyy =IF", (A67)

where subscripts C, O, and V denote closed-, open-, and vacant-shells, respectively. Up con-

vergence, the off-diagonal blocks (A66) vanish, whereas the canonical form@ for the diagonal
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blocks (A67) has been chosen to satisfy Koopman’s theorernm for electron ionization and attach-
ment. Unlike KUHF, time-reversal symmetry is fully incorporated in KROHF. Because of this, the
closed shells do not contribute to the direct Gaunt/gauge term, resulting in a significant reduction
of the computational cost. Such KROHF usually works only for ‘high-spin’ open-shell systems,
for which the energy functional can be expressed the same as Eq. (A63).

It should be clear that both KUHF (A36)) and KROHF (A64) are not rigorous, for they are not
derived from the true relativistic energy functionals, but are just induced from the corresponding
nonrelativistic counterparts. One major difference between nonrelativistic and relativistic ROHF
lies in that in the former, all o spin orbitals are automatically orthogonal to all B spin orbitals,
but in the latter, a spinor ¥, is only orthogonal to its own time-reversed partner ¥, but generally
nonorthogonal to other time-reversed spinors {,|q # p}. The latter fact renders the rigorous for-
mulation of KROHF overly complicated. A much simpler yet rigorous formulation of relativistic
open-shell mean-field theory is the average-of-configuration (AOC) approac, where the en-
ergy is averaged equally over all the determinants {Dk}kK:1 that can be generated by distributing
ne(S) electrons in n,(S) active spinors of shell S (i.e., Eay = Y&, (Di|H|Dy) /K), precisely in the
same way as the nonrelativistic Counterpar@. It is then relatively straightforward to derive the
stationarity conditions@, which give rise to optimized and fully symmetry adapted spinors for
subsequent correlated calculations.

The iVI approachEE can also be modified to obtain directly the occupied states of quaternion
equations (A48)), (A36), and (A64), so as to achieve a speedup factor of 2n/N,, as compared with

the full quaternion matrix diagonalization.

Appendix B: time reversal and quaternion algebra

The untiunitary time-reversal operator .7 is defined as

Ko if one-component, J'=9"=7
T =< —ioyKy if two-component, J!1=9"=_7 (BD)
—i[L ® 0y]Ky  if four-component, 7 '=97=-7,
where K| represents complex conjugation. For a time-reversal symmetric ( = 1) or antisymmetric

(t = —1), Hermitian (h = 1) or anti-Hermitian (h = —1), two- or four-component operator O

(.e., 707 1= 77107 =10 and O' = hO), its matrix elements in the basis of Kramers pairs
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19) = {lu)Ys_, U{IR) = Z|u)}_, read

Ouwr Ouv ) _( Awv Buv ) 0t B il (B2)
Oﬁv Oﬁ\'/ —IB;ZV IA;ZV
Opy = (T u|0|TVv) =(Tu|T T 0T V) =1(Tu|.7(0v))
=1(u|0|v)" =tA,, =thAyy, (B3)

Ony = (TpOWV) =(Tu|7 T '07 7 W) =t(Tu| T (0T 'Vv))

= 1(u[0]7 V)" = —1(u[O]V)" = —1B},, (B4)
Buy = (ulO|V) = (7.7 'u|l7 70T V)
= (T 'u|o|v)* = —th(v|O|iL) = —th(B") . (B5)
It can readily be verify that the complex conjugate of O reads
O =107 = IUTOUT, Uy = ® 1, (B6)
1 0
where Or is the matrix representation of O in the time-reversed basis .7 |¢) = |¢)Ur.
If O is time-reversal symmetric, we have
A B RA +1SA RB+i13B
—B* A* —RB+13B RA —i13A
= 09 ® RA + [i0;] @ SA + [10,] @ RB + [i0,| ® 3B, (B8)
which is algebraically isomorphic to the following (real) quaternion matrix,
90 = RA +1SA + /RB+i3B (B9)
=A+Bj, (B10)
through the bijective map v : Q — C>*? satisfying
I//(e(): 1) 212260, l,l/(el :lv) :ﬁGZ:ﬁgl, I//(EQZJY) :I'le:I'l&z,
V(e3 =k) =10, = 1063. (B11)

Note in passing that the complex matrix A (and similarly B) in Eq. (BIQ) is a short-hand notation

for RA + iSA, which is legitimate for / and 1 behave the same under complex conjugation (x),

42



transposition (7'), as well as Hermitian conjugation (}). Moreover, the quaternion units have the

following properties,

el = —e;, e =(—1)e;, i€1,2,3, (B12)
IA=Al, JA=A"], A=A, (Ae)"=—¢A". (B13)
Since
0;0; = 0;; +1&;0k, 1I,j,k€x,y,z, (B14)
and hence
5i6j:5,-j—ﬁ£,-jk8k, i,j,kel,2,3, (B15)
we have
ejej = —0;0;
==& +¢&jrer, i,j,ke1,2,3, (B16)
=& —&jker, i, j,kex,y,z, (B17)

where ¢ is the Levi-Civita symbol (which satisfies & jx€imn = 0jmOkn — 0nOkm and €;jx&; jm = 20km).
The change of sign when going from Eq. (BI6) to Eq. (BI7) stems from the fact that the quaternion
units (e}, er,e3) refer to the ordering (z,y,x) instead of the usual ordering (x,y,z) (= —(z,y,x)).

In contrast, if O is time-reversal antisymmetric, we will have

A B —1A —1B

_ _s (B18)
B* —A* —1B* 1A*

— [0y ® A+ [i0.] @ (—RA) + [i6,] © SB + [ic,] @ (—RB)], (B19)

which is isomorphic to the complex quaternion,

Y

90 =190, 90 =S3A+i(—RA)+ jSB+k(—RB) = —1A —iBJ, he; = ¢;h, (B20)

where /& is an alternative notation of the square root of minus one and commutes with the quater-
nion units e;.

Whether time-reversal symmetric or antisymmetric, O (B2) can be diagonalized as

A B Xp Xp +
Oz, = L = &, ZpZg=0p;, & ER (B21)
—tB* tA Yp N
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as long as it is Hermitian. In view of Eq. (B6)), complex conjugation of Eq. (B2I)) gives rise to

Oz, =7,(ty), Z)2g= Sy, (B22)
where
_ . =Y,
X)

is the time-reversed solution that is orthogonal to all time-forward solutions {z,}, viz. 2j,zq =0.
Eq. (B22) implies that z,, is associated with the same and opposite eigenvalue as z, in the time-

reversal symmetric and antisymmetric cases, respectively. Eqs. (B2I)) and (B22) can be combined

together,
A B X, —y* X, —y* g 0
0z, = R I A A : (B24)
FB* +A* Yp X, Yp X, 0 +e,

which can be block-diagonalized by the quaternion unitary transformation@@,

oy L W /) (B25)
V2=, T,

Specifically, for the time-reversal symmetric case, we have

10 0 9z, 0 iz, 0 g 0
. .Ul = L , (B26)
0 —k0k) \ 0 —kiz,k 0 —kiz,k) \ 0 g
where
0=A+Bj, Yz,=x,-y,/ (B27)

For the time-reversal antisymmetric case, we first rewrite O as 1O (cf. Eq. (BIS8)) and €, as i€,,

with O and €, being time-reversal symmetric. Eq. (B24) can then be transformed to

0O 0 az, 0 %% 0 —€,l 0 B28)

N2

0 —ki0k) \ 0 —Kdz,k 0 —kz,k 0 —k(—gp)k

with 40 given in Eq. (B20) and 9z, in Eq. (B27). The eigenvalue problem (B24) can hence be

reduced to a quaternion eigenvalue equation of half the dimension,

102, = Yzpe,, 9292, = 5y, (B29)
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for the time-reversal symmetric case, and

YA
Y

109z, = 92, (—¢,l), 9z}%2, = ), (B30)

p

for the time-reversal antisymmetric case. The price to pay for the latter case lies in that the eigen-
values themselves become quaternions. Given the quaternion solution 9z,, the eigenvector z,, of
O can be obtained as
0 21
X Z,+1'2
,=|"|= r P (B31)
¥p ~’z,+1'z,
If wanted, the time-reversed eigenvector Z, can be generated according to Eq. (B23). That z,, is
associated with the same or opposite eigenvalue as z, is dictated by the real or imaginary nature
of 90.
It is obvious that QU (B23)) can be modified to
QU _ L In 0 In _]YIn _ i In _]YIn : (B32)
v2\o i, ) \ -, 1, V2 \i, i,
50 as to make the diagonal blocks of QUOQUT identical for both the time-reversal symmetric and
antisymmetric cases. Still, however, the notion that the complex matrices A and B in O (B2) should
be viewed as quaternions (i.e., A = RA +i3A) is uneasy. For this reason, the more consistent
notion of biquaternions (complexified quaternion) should be adopted, where the quaternion units

e; (BII) commute with their complex coefficients. In particular, a new basis,
1 . 1 . 1 . 1 .
en =5 (1—1ie1), ex=;(—ex—ie3), enn=(e2—1ie3), en=(1+ie), (B33)
2 2 2 2
can be introduceci§ to simply the calculation, for they satisfy the following simple relations,

€pgers = Ogreps, e;q =egp, e11+en=1. (B34)

It is then very easy to verify that any matrix M € C?"*?" can be block-diagonalized by the quater-

nion unitary transformation,

QU = , (B35)



that is,

M 0

QUM = . IM e Q™" (B36)
0 M
2 2
M = Z Mpqepg = Z epgMpq (B37)
P,q=1 P,q=1
3 . 3 .
= Z lMei = Z e,-’M, (B38)
i=0 i=0
OM — My, +M22’ IM — My, —.Mzz’
2 21
v M2 =My gy, Mo Mo (B39)
2 21
3
M ="M -} ‘Me;. (B40)

Literally, for any matrix M € C>"*?" there exists a unique biquaternion matrix 9M € Q" or vice
versa, through the bijective map:
‘M+i'M *M+i’M : y y
y(IM) =M = , MeC”" IMeQv. (B41)
—M+i'M ‘M-i'M
Note in passing that M € C>"*?" can further be separated into time-reversal symmetric (M) and

antisymmetric (AM) components,

M =M +iM & M = IM + 1M, (B42)
ONT = INT  2N7 1 33N 3
N 5 M+i1'M °*M+i’M - o
M=y@M)=( |, M=) M, (B43)
—M+i’M ‘M —i1'M i=0
_ _ M+i'M 2M+i3M S A
M=y(M=| ) M=) M, (B
—M+i’M ‘M —i1'M i=0
where
_ 1 o
OV = 59{(M11 +Mpy,), OM = ES(MII +My,), (B45)
_ 1 . 1
M= 23(Mi; ~Mp), 'M=-—3R(M;; ~My), (B46)
1 V|
M = Em(Mlz ~My), ‘M= ES(MIZ —My), (B47)
_ 1 . 1
M = 53(M12 +My), M= —59?(1\/112 +Mpyy). (B48)



9M (h9M) is usually called real (imaginary) part of biquaternion M. If M is Hermitian (i.e.,
M =M and M = —M"), °M and *M (k € 1,2,3) would be symmetric, whereas M (k€ 1,2,3)
and "M antisymmetric. As an example, applying the QU transformation (B33)) to the time-reversal

antisymmetric case of Eq. (B24)) leads directly to

0 0 9z, 0 9z, 0 —ig,e 0
P _ P pel ’ (B49)
with 90 given in Eq. (B20).
Given a right eigenpair of
3 .
IMIX, =9X,4,, 9X, =Y X,e;e Q! 2,€C, (B50)
i=0
the corresponding eigenvector Y, of
v(IM)Y, =Y, 4, Y,cC* ! 2,eC (B51)
is simply the complex adjoint vector ‘5(1, of 9X,,
0 21
= X +1 X n
Y, =9X, = " "= v(X)) ) (B52)
—2X, +1’X,, 0

which is in line with Eq. (B31)). This arises from the complex adjoint vectors of the left and right
hand sides of Eq. (B31),

n n n

—y Xy () = vex)

y(IMIX,,)
0 0

= y(IM)y(X) Ap, ApeC.

(B53)

Conversely, given a complex eigenpair of Eq. (B31)), the right eigenvector of Eq. (B30) can be
obtained a@

qXP = EZnY[?7 Ey, = (ellln eZIIn) ) (B54)
which stems from the following identities,

IM = Ep, y("M)E} ,  w("M)E} E», = E} E2,y(‘M), E»E} =1, (BS5)
IMIX = (E2, y(‘M)ES ) (E2,Y),) = E2, y (MY, = Eo, Y 4, = 9X 4. (B56)
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However, care should be taken when the right eigenvalue A, of 9M is not a complex number but
instead a quaternion, 94, = Z?:Oi pei With Z?: ] (iftp)z = T[% (cf. Eq. (B49)). In this case, the last

equality of Eq. (B53) does not hold. Yet, in view of the characteristic polynomial of y(9A,,),
Y= Chp+i'kp) 2172,

=(r=") 4715, T =02)"+CA)+ ()%, (B57)

Yl — y(94,) =

a similarity transformation P, can be performed if ’L'g = 0, such that

0%y +i'2, 2A,+13A Op+it 0
=20, +134, 94, -1, 0o 2,-it,
and hence
2y =P, "%, +Tpe1|9P, !, 9P, =E;P,E}, P! =E,P,'E], (B59)
in view of the correspondence
v(9A) = y(9B) < 9A = 9B. (B60)
Eq. (B30) can therefore be reexpressed as
IM(IX,9Py) = (9X,9Pp) "2 + Tper ], (Bo61)

from which we obtain

2, +it, 0

v(IM)y (X, 9P,) = y(IX,9P)) (B62)

0 %4,-ir,
It follows that the two columns of y(4X,9P,) are two eigenvectors of y(9M) associated with
eigenvalues O?Lp +17,. Applying such general manipulation to the special case of Eq. (B49), it is
easily found that O?Lp =0, 7, = —1€,, P, =1, and 9P, = 1, such that the two columns of y(9z,),
i.e., z, (B31)) and Z,, (B23), are two eigenvectors of O (BI8) associated with eigenvalues +&,.
On the other hand, if ”L'I% =0, y(924,) would not be diagonalizable but which can be made

similar to the Jordan canonical form,

%, 1

Q' (B63)
0o o4, "

v(4,) =Q,
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which leads to

an, =90,14, + %ez - %1’163]qu1, 10, = E2Q,E}, (B64)
WX, 0,) = ("K,90,) (A, + 562 5ies), (B65)
and hence
0 1 1. 2, 1
VOEMVOX,10,) = VX0, Y (A + 52 = 31e3) = WXQ) | 0, (B66)

It follows that the first column of y(9X,90,) is an eigenvector of y(9M) associated with eigen-
value 92,
As a final note, the product of two real quaternion matrices, A = A + B/ = Z?:o ‘Ae; and

IC=C+Dj= Z?:o {Ce;, can be expressed in terms of their components,

9A9C = (AC — BD*) + (AD +BC*)f (B67)
= ("“B°C—BC) +¢;("B'C+B°C +¢;,/B*C), i, j,ke1,2,3, (B68)

J
= ("B°C - 'B'C) +¢;("B'C+'B°C - ¢;4/B*C), i,j,k€x,y,z. (B69)
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