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Abstract

We present a reduced-cost implementation of the state-averaged driven similarity renormalization

group (SA-DSRG) based on the frozen natural orbital (FNO) approach. The natural orbitals (NOs) are

obtained by diagonalizing the one-body reduced density matrix from SA-DSRG second-order perturba-

tion theory (SA-DSRG-PT2). Subsequently, the virtual NOs with occupation numbers (ONs) smaller

than a user-defined threshold are excluded from the high-level electron correlation treatment beyond

SA-DSRG-PT2. An additive second-order correction is applied to the SA-DSRG Hamiltonian to rein-

troduce the correlation effect from the discarded orbitals. The FNO SA-DSRG method is benchmarked

on 35 small organic molecules in the QUEST database. When keeping 98–99% of the cumulative ONs,

the mean absolute error in the vertical transition energies due to FNO is less than 0.01 eV. Using the same

FNO threshold, we observe a speedup of 9 times the conventional SA-DSRG implementation for nickel

carbonyl with a quadruple-𝜁 basis set. The FNO approach enables third-order SA-DSRG perturbation

theory computations on chloroiron corrole [FeCl(C19H11N4)] with more than 1000 basis functions.

1 Introduction

One important problem in quantum chemistry is accurately characterizing electronically excited states,

as it necessitates careful modeling of electron correlation and orbital relaxation effects. A variety of
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excited-state methods have been developed. Among the most efficient and widely used approaches include

Δ self-consistent field (SCF)1,2 and time-dependent density functional theory.3–5 More involved methods

incorporate electron correlation effects in a systematically improvable way, such as excited-state-specific

methods,6–8 algebraic diagrammatic construction (ADC),9–12 and linear response (LR) and equation-of-

motion (EOM) formulations of coupled cluster (CC) theory.13–18 However, the accuracy of these single-

reference methods is often compromised when the ground state has significant multireference (MR) character

or the excited state is dominated by multi-electron excitations.19 Genuine MR methods provide a more

straightforward yet general approach for excited states by starting from a multideterminantal zeroth-order

state that can properly deal with these situations.

In the MR framework, one normally starts from a zeroth-order multideterminantal reference wave func-

tion where the set of molecular orbitals (MOs) are optimized via the multi-configurational SCF (MCSCF)

procedure.20 The configuration space of the reference wave function, termed active space, can be constructed

in many ways. The most common one is the complete active space (CAS),21,22 which contains all possible

configurations by distributing a small number of electrons into a set of selected orbitals (i.e., active orbitals).

On top of this reference wave function, electron correlation effects are introduced via configuration interac-

tion,23–25 perturbation theory (MRPT),26–29 or CC (MRCC).30–32 However, these MR generalizations suffer

from a few technical difficulties. Examples include the intruder-state problem33,34 and the multiple parentage

issue32 in various MRPTs and MRCC approaches, resulting in non-converging equations and discontinuous

potential energy surfaces.35 Another crucial aspect lies in the high numerical complexity of the working

equations. For instance, the internally contracted MRCC with singles and doubles involves more than one

million terms in the amplitude equations,36 while there are only 45 terms for the single-reference counterpart.

The steep cost of post-MCSCF methods is rooted in the exponential growth of the active space and

the treatment of electron correlation. The former can be alleviated by the density matrix renormalization

group37,38 and various selected configuration interaction schemes.39–42 For the latter, many techniques

developed for reducing the cost of single-reference correlation methods can be introduced into the MR regime.

One effective approach is to factorize the two-electron integrals into contractions of low-rank tensors,43–48

which enables second-order MRPT (MRPT2) computations to be performed routinely on molecules with

2000 basis functions.49–53 Even larger systems can be simulated using MRPT2s when combining them

with local correlation methods based on pair natural orbitals (PNOs).54–57 The PNO formalism generates

a compact correlation space for each electron pair individually, and the computational cost is reduced by
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truncating the virtual orbital space according to the natural occupancy.

A simpler approach to reduce the size of virtual orbitals is given by the global frozen natural orbitals

(FNOs).58,59 In this method, the one-particle reduced density matrix (1-RDM) of a low-level correlated wave

function is diagonalized and orbitals with small natural occupation numbers are discarded for subsequent

high-level electron correlation computations. Successful applications of FNO are mostly found in the CC

hierarchy,60–64 where 20–60% of the virtual orbitals can be removed without sacrificing the accuarcy signifi-

cantly for a triple-𝜁 basis set.60 More recently, FNO-based excited-state methods have also been formulated,

including LR/EOM-CC,65–67 ADC,68,69 and 𝐺𝑊 theories.70 For MR methods, the FNO scheme has not

been widely applied with the notable exception of second-order CAS perturbation theory (CASPT2)71,72

and MR-EOM-CC.73 Nevertheless, these FNO-MR methods approximate the 1-RDM with the one from

second-order Møller–Plesset perturbation theory.

In this work, we construct FNOs using the 1-RDM from a genuine MRPT2, derived from the driven

similarity renormalization group (DSRG).74–76 Then, the virtual orbital space is truncated to reduce the

computational cost of DSRG third-order MRPT (MRPT3)77 and the linearized DSRG with singles and

doubles [LDSRG(2)],78 both of which scale as the fourth power to the number of virtual orbitals. Recent

benchmarks show that DSRG-MRPT3 and MR-LDSRG(2) yield comparable accuracy to EOM-CC with

singles and doubles for valence excitations,79 while they excel in predicting core-excited states.80,81 In the

following, we shall focus on the state-averaged (SA) variant of DSRG,82 which assumes that all targeted

states share similar electron correlation effects. Unlike the state-specific formalism, SA-DSRG can describe

conical intersections correctly.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we briefly review the SA-DSRG ansatz and discuss its FNO

formulation. To illustrate the capability of the FNO-based SA-DSRG, vertical transition energies of small

organic molecules (Sec. 3.1) and transition-metal complexes (Sec. 3.2) are presented. Finally, we conclude

and discuss future developments in Sec. 4.

2 Theory

We first summarize some key aspects of the SA-DSRG formalism (see Ref. 82 for details). In SA-

DSRG, we start from an ensemble of 𝑛 reference electronic states {Ψ𝛼 |𝛼 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑛}. To describe

static correlation effects, these states are obtained via an SA complete-active-space self-consistent field
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(CASSCF) computation. The SA-DSRG ansatz then considers the remaining dynamical correlation effects

by transforming the bare Hamiltonian �̂� via a unitary transformation [�̂� (𝑠)]:

�̂� → �̄� (𝑠) = �̂�†(𝑠)�̂��̂� (𝑠), 𝑠 ≥ 0, (1)

where 𝑠 ∈ [0,∞) is the so-called flow parameter. As 𝑠 increases, the DSRG transformation gradually reduces

the magnitude of the nondiagonal components of �̄� (𝑠) [�̄�𝑁 (𝑠)] to zero. For finite values of 𝑠, the DSRG

Hamiltonian possesses a band-diagonal structure in the Fock space.74,75 The unitary transformation �̂� (𝑠) is

parametrized using the 𝑠-dependent cluster operator 𝑇 (𝑠):

�̂� (𝑠) = exp[ �̂�(𝑠)], �̂�(𝑠) = 𝑇 (𝑠) − 𝑇†(𝑠). (2)

Then, the DSRG Hamiltonian �̄� (𝑠) can be expanded by employing the Baker–Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH)

formula, with each commutator evaluated using the generalized Wick’s theorem of Mukherjee and Kutzel-

nigg.83,84 The DSRG cluster amplitudes 𝑇 (𝑠) are determined via a set of many-body conditions78,85

�̄�𝑁 (𝑠) = �̂�(𝑠), (3)

where the source operator �̂�(𝑠) specifies the evolution of the many-body components of �̄�𝑁 (𝑠) as the flow

parameter grows. Finally, �̄� (𝑠) is diagonalized in the complete active space to obtain the SA-DSRG energies

of the targeted states:

�̄� (𝑠) |Ψ′
𝛼 (𝑠)⟩ = 𝐸 ′

𝛼 |Ψ′
𝛼 (𝑠)⟩ . (4)

Equation (4) generates a set of relaxed states, which can be taken as the reference ensemble for SA-DSRG to

solve for a new set of cluster amplitudes. This reference relaxation procedure may be iterated till convergence,

but energies accurate to one milliHartree are often obtained by solving Eqs. (3) and (4) twice.77 We refer to

this doubly relaxed version as the relaxed SA-DSRG hereafter.

Equations (1)–(4) formally define the SA-DSRG formalism, yet approximations must be introduced for

practical applications. In the linearized DSRG with one- and two-body operators [LDSRG(2)] approach,78

the cluster operator is truncated to singles and doubles and the BCH expansion is computed via the recursive
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linear commutator approximation:86

�̄� (𝑠) ≈ �̄�0,1,2(𝑠)

= �̂� +
∞∑︁
𝑘=1

1
𝑘!

[· · · [[�̂�, �̂�(𝑠)]0,1,2, �̂�(𝑠)]0,1,2, · · · ]0,1,2︸                                               ︷︷                                               ︸
𝑘-nested commutators

. (5)

In this equation, the subscript “0, 1, 2” indicates that the preceding commutator includes the one- and

two-body operators as well as the fully contracted scalar term. The nested commutators are terminated

such that the Frobenius norm of the last nested commutator is numerically insignificant (e.g., < 10−12). The

computational cost of evaluating �̄�0,1,2(𝑠) is dominated by the contractions between a two-body intermediate

operator �̂�2(𝑠) and the doubles cluster operator 𝑇2(𝑠), yielding another two-body intermediate �̂�2(𝑠):

�̂�2(𝑠) = [�̂�2(𝑠), 𝑇2(𝑠)]2. (6)

Computing Eq. (6) scales asymptotically as O(𝑁2
C𝑁

4
V) for the common cases with 𝑁A < 𝑁C < 𝑁V,78 where

𝑁C, 𝑁A, and 𝑁V stand for the number of core, active, and virtual orbitals, respectively. If 𝑁V is brought

down to 𝑁 ′
V < 𝑁V, the overall cost of commutator evaluations will be effectively reduced by a factor of

(𝑁 ′
V/𝑁V)4.

To systematically truncate the virtual orbital space, we generalize the FNO idea of single-reference

methods60,61 to the multireference setting. In particular, we determine the natural orbital (NO) basis using

the unrelaxed 1-RDM of the second-order perturbation theory (PT2) of SA-DSRG. This unrelaxed 1-RDM

is defined as the partial derivative of the second-order scalar term of �̄� (𝑠) [�̄� [2]
0 (𝑠)] with respect to the SA

Fock matrix elements [ 𝑓 (0)𝑝𝑞 ]:

Γ
[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) = 𝜕�̄�

[2]
0 (𝑠)/𝜕 𝑓 (0)𝑝𝑞 . (7)

Here, indices 𝑝 and 𝑞 label the semicanonical MOs.82 We note that only the virtual-virtual block of Γ[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠)

need to be constructed and the explicit working equations are derived in Appendix A. The cost of forming

the second-order unrelaxed 1-RDM scales as O(𝑁2
C𝑁

3
V), which is negligible compared to that of Eq. (6).

Nonetheless, there is a O(𝑁6
A) dependence in the exact Γ[2]

𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) expressions due to the SA three-body density

cumulant of the reference ensemble (𝚲3). The computation of𝚲3 poses a potential bottleneck for applications
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with large active spaces, e.g., 𝑁A > 40. Although treating such cases is beyond the scope of this work, we

shall ignore the 𝚲3 contributions to Γ
[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) only when the same procedure (or approximation) is applied to

the final SA-DSRG energy. For instance, no 𝚲3 is necessary in a conventional SA-DSRG computation on

vertical transition energies.79 In this situation, we also skip the 𝚲3 terms in Γ
[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) for FNO SA-DSRG to

avoid the additional cost. Ignoring 𝚲3 may violate the positive definiteness of Γ[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠). However, we find

that the magnitude of the negative eigenvalues of Γ[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) is of the order of 10−6, ignoring which leaves the

final SA-DSRG energies largely unaffected.

The SA-DSRG-PT2 natural orbitals are obtained by solving the eigenvalue equation

𝚪[2] (𝑠)V(𝑠) = n(𝑠)V(𝑠), (8)

where n(𝑠) is the diagonal matrix of natural occupation numbers and the orthogonal matrix V(𝑠) rotates the

semicanonical MOs to the NO basis. We then eliminate the columns of V(𝑠) that correspond to occupation

numbers (ONs) smaller than the user-defined cutoff value 𝑛𝜅 . Subsequently, �̄� (𝑠) is built in this reduced

set of virtual orbitals. For convenience, these orbitals are recanonicalized to make the virtual-virtual block

of the truncated SA Fock matrix diagonal. Other than directly specifying the natural ON cutoff, 𝑛𝜅 can be

implicitly derived by the following metrics.65,72 Given that there are 𝑁 ′
V NOs with ONs greater than 𝑛𝜅 , the

percentage of retained virtual orbitals is calculated as

𝑝v = (𝑁 ′
V/𝑁V) × 100%. (9)

Alternatively, we may measure the percentage of cumulative ONs using

𝑝o = (
𝑁 ′

V∑︁
𝑝

𝑛𝑝/
𝑁V∑︁
𝑝

𝑛𝑝) × 100%. (10)

In practice, specifying a hard 𝑝o or 𝑝v threshold may break the orbital degeneracy for systems with high point

group symmetry. To this end, we slightly expand the retained virtual space by including all near-degenerate

orbitals when the difference between successive ONs is less than 0.01 times the larger one.

The last piece of our FNO formulation is to estimate the truncation error introduced in the DSRG

transformed Hamiltonian. A well-educated guess comes from the SA-DSRG-PT2 results, obtained by
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subtracting the second-order Hamiltonian in the truncated FNO basis (�̄�FNO
PT2 ) from that in the full basis

(�̄�MO
PT2). This step introduces additional computational cost, yet it only scales as O[(𝑁2

V(𝑁
2
C + 𝑁4

A)] because

nothing but those components labeled by active indices are required to solve Eq. (4).77 Recent numerical

benchmarks suggest that different flow parameters should be adopted for high accuracy in SA-DSRG-PT2

and SA-LDSRG(2) computations.79 Therefore, we adopt two flow parameters in this work: one (𝑠1) for

those related to SA-DSRG-PT2 and the other (𝑠2) for high-level DSRG methods in the truncated FNO basis

(implicitly dependent on 𝑠1). Here, the high-level (HL) theory can be either LDSRG(2) or the third-order

perturbation theory (PT3) and the final Hamiltonian reads as

�̄�MO
HL (𝑠2) ≈ �̄�FNO

HL (𝑠2, 𝑠1) + [�̄�MO
PT2 (𝑠1) − �̄�FNO

PT2 (𝑠1)] . (11)

In this expression, all active-space DSRG Hamiltonians are represented in the same basis, chosen for

convenience to be the one obtained from the initial SA-CASSCF computation.

3 Numerical Results

The SA-DSRG-PT2 unrelaxed 1-RDM and the proposed FNO procedure were implemented in the open-

source code Forte,87 where the one- and two-electron integrals were obtained from the quantum-chemistry

package Psi4.88 Throughout this work, we assumed density-fitted (DF) two-electron integrals for both SA-

CASSCF and SA-DSRG computations using a common auxiliary basis set. Core orbitals were excluded

from the electron correlation treatment of DSRG according to the design of the corresponding basis set. In

the following, we mainly consider the sequential variant of LDSRG(2) [sq-LDSRG(2)], where a stepwise

unitary transformation was performed �̄� (𝑠) = 𝑒− �̂�2 (𝑠) [𝑒− �̂�1 (𝑠) �̂�𝑒 �̂�1 (𝑠) ]𝑒 �̂�2 (𝑠) . Unless otherwise stated, we

invoked the non-interacting virtual approximation to further speed up the sq-LDSRG(2) computations, where

intermediate two-body operators [Eq. (6)] labeled by three and four virtual indices were ignored.89

3.1 Vertical transitions of small organic molecules

We first estimate the reliable choice of the FNO truncation threshold and the associated flow parameter

𝑠1 [Eq. (11)] by computing the first 1Bu excited state of 1,3-butadiene using SA-DSRG-PT3. In particular,

we consider 𝑝v values ranging from 10 to 95% (in increments of 2–5%), while the 𝑠1 parameter was scanned
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in 0.1 𝐸−2
h increments in the range of [0.2, 2.0] 𝐸−2

h . The second flow parameter used in SA-DSRG-PT3

was fixed at 𝑠2 = 2.0 𝐸−2
h , which is shown to yield accurate vertical transition energies (VTEs) in a recent

benchmark study.79 Three 1Ag and two 1Bu states were averaged for both SA-CASSCF and SA-DSRG-PT3.

Dunning’s cc-pV𝑋Z (𝑋 = T, Q, 5) basis sets90 was adopted along with the respective cc-pV𝑋Z-JKFIT

auxiliary basis sets.91 The geometry of 1,3-butadiene was taken from Ref. 92.
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Figure 1: The VTE error (in eV) of the lowest 1Bu state computed using the FNO truncated SA-DSRG-PT3 method against that
of the full virtual space as a function of various FNO thresholds and flow parameters 𝑠1. The other flow parameter 𝑠2 is fixed at
2.0 𝐸−2

h . The cc-pVTZ, cc-pVQZ, and cc-pV5Z results are color coded in blue, green, and red, respectively. The VTEs of the
complete SA-DSRG-PT3 with different basis sets are shown in the left column.

Figure 1 depicts the error of FNO SA-DSRG-PT3 VTEs for the lowest 1Bu state of butadiene as a function

of 𝑝v [Eq. (9)] and 𝑠1 [Eq. (11)]. As expected, for all values of 𝑠1 the errors generally decrease as more

virtual orbitals are treated as unfrozen. Interestingly, for a given VTE error we observe a negative correlation

between 𝑝v and 𝑠1. It is then preferable to construct the SA-DSRG-PT2 NOs using first-order amplitudes

that are reasonably converged with respect to 𝑠1 so that the virtual space can be significantly reduced with

little penalty to the accuracy. For example, the choice of 𝑠1 ∼ 1.5 𝐸−2
h , a value larger than the one used in

typical SA-DSRG-PT2 computations,76,79 yields absolute errors within 0.02 eV for all 𝑝v values presented in

Figure 1. As pointed out in the previous work,65 using an identical 𝑝v threshold leads to inconsistent energy

errors with respect to the size of the basis set. To this end, the system-specific 𝑝o criterion [Eq. (10)] provides
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well-controlled VTE errors among various basis sets,65,73 as shown in the middle column of Figure 1. When

𝑝o ∈ [97, 99.5]%, we calculate the energy deviation between any two basis sets to be ≤ 0.03 eV. As the

size of the basis set increases, more orbitals tend to possess minuscule natural ONs (see the right column of

Figure 1), making the truncation scheme based on cumulative ONs more effective. For example, 𝑝o = 99%

corresponds to 57, 38, and 25% of the virtual orbitals of the cc-pVTZ, cc-pVQZ, and cc-pV5Z basis sets,

respectively, which translates to a theoretical cost reduction of evaluating the contraction in Eq. (6) by a

factor of 9.5, 48, and 256, respectively. In the following, we shall mainly adopt the 𝑝o metric to characterize

the virtual space truncation.

We further benchmarked the FNO-based SA-DSRG methods on 280 VTEs of various small organic

molecules included in the QUEST database (QUESTDB).19,92–95 As the previous test on 1,3-butadiene

suggested, we focused on the 𝑝o and 𝑠1 values in the range of 97.0–99.5% and 1.0–1.75 𝐸−2
h , respectively.

The flow parameters of the high-level SA-DSRG-PT3 and SA-sq-LDSRG(2) approaches were respectively

set to 2.0 and 1.5 𝐸−2
h .79 Consistent with QUESTDB, the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set96 was employed, except

that we took advantage of the DF implementation of DSRG employing the aug-cc-pVTZ-JKFIT auxiliary

basis set. Molecular geometries, active spaces, and the number of averaged states were directly taken from

QUESTDB19,92,94 and summarized in the Supporting Information of Ref. 79.

Figure 2 reports the mean absolute error (MAE) of deviations of all 280 VTEs for the FNO SA-

DSRG methods from the respective untruncated analogs with varying 𝑝o and 𝑠1 values. For all (𝑝o, 𝑠1)

combinations, the FNO procedure yields highly accurate results with an MAE less than 0.02 eV. The VTEs

of FNO SA-DSRG become essentially indistinguishable (MAE < 0.01 eV) from those of the conventional

SA-DSRG counterparts for 𝑝o ≥ 98.0%, where only 35% of the virtual NOs are required (see Figure 3).

Interestingly, we observe an almost linear dependence between 𝑝v and − log10(𝑛𝜅 ) in Figure 3. We also

see no significant differences (< 0.01 eV) between valence and Rydberg states on the error statistics due to

virtual space truncation (see Supporting Information). Thus, the FNO implementation leaves the accuracy

of SA-DSRG-PT3 and SA-sq-LDSRG(2) largely unaffected, both of which yield a 0.10 eV MAE on VTEs

against the theoretical best estimates.79

Figure 4 presents the FNO SA-DSRG results without the second-order correction [i.e., �̄�MO
HL (𝑠2, 𝑠1) ≈

�̄�NO
HL (𝑠2, 𝑠1)], labeled as uFNO. In general, the second-order correction roughly cuts the standard deviation

of errors in half and significantly reduces the MAE, especially for 𝑝o < 98%. Overall, we recommend

choosing 𝑝o ∈ [98, 99]% and 𝑠1 ∈ [1.25, 1.50] 𝐸−2
h for a balance between accuracy and efficiency. Unless
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Figure 2: The mean absolute error (in meV) of 280 VTEs in QUESTDB for the FNO-based (a) SA-DSRG-PT3 (𝑠2 = 2.0) and
(b) SA-sq-LDSRG(2) (𝑠2 = 1.5) relative to the corresponding untruncated counterparts.
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Figure 3: Comparison between various FNO truncation strategies. Data points were averaged over 238 unique computations to
obtain the 280 VTEs of QUESTDB. The flow parameter 𝑠1 was set to 1.5 𝐸−2

h . The error bars suggest the standard deviations
of the data.

otherwise mentioned, the flow parameter used to generate the SA-DSRG-PT2 NOs was set to 1.5 𝐸−2
h in the

remaining computations of this work.
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deviations of errors. The flow parameter 𝑠1 was fixed at 1.5 𝐸−2

h .

3.2 Vertical transitions of transition-metal complexes

Transition-metal complexes provide rich photophysical and photochemical properties that can be utilized

for a wide range of applications, such as energy conversion,97 photocatalysis,98 bioimaging,99 and photother-

apy.100 The close interplay between metal centers and ligands results in densely populated electronic states

of distinct nature, including metal-centered states, intra-ligand states, and metal-ligand/ligand-ligand charge

transfer states.101 High-level quantum chemical methods are generally required to correctly predict their

electronic structure and photochemical behaviors. Here, we focus on the low-lying singlet states of nickel

tetracarbonyl [Ni(CO)4] and the spin splittings of chloroiron corrole [FeCl(Cor)] (see Figure 5).

3.2.1 Nickel tetracarbonyl

Nickel tetracarbonyl is well-known to photodissociate under excitation by near-ultraviolet (UV) light.

Despite significant efforts,102–105 the excited-state mechanism of this process is still not fully understood.
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Ni(CO)4 (Td) FeCl(Cor) (Cs)

Figure 5: Transition-metal complexes studied in this work.

One of the challenges is to characterize every transition in the experimental UV absorption spectrum, which

generally lacks spectral resolution.106–108 Three peaks can be identified in the gas-phase experiment:108 a

principal one at 6.0 eV and two shoulders located at 5.4 and 4.6 eV. All three bands are assigned to electron

transfer excitations from nickel 3d to ligand 𝜋∗ orbitals.104,108,109 A variety of theoretical methods have been

employed to study the excited state of Ni(CO)4,104,105,109–111 yet accurately reproducing the experimental

spectrum appears arduous. For example, LR-CCSD suggests that the first bright state lies 5.05 eV above the

ground state,105 0.46 eV higher than the experimental value.108 Surprisingly, the inclusion of perturbative

triples increases the LR-CCSD value by 1.26 eV, further enlarging the discrepancy between theory and

experiment.105 Nonetheless, all computations reveal a high density of states within 2 eV above the first

excited state.

In the following, we computed a number of low-lying singlet states of Ni(CO)4 using the FNO SA-

DSRG methods. We adopted a CAS(10e,13o) reference space, which is consistent with previous work

of complete-active-space second-order perturbation theory (CASPT2).109 The active orbitals include five

Ni 3d orbitals and eight 𝜋∗ orbitals of CO, five of which are strongly mixed with Ni 4d orbitals (see

Supporting Information). Forty states were averaged in the SA-CASSCF and SA-DSRG computations

without point group symmetry. Scalar relativistic effects were addressed using the second-order Douglas–

Kroll–Hess (DKH2) Hamiltonian.112 The main basis set was constructed from the cc-pwCVQZ-DK basis

set113 for Ni and the cc-pVQZ-DK basis set114 for C and O atoms. Because we mainly focus on valence

transitions from nickel 3d to ligand 𝜋∗ orbitals, diffuse functions were found to have little impact on the

vertical transition energy (see Supporting Information). Thirteen orbitals (Ni 1s2s2p, C 1s, and O 1s) were

excluded from electron-correlation treatments. To enable DF, an auxiliary basis set was generated by the

12



Table 1: Error statistics (in eV) for the 16 vertical excitation energies of Ni(CO)4 obtained using FNO-based SA-sq-LDSRG(2)
(𝑠2 = 1.5 𝐸−2

h ) deviated from those without virtual orbital space truncation.

𝑝o / %
Metric 96 97 98 99 100
MAEa 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.02
MINa −0.10 −0.07 −0.05 −0.03
MAXa −0.08 −0.06 −0.04 −0.02
log10 (𝑛𝜅 ) −3.38 −3.49 −3.72 −4.11
𝑁 ′

V
b 155 178 210 275 539

Timec 8 7 14 23 127
a MAE = 1

16
∑16

𝑖=1 |Δ𝑖 |, MIN = min(Δ𝑖), and MAX = max(Δ𝑖) with Δ𝑖 = 𝑥𝑖 (𝑝o) − 𝑥𝑖 (100).
b Number of retained virtual orbitals after FNO truncation.
c Minutes per iteration of amplitudes update using 48 cores and 256 GB of memory on a node with dual AMD EPYC

7H12 and 512 GB of memory.

AutoAux procedure,115 which was available in the Python library of Basis Set Exchange.116 The bond

lengths were set to experimental values:117 1.838 Å for Ni – C and 1.141 Å for C – O, as done in previous

computations.104,109,111

Table 1 reports the FNO-SA-sq-LDSRG(2) results for various FNO threshold values. For a given 𝑝o

value, all the FNO-SA-sq-LDSRG(2) VTEs are consistently red-shifted by almost the same amount (within

less than 0.02 eV). Importantly, the state ordering is preserved despite the FNO cutoff. As expected, the

VTE error decreases as the virtual orbital space approaches the full one and the MAE becomes smaller than

0.05 eV for 𝑝o > 98%. As found in the benchmarks on QUESTDB, the FNO formalism is most effective at

eliminating the least occupied orbitals whose ONs amount to 1–2% of the total virtual ONs. For 𝑝o < 98%,

the decrease in the number of virtual orbitals slows down while noticeable absolute errors to VTEs emerge.

In Table 2, we report the VTEs of Ni(CO)4 computed using various SA-DSRG methods without the

FNO approximation. We take the SA-sq-LDSRG(2) (relaxed, 𝑠 = 3.5 𝐸−2
h ) data as the best values predicted

by SA-DSRG and the reason for this choice is discussed in the Supporting Information. In general, SA-sq-

LDSRG(2) (𝑠 = 1.5 𝐸−2
h ) overestimates the VTEs by 0.1–0.2 eV because energies are not converged with

respect to the flow parameter. With the optimal flow parameters benchmarked on QUESTDB,79 the SA-

DSRG-PT3 results are underestimated by 0.16 eV on average, while excellent agreement is found between

the SA-DSRG-PT2 and SA-sq-LDSRG(2) values, with a max deviation of 0.06 eV. For CASPT2, most VTEs

are significantly lower than the SA-DSRG-PT2 predictions, possibly caused by the state-specific procedure

used in CASPT2. Similar discrepancies (∼0.3 eV) are observed between LR-CCSD and SA-DSRG for those

states with VTEs smaller than 6.0 eV. In LR-CCSD, states that arise from e/t2 → t2 transitions possess a

13



Table 2: Vertical transition energies (in eV) and oscillator strengths (in parentheses) of Ni(CO)4 computed using various theo-
retical methods. The CAS(10e,13o) active space is used for all MR methods.

SA-DSRGc,e

Statea LR-CCSDb CASSCFc CASPT2d PT2 PT3 sq-L(2) sq-rL(2) Exp.f
1E(t2 → t2 ) 4.77 6.37 5.03 5.32 5.04 5.30 5.13
1T1 (t2 → t2 ) 4.73 6.47 4.85 5.32 5.06 5.31 5.15
1T1 (t2 → e) 5.10 6.74 5.20 5.64 5.31 5.59 5.38
1T2 (t2 → t2 )

5.05 6.85 5.34 5.62 5.36 5.62 5.44 4.6
(0.045) (0.072) (0.03) (0.085) (0.062) (0.067) (0.036)

1T1 (e → t2 ) 5.43 6.62 5.61 5.79 5.41 5.78 5.69
1A1 (e → e, t2 → t2 ) 5.64 7.09 5.53 5.92 5.60 5.94 5.75
1T2 (t2 → e) 5.53 7.21 5.61 6.01 5.65 5.97 5.76 4.6?

(0.095) (0.004) (0.16) (0.018) (0.021) (0.022) (0.041)
1A2 (t2 → t1, e → e) 5.98 6.94 6.30 6.28 5.98 6.24 6.13
1T2 (e → t2 )

5.93 7.46 5.75 6.38 5.97 6.35 6.17 4.6?
(0.082) (0.054) (0.15) (0.019) (0.043) (0.016) (0.028)

1T1 (t2 → t1 ) 6.27 7.13 5.77 6.38 6.19 6.36 6.27
1E(t2 → t1 ) 6.21 7.16 6.14 6.42 6.18 6.40 6.30
1A2 (e → e, t2 → t1 ) 6.51 7.90 5.90 6.73 6.34 6.68 6.49
1T2 (t2 → t1 )

6.58 7.59 6.19 6.76 6.49 6.74 6.64 5.4
(0.228) (0.075) (0.20) (0.237) (0.180) (0.225) (0.236)

1E(e → e) 6.62 8.27 5.99 6.93 6.45 6.88 6.64
1T1 (e → t1 ) 7.37 7.80 7.03 7.21 6.80 7.16 7.12
1T2 (e → t1 )

7.50 8.38 6.40 7.45 7.03 7.40 7.32 6.0
(0.175) (0.902) (2.01) (0.393) (0.392) (0.402) (0.351)

a The order and excitation characters are sorted based on the SA-sq-LDSRG(2) (𝑠 = 1.5) results.
b Computed using the latest version of the Dalton package. 118 The cc-pwCVTZ-DK and cc-pVTZ basis sets were employed for Ni atom and other

atoms, respectively. Scalar relativistic effects were treated via the DKH2 Hamiltonian. Two Rydberg states are observed: 1T2 (t2 → a1 ) 6.19 eV
(0.022) and 1E(e → a1 ) 7.24 eV.

c Averaged over 40 singlet states.
d Taken from Ref. 119. Computations were performed using the ANO-S type basis sets and the orbitals from SA-CASSCF averaged within every

irreducible representation of 𝐷2. 119 The CASPT2 level shift was set to 0.3 𝐸h. Oscillator strengths were obtained via CAS state interaction.
e Abbreviations: PT2 = SA-DSRG-PT2 (𝑠 = 0.5), PT3 = SA-DSRG-PT3 (𝑠 = 2.0), sq-L(2) = SA-sq-LDSRG(2) (𝑠 = 1.5), sq-rL(2) = SA-sq-

LDSRG(2) (𝑠 = 3.5, relaxed).
f Ref. 108.

reasonable amount of Rydberg character, which might not be easily recovered in the SA-DSRG treatment

without including an additional set of 𝜋∗ orbitals in the active space.

We now focus on the states of 1T2 symmetry as it is the only dipole-allowed transition from the ground

state (1A1). The best SA-DSRG approach predicts the first 1T2 state lying 5.44 eV above the ground state,

0.8 eV higher than the gas-phase experimental value. The LR-CCSD method overestimates the experimental

value by roughly 0.5 eV. Previous CASPT2 studies showed that the use of state-specific CASSCF orbitals

reduces the VTEs for 3d → t2/e states by as large as 0.9 eV over those based on state-averaged orbitals.109,119

The large energy shift reflects the importance of excited-state orbital relaxation effects for Ni(CO)4. It is

plausible that similar energy shifts may also be observed for SA-DSRG.

The experimental spectrum is well reproduced by all SA-DSRG methods (see Figure 6). Based on the

SA-DSRG results, we believe the main peak at 207 nm is due to the e → t1 excitation. The first shoulder

at 230 nm is dominated by t2 → t1 transitions, likely with a t2 → a1 Rydberg character (See Supporting
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Information). The second shoulder (270 nm) consists of the lowest three 1T2 states, leading to a very wide

band shape.

In
te

ns
ity

150 200 250 300 350
Wavelength / nm

Exp.

Rydberg

SA-sq-LDSRG(2) relaxed s = 3.5
                                         (–1.33 eV)

SA-sq-LDSRG(2) s = 1.5
                                         (–1.41 eV)

SA-DSRG-PT3 s = 2.0
                                         (–1.04 eV)

SA-DSRG-PT2 s = 0.5
                                         (–1.46 eV)

LR-CCSD
(–0.59 eV)

Figure 6: Experimental and theoretical absorption spectra of Ni(CO)4. The theoretical spectra are convoluted with Gaussians
of 0.6 eV full width at half maximum. Every theoretical spectrum is shifted by the value given in parentheses to align the 1T2
state of the largest oscillator strength with the experimental main peak (207 nm). The experimental spectrum is adapted with
permission from J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1989, 111, 7687–7696.108 Copyright 1989 Americal Chemical Society.

3.2.2 Chloroiron corrole

Our final example is chloroiron corrole [FeCl(Cor)]. Both experiments and theories reveal a triplet

ground state from a d5 𝑆 = 3/2 Fe(III) antiferromagnetically coupled with the (corrolate)2− radical.120–123

A close-lying quintet state is also suggested by CASPT2 with a spin gap of 0.33 eV.123 Here, we computed

several low-lying states of FeCl(Cor) using FNO SA-DSRG-PT3 with a basis set customized by mixing the

ANO-RCC-VQZP basis set for Fe, Cl, and N atoms with the ANO-RCC-VTZP basis set for C and H.124 Like

the previous computations on Ni(CO)4, we adopted the DKH2 Hamiltonian for scalar relativistic effects and

the AutoAux method for generating auxiliary basis sets. A CAS(12e,15o) active space was employed, which

includes a full set of Fe 3d and 4d orbitals, one Fe – N 𝜎∗ orbital, one Cl 3p𝑧 orbital, and one 𝜋 and two 𝜋∗

orbitals of corrole. Following Ref. 123, we use state-specific CASSCF orbitals (depicted in the Supporting
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Table 3: Vertical transition energies (in eV) of FeCl(Cor) computed using various theoretical methods.

DSRG
State CASSCFa CASPT2b PT2a,c FNO PT3a,d

1 3A′′ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 5A′ −0.44 0.33 0.30 0.43
1 5A′′ 0.32 0.54 0.40 0.43
1 7A′ −0.26 0.62 0.54 0.68
2 3A′′ 0.74 0.78 0.70
1 3A′ 0.80 1.13 0.83 0.77
1 7A′′ −0.03 1.23 0.87 0.90
2 3A′ 1.33 1.43 1.15
2 5A′′ 1.05 1.35 1.18 1.15
1 1A′′ 1.29 1.75 1.50 1.21
2 5A′ 1.09 1.66 1.22 1.21
1 1A′ 1.35 1.73 1.55 1.28

a This work: CAS(12e,15o) active space with a mixed basis set of ANO-RCC-VQZP(Fe,Cl,N)/ANO-RCC-
VTZP(C,H).

b Ref. 123: CAS(14e,14o) active space with a mixed basis set of ANO-RCC-VTZP(Fe,Cl,N)/ANO-RCC-
VDZP(C,H).

c Flow parameter: 𝑠 = 0.5 𝐸−2
h .

d FNO threshold: 𝑝o = 99.0%, flow parameters: 𝑠1 = 1.5, 𝑠2 = 0.5 𝐸−2
h .

Information).

As shown in Table 3, the state ordering is reasonably consistent among post-MCSCF methods, especially

for the lowest 7 states. All CASPT2, DSRG-MRPT2 and FNO-DSRG-MRPT3 suggest a 3A′′ ground state

and a 5A′ state being the lowest excited state. The triplet-quintet gap is predicted to be 0.3 eV by MRPT2s,

0.1 eV lower than that of FNO-DSRG-MRPT3. The second quintet state 1 5A′′ appears near-degenerate to

1 5A′, separated by less than 0.01 eV according to FNO-DSRG-MRPT3. Overall, both DSRG methods find

6 low-energy excited states within 1.0 eV of the ground state.

4 Conclusions

To summarize, we have introduced a low-cost frozen-natural-orbital implementation for the high-level

SA-DSRG methods that go beyond second-order perturbation theory. In the FNO approximation, we discard

the virtual orbitals associated with small eigenvalues of the SA-DSRG-PT2 unrelaxed one-body reduced

density matrix. Benchmark computations of vertical transition energies of small organic molecules show

that a threshold that retains 98–99% of the total virtual occupation numbers yields a superior balance between

accuracy and efficiency. Specifically, the mean absolute error of VTE incurred by FNO is less than 0.01 eV

using only 35–45% of the total number of virtual orbitals, with an overall computational cost reduction of
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4–9 times. For the transition-metal complex Ni(CO)4, the FNO scheme introduces an error of 0.02–0.05 eV

to the VTEs with a speedup of 5–9 times the conventional approach. Importantly, the relative state ordering is

not affected by FNO for SA-DSRG. The FNO approximation enables the SA-DSRG-PT3 and SA-LDSRG(2)

methods to be easily applied on systems with more than 1000 basis functions, such as the FeN4 complexes.125

We note however, the FNO approach generally yields discontinuities on the potential energy surface

(PES). In FNO-CASPT2, this problem is alleviated by using the threshold of cumulative occupation num-

bers.72 Preliminary tests on the FNO SA-LDSRG(2) potential energy curves of LiF show sudden energy

changes of ∼0.2 m𝐸h on a grid of 0.01 Å, which is caused by the inclusion of a single virtual orbital. To this

end, it may be beneficial to fix the number of virtual orbitals along the entire PES.

Besides the PES issue, the current FNO formalism can be optimized to further improve its efficiency and

accuracy. Given that the AutoAux procedure produces a large set of auxiliary basis functions, it is preferable

to reduce its dimension using natural auxiliary functions (NAF).126 The NAF method is also expected to

speed up the SA-DSRG-PT2 method for generating the 1-RDM and the DSRG Hamiltonian �̄� (𝑠). Currently,

we apply an additive second-order correction to �̄� (𝑠) to recover the correlation effect from the frozen virtual

orbitals. Recent work in FNO-CC suggests a superior multiplicative correction, reducing the FNO error by

a factor of 3.64 It would be interesting to see if this approach performs equally well on correcting the FNO

approximated DSRG Hamiltonian. Finally, the natural occupation number from the SA-DSRG-PT2 1-RDM

may be adopted as a criterion for selecting active orbitals in MR computations.127 The set of SA-DSRG-PT2

natural orbitals also provides an alternative to bypass the orbital optimization of MCSCF.128

5 Associated Content

See supporting information for 1) VTEs of QUESTDB computed using various (𝑠1, 𝑝o) combinations,

2) CASSCF orbitals of Ni(CO)4 and FeCl(Cor).
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A Expressions for the second-order unrelaxed 1-RDMs

We first introduce the state-averaged 1-RDM of the reference ensemble {Ψ𝛼 |𝛼 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑛}:

Γ
𝑝
𝑞 =

𝑛∑︁
𝛼

𝑤𝛼 ⟨Ψ𝛼 |�̂� 𝑝
𝑞 |Ψ𝛼⟩ , (A1)

where 𝑤𝛼 is the weight of state Ψ𝛼. The spin-free single excitation operators are given by �̂�
𝑝
𝑞 =

∑↑↓
𝜎 �̂�

𝑝𝜎
𝑞𝜎

expressed in terms of creation (�̂�†𝑝𝜎
) of annihilation (�̂�𝑞𝜎

) operators using the shorthand notation �̂�
𝑝𝑞 · · ·
𝑟𝑠· · · =

�̂�
†
𝑝 �̂�

†
𝑞 · · · �̂�𝑠 �̂�𝑟 and the summation 𝜎 runs over the two spin cases. We then write out the normal-ordered

second-quantized bare Hamiltonian

�̂� = 𝐸0 +
∑︁
𝑝𝑞

𝑓
𝑞
𝑝 {�̂� 𝑝

𝑞 } +
1
2

∑︁
𝑝𝑞𝑟𝑠

⟨𝑝𝑞 |𝑟𝑠⟩ {�̂� 𝑝𝑞
𝑟𝑠 }, (A2)

where 𝐸0 =
∑𝑛

𝛼 𝑤𝛼 ⟨Ψ𝛼 |�̂� |Ψ𝛼⟩ is the averaged reference energy and 𝑓
𝑞
𝑝 are the SA Fock matrix elements

defined by one- (ℎ𝑞𝑝) and two-electron (⟨𝑝𝑞 |𝑟𝑠⟩) integrals:

𝑓
𝑞
𝑝 = ℎ

𝑞
𝑝 +

∑︁
𝑟𝑠

Γ𝑟
𝑠 (⟨𝑝𝑟 |𝑞𝑠⟩ −

1
2
⟨𝑝𝑟 |𝑠𝑞⟩). (A3)

In Eq. (A2), �̂� 𝑝𝑞
𝑟𝑠 = �̂�

𝑝
𝑟 �̂�

𝑞
𝑠 − 𝛿

𝑞
𝑟 �̂�

𝑝
𝑠 and operators embraced by curly brackets are normal-ordered based on

the Mukherjee-Kutzelnigg formalism.83,84

To derive the working equations of 𝚪[2] (𝑠) using Eq. (7), we consider the second-order DSRG Hamilto-

nian:76,77

�̄� [2] (𝑠) = �̂� + [�̂�, �̂�(1) (𝑠)] + 1
2
[[�̂� (0) , �̂�(1) (𝑠)], �̂�(1) (𝑠)] . (A4)

The zeroth-order Hamiltonian has the form

�̂� (0) = 𝐸0 +
𝑁C∑︁
𝑚𝑛

𝑓 𝑛𝑚{�̂�𝑚
𝑛 } +

𝑁A∑︁
𝑢𝑣

𝑓 𝑣𝑢 {�̂�𝑢
𝑣 } +

𝑁V∑︁
𝑒 𝑓

𝑓
𝑓
𝑒 {�̂�𝑒

𝑓 }. (A5)
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The first-order cluster amplitudes in �̂�(1) (𝑠) are given by

𝑡
𝑖, (1)
𝑎 (𝑠) =

[
𝑓 𝑖𝑎 +

1
2

𝑁A∑︁
𝑢𝑥

Δ𝑥
𝑢Γ

𝑥
𝑢 𝑡

𝑖𝑢, (1)
𝑎𝑥

] 1 − 𝑒−𝑠 (Δ
𝑖
𝑎 )2

Δ𝑖
𝑎

, (A6)

𝑡
𝑖 𝑗 , (1)
𝑎𝑏

(𝑠) = ⟨𝑎𝑏 |𝑖 𝑗⟩ 1 − 𝑒−𝑠 (Δ
𝑖 𝑗

𝑎𝑏
)2

Δ
𝑖 𝑗

𝑎𝑏

, (A7)

where 𝑡
𝑖 𝑗

𝑎𝑏
= 2𝑡𝑖 𝑗

𝑎𝑏
− 𝑡

𝑗𝑖

𝑎𝑏
and the denominators Δ

𝑖 𝑗 · · ·
𝑎𝑏· · · = 𝜖𝑖 + 𝜖 𝑗 + · · · − 𝜖𝑎 − 𝜖𝑏 − · · · are defined using

semicanonical orbital energies 𝜖𝑝. Indices 𝑖 and 𝑗 label either core or active orbitals, while indices 𝑎 and 𝑏

label either active or virtual orbitals. Because �̂� (0) cannot fully contract with �̂�(1) (𝑠) to generate nonzero

scalar terms,76 the second-order corrections to the reference 1-RDM solely come from the doubly nested

commutator in Eq. (A4). Namely, the diagonal blocks of 𝚪[2] (𝑠) are given by

Γ
[2]
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) = Γ

𝑝
𝑞 + 1

2
[[{�̂� 𝑝

𝑞 }, �̂�(1) (𝑠)], �̂�(1) (𝑠)]0︸                                 ︷︷                                 ︸
Γ
(2)
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠)

. (A8)

Specifically, the virtual-virtual block of Γ
(2)
𝑝𝑞 (𝑠) can be expressed in terms of cluster amplitudes and SA

density cumulants (Λ𝑝𝑞 · · ·
𝑟𝑠· · · ) of the reference ensemble:

Γ
(2)
𝑒 𝑓

= 2𝑡𝑚𝑒 𝑡𝑚𝑓 + 𝑡𝑢𝑒 𝑡
𝑣
𝑓 Γ

𝑢
𝑣 + (𝑡𝑢𝑒 𝑡

𝑥𝑦

𝑓 𝑣
+ 𝑡𝑢𝑣𝑒𝑦 𝑡

𝑥
𝑓 )Λ

𝑢𝑣
𝑥𝑦 + 2𝑡𝑚𝑛

𝑒𝑒′ 𝑡
𝑚𝑛
𝑓 𝑒′

+ S(𝑡𝑚𝑢
𝑒𝑒′ 𝑡

𝑚𝑣
𝑓 𝑒′)Γ

𝑢
𝑣 + 𝑡𝑚𝑛

𝑒𝑣 𝑡
𝑚𝑛
𝑓 𝑢Θ

𝑢
𝑣 + 𝑡𝑢𝑣𝑒𝑒′ 𝑡

𝑥𝑦

𝑓 𝑒′Γ
𝑢𝑣
𝑥𝑦

+ 1
2
S(𝑡𝑚𝑢

𝑒𝑦 𝑡
𝑚𝑣
𝑓 𝑥 )Γ

𝑢
𝑣Θ

𝑥
𝑦 + P(𝑡𝑚𝑣

𝑒𝑦 𝑡
𝑚𝑥
𝑓 𝑢 )Λ

𝑢𝑣
𝑥𝑦

+ 1
2
𝑡𝑢𝑣𝑒𝑧 𝑡

𝑥𝑦

𝑓 𝑤
Θ𝑤

𝑧 Λ
𝑢𝑣
𝑥𝑦 +

1
4
𝑡𝑢𝑥𝑒𝑧 𝑡

𝑣𝑦

𝑓 𝑤
Γ𝑢
𝑣Γ

𝑥
𝑦Θ

𝑤
𝑧

+ 1
2
P(𝑡𝑤𝑣

𝑒𝑦 𝑡
𝑧𝑥
𝑓 𝑢
)Γ𝑤

𝑧 Λ
𝑢𝑣
𝑥𝑦 + 𝑡𝑢𝑤𝑒𝑧 𝑡

𝑥𝑦

𝑓 𝑣
Λ

𝑥𝑦𝑧
𝑢𝑣𝑤 , (A9)

where the summation over repeated indices is assumed and the superscript for perturbation order is omitted for

brevity. Core orbitals are labeled by indices 𝑚, 𝑛, active orbitals by indices 𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑤, 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, and virtual orbitals

by indices 𝑒, 𝑓 , 𝑒′. In Eq. (A9), we introduce a few intermediates: Θ𝑢
𝑣 = 2𝛿𝑢𝑣−Γ𝑢

𝑣 , Γ𝑢𝑣
𝑥𝑦 = Λ𝑢𝑣

𝑥𝑦+Γ𝑢
𝑥Γ

𝑣
𝑦− 1

2Γ
𝑣
𝑥Γ

𝑢
𝑦 ,

along with two short-hand notations S(𝐴𝑟𝑠
𝑝𝑞𝐵

𝑐𝑑
𝑎𝑏
) = 𝐴𝑟𝑠

𝑝𝑞𝐵
𝑐𝑑
𝑎𝑏

+ 𝐴𝑠𝑟
𝑝𝑞𝐵

𝑑𝑐
𝑎𝑏

and P(𝑡𝑖 𝑗𝑎𝑢𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑐𝑑) = 2𝑡𝑖 𝑗𝑎𝑢𝑡𝑘𝑣𝑐𝑑 − 𝑡
𝑖 𝑗
𝑎𝑢𝑡

𝑣𝑘
𝑐𝑑

−

𝑡
𝑗𝑖
𝑎𝑢𝑡

𝑘𝑣
𝑐𝑑

− 𝑡
𝑗𝑖
𝑎𝑣𝑡

𝑢𝑘
𝑐𝑑

. Expressions for the two- and three-body SA density cumulants can be found in Ref. 129.

In the single-reference limit, Eq. (A9) reproduces the unrelaxed 1-RDM corrections due to the second-order
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Møller–Plesset perturbation theory.
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(49) Aquilante, F.; Malmqvist, P.-Å.; Pedersen, T. B.; Ghosh, A.; Roos, B. O. Cholesky Decomposition-

Based Multiconfiguration Second-Order Perturbation Theory (CD-CASPT2): Application to the

Spin-State Energetics of Co III (diiminato)(NPh). J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2008, 4, 694–702.

(50) Boström, J.; Delcey, M. G.; Aquilante, F.; Serrano-Andrés, L.; Pedersen, T. B.; Lindh, R. Calibration of

23



Cholesky Auxiliary Basis Sets for Multiconfigurational Perturbation Theory Calculations of Excitation

Energies. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2010, 6, 747–754.

(51) Hannon, K. P.; Li, C.; Evangelista, F. A. An integral-factorized implementation of the driven similarity

renormalization group second-order multireference perturbation theory. J. Chem. Phys. 2016, 144,

204111.

(52) Song, C.; Martı́nez, T. J. Reduced scaling CASPT2 using supporting subspaces and tensor hyper-

contraction. J. Chem. Phys. 2018, 149, 044108.

(53) Song, C.; Martı́nez, T. J. Reduced scaling extended multi-state CASPT2 (XMS-CASPT2) using

supporting subspaces and tensor hyper-contraction. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 152, 234113.

(54) Guo, Y.; Sivalingam, K.; Valeev, E. F.; Neese, F. SparseMaps—A systematic infrastructure for

reduced-scaling electronic structure methods. III. Linear-scaling multireference domain-based pair

natural orbital N-electron valence perturbation theory. J. Chem. Phys. 2016, 144, 094111.

(55) Menezes, F.; Kats, D.; Werner, H.-J. Local complete active space second-order perturbation theory

using pair natural orbitals (PNO-CASPT2). J. Chem. Phys. 2016, 145, 124115.

(56) Kats, D.; Werner, H.-J. Multi-state local complete active space second-order perturbation theory using

pair natural orbitals (PNO-MS-CASPT2). J. Chem. Phys. 2019, 150, 214107.

(57) Saitow, M.; Uemura, K.; Yanai, T. A local pair-natural orbital-based complete-active space perturba-

tion theory using orthogonal localized virtual molecular orbitals. J. Chem. Phys. 2022, 157, 084101.

(58) Barr, T. L.; Davidson, E. R. Nature of the Configuration-Interaction Method in Ab Initio Calculations.

I. Ne Ground State. Phys. Rev. A 1970, 1, 644–658.

(59) Sosa, C.; Geertsen, J.; Trucks, G. W.; Bartlett, R. J.; Franz, J. A. Selection of the reduced virtual

space for correlated calculations. An application to the energy and dipole moment of H2O. Chem.

Phys. Lett. 1989, 159, 148–154.

(60) Taube, A. G.; Bartlett, R. J. Frozen Natural Orbitals: Systematic Basis Set Truncation for Coupled-

Cluster Theory. Collect. Czechoslov. Chem. Commun. 2005, 70, 837–850.

(61) DePrince, A. E.; Sherrill, C. D. Accuracy and Efficiency of Coupled-Cluster Theory Using Density

Fitting/Cholesky Decomposition, Frozen Natural Orbitals, and a 𝑡1-Transformed Hamiltonian. J.

Chem. Theory Comput. 2013, 9, 2687–2696.

(62) DePrince, A. E.; Sherrill, C. D. Accurate Noncovalent Interaction Energies Using Truncated Basis

Sets Based on Frozen Natural Orbitals. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2013, 9, 293–299.

24
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(67) Mester, D.; Nagy, P. R.; Kállay, M. Reduced-cost linear-response CC2 method based on natural

orbitals and natural auxiliary functions. J. Chem. Phys. 2017, 146, 194102.
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