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We present an approach that uses the doubly occupied configuration interaction (DOCI) wave
function as the trial wave functions in phaseless auxiliary-field quantum Monte Carlo (ph-AFQMC).
DOCI is a seniority-zero method focused on electron pairs. Although DOCI considers much fewer
electron configurations than the complete active space (CAS) configuration interaction method, it
efficiently captures the static correlation, while the consequent ph-AFQMC recovers the dynamical
correlation across all orbitals. We also explore an orbital-optimized version (OO-DOCI) to further
improve accuracy. We test this approach on several chemical systems, including single O–H bond
breaking in water and polymer additives. In these cases, OO-DOCI-AFQMC closely matches CAS-
based ph-AFQMC and even outperforms coupled-cluster singles, doubles, and perturbative triples.
However, for strongly correlated systems, such as the carbon dimer and multi-bond dissociation in
hydrogen systems and water, the method’s accuracy drops. This suggests that seniority-zero space
models may be insufficient as trial wave functions in ph-AFQMC for strongly correlated systems,
suggesting the need for trial wave functions in an extended space. Despite such a limitation, our
study demonstrates that DOCI- and OO-DOCI-based ph-AFQMC can reduce the steep cost of
CAS approaches, offering a path to accurate multi-reference calculations for larger, more complex
systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum chemical calculations have made significant
advances in recent decades and have become standard
practice in both computational chemistry and broader
chemical research [1–5]. Single-reference (SR) methods,
such as coupled-cluster singles, doubles, and perturba-
tive triples (CCSD(T)), offer highly accurate descriptions
of dynamical electron correlation for small to medium
molecular systems [6, 7]. These methods are particularly
effective in scenarios where the quasi-degeneracy of or-
bitals is not a critical factor [8]. Even for large systems,
such as biomolecules, high-precision calculations are now
feasible through the development of accelerated compu-
tational methods [9]. However, SR methods often fall
short when dealing with systems that exhibit substan-
tial static electron correlation, necessitating the ongoing
development of multi-reference (MR) methods.

Accurate treatment of both dynamical and static elec-
tron correlation is crucial for MR systems, such as those
encountered in molecular bond dissociation and transi-
tion metal complexes. Among the various approaches
available, complete active space second-order perturba-
tion theory (CASPT2) [10] is widely used to address these
challenges. However, lower-order perturbation theories
have limitations in capturing dynamical electron correla-
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tion, highlighting the need for continued research efforts
to enhance methods for accurately representing this as-
pect of modern quantum chemistry.

Recently, the phaseless auxiliary-field quantum Monte
Carlo (ph-AFQMC) method [11] has garnered significant
attention for its ability to balance high accuracy with
computational efficiency [12]. This method, which oper-
ates through an imaginary-time evolution approach, has
demonstrated successful applications to a wide range of
systems, from molecules to solid state materials [11–15].

A notable advantage of ph-AFQMC is its reliable de-
scription of dynamical electron correlation, coupled with
high parallelization efficiency. Various benchmark stud-
ies have validated its accuracy [12–17]. For example, Lee
et al. showed that for datasets of SR molecular systems,
ph-AFQMC is more accurate than coupled-cluster singles
and doubles (CCSD) and less accurate than CCSD(T).
Meanwhile, its computational cost scales from O(N3) to
O(N4) per sample [12], where N represents the number
of orbitals. This scaling offers a significant advantage
over conventional approaches, where the computational
costs for Møller-Plesset second-order perturbation theory
(MP2), CCSD, and CCSD(T) scales as O(N5), O(N6),
and O(N7), respectively. Moreover, graphics process-
ing unit acceleration has recently been explored for ph-
AFQMC [18], further decreasing its computational time.
These features highlight the promise of ph-AFQMC as a
method that balances accuracy and efficiency in treating
dynamical electron correlation.

Another advantage of ph-AFQMC is that it naturally
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yields an MR wave function. By using an MR trial
wave function, ph-AFQMC can provide a balanced treat-
ment of systems characterized by strong electron corre-
lation [11], making it particularly useful for problems be-
yond the scope of SR methods. For example, by utilizing
a complete active space self-consistent field (CASSCF)
trial wave function, the ph-AFQMC method has show-
cased precise representations of multiple bond break-
ing in small systems, outperforming multi-reference per-
turbation theories and achieving outcomes on par with
multi-reference configuration interaction [12]. Challeng-
ing applications to dinuclear transition metal complexes
such as [Cu2O2]

2+ and [Fe2S2(SCH3)]
2− have also been

investigated [18, 19]. The capability of ph-AFQMC to
handle both dynamical and static electron correlation
renders it particularly appealing and deserving of further
investigation.

However, a critical challenge arises from the exponen-
tial scaling in the preparation cost and size of the MR
trial wave function in ph-AFQMC. The typical method
for generating an MR wave function, such as CASSCF,
incurs exponential costs owing to the combinatorial ex-
plosion required to accommodate various electronic con-
figurations. Specifically, for a closed-shell system, the
number of electronic configurations in the complete ac-

tive space scales as
(
n
k

)2
, where n and k represent the

number of spatial orbitals and electrons per spin, re-
spectively. This exponential growth significantly limits
the feasibility of CASSCF and, by extension, the utiliza-
tion of CASSCF trial wave functions within ph-AFQMC
for larger systems. In fact, several studies to perform
ph-AFQMC calculations using MR trial wave functions
other than the complete active space (CAS) wave func-
tion have been reported in recent years [20–22], suggest-
ing the importance of this line of research.

Doubly occupied configuration interaction (DOCI) and
orbital-optimized DOCI (OO-DOCI) methods are uti-
lized to construct MR wave functions by incorporat-
ing ground-state and pair-excited electronic configura-
tions [23]. These so-called seniority-zero wave functions
effectively capture static electron correlation [24], par-
ticularly in systems with orbital degeneracy or bond-
breaking scenarios. Despite the exponential growth in
preparation costs, the number of configurations is re-

duced to
(
n
k

)
rather than

(
n
k

)2
, significantly decreasing

the computational prefactor and allowing for the treat-
ment of larger active spaces.

In this study, we propose the use of DOCI and OO-
DOCI wave functions as trial wave functions for ph-
AFQMC to efficiently capture static electron correlation
while addressing the high cost associated with MR trial
wave function preparation. These methods are referred
to as DOCI-AFQMC and OO-DOCI-AFQMC. Their ef-
fectiveness is demonstrated in several systems, including
hydrogen systems, H2O, and the carbon dimer. Further-
more, we showcase their applicability to industrially rel-
evant molecular systems by investigating O–H bond dis-
sociation in polymer additives.

The remainder of this paper is organized as fol-
lows. Sec. II provides an overview of the ph-AFQMC
and DOCI methods, introducing the formalism of (OO-
)DOCI-AFQMC. Section III outlines the computational
procedures. Numerical results are presented in Sec. IV,
with concluding remarks on the validity and limitations
of the proposed methods presented in Sec. V.

II. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

This study presents the utilization of DOCI and OO-
DOCI wave functions as trial wave functions for ph-
AFQMC. This section provides a brief review of both
the ph-AFQMC and DOCI methods.

A. Review of ph-AFQMC

AFQMC is a method utilized to determine the elec-
tronic ground state |Ψ0⟩ of a system through imaginary-
time evolution:

|Ψ0⟩ = lim
n→∞

(e−∆τĤ)n|Φ0⟩, (1)

where |Φ0⟩ represents an initial wave function and ∆τ

represents the imaginary time step. The operator Ĥ de-
notes the fermionic Hamiltonian of the target system:

Ĥ =
∑
p,q

hpqâ
†
pâq +

1

2

∑
p,q,r,s

gpsqrâ
†
pâ

†
qâsâr, (2)

where â†p and âp represent creation and annihilation op-
erators for the pth spin-orbital, and hpq and gpsqr denote
the one- and two-electron integrals, respectively.
The two-electron integrals are factorized through

Cholesky decomposition as follows:

gpsqr =
∑
l

Ll
psL

l
qr. (3)

This method involves decomposing the two-body term in
Eq. (2) into a sum of squared one-body operators. By ap-
plying a Hubbard–Stratonovich transformation, the two-
body interaction is converted into a stochastic integral
over auxiliary-fields, allowing the short-time propagator

e−∆τĤ to be expressed in terms of one-body operators
that capture the many-body correlation effects.

In ph-AFQMC, the ground-state wave function at
imaginary-time τ , |Ψ(τ)⟩, is represented as follows:

|Ψ(τ)⟩ =
Nw∑
i=1

wi
|Φi(τ)⟩

⟨ΨT|Φi(τ)⟩
, (4)

where {|Φi(τ)⟩} represents a set of walkers, and wi de-
notes the weight of ith walker, and Nw represents the
total number of walkers. The state |ΨT⟩ denotes the
trial wave function.
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A trial wave function |ΨT⟩ is introduced to address the
phase problem in the walker weights {wi}. In brief, the
weight of each walker is updated based on the overlap
ratio Si(τ):

wi(τ +∆τ) ∝ wi(τ) · Si(τ), (5)

where Si(τ) is defined as follows:

Si(τ) =
⟨ΨT|Φi(τ +∆τ)⟩

⟨ΨT|Φi(τ)⟩
. (6)

To mitigate the phase problem, the weight is ad-
justed by multiplying by max{0, cos(∆θi)}, where ∆θi =
arg[Si(τ)]. This adjustment effectively eliminates nega-
tive contributions that lead to numerical instabilities, as
cos(∆θi) corresponds to the real component of the over-
lap ratio.

By constraining the phase in this manner, ph-AFQMC
prevents the uncontrolled growth of the phase prob-
lem, albeit at the cost of introducing a reliance on the
trial wave function. Consequently, the accuracy of ph-
AFQMC calculations is significantly influenced by the
choice of |ΨT⟩.

B. Review of DOCI

DOCI is a configuration interaction (CI) method that
constructs an MR wave function using the ground-state
configuration and its pair-excited configurations [23].
The DOCI wave function is expressed as follows:

|ΨDOCI⟩ =
NDO∑
i=1

ciŝi|⟩, (7)

where |⟩ denotes the vacuum state, NDO represents the
total number of doubly occupied (DO) electronic con-
figurations, ci represents the expansion coefficient of the
ith DO configuration, and ŝi denotes the corresponding
creation operator. Specifically,

ŝi =

n∏
j=1

(
â†jαâ

†
jβ

)fij
, (8)

where â†jσ generates an electron in the jth spatial orbital
with spin σ. n represents the number of spatial orbitals,
and fij ∈ {0, 1} indicates whether the jth orbital is dou-
bly occupied in the ith configuration.

The total number of DO electronic configurations is
expressed as:

NDO =

(
n

k

)
, (9)

where k represents the number of electrons of a given
spin. Recall that the number of configurations in a com-
plete active space for a closed-shell system is expressed as

(
n
k

)2
. Therefore, DOCI reduces the configuration space

to the square root of that in the complete active space,
allowing for the treatment of larger active spaces with
fewer configurations.
A DOCI wave function is constructed from electron

configurations with a seniority number Ω = 0. The se-
niority number Ω is a measure of the number of unpaired
electrons in a configuration [24]. An example of elec-
tronic configurations with different seniority numbers is
shown in Figure 1. In this example, the seniority-zero

FIG. 1. Example electronic configurations and their corre-
sponding seniority numbers.

(DOCI) wave function can encompass the three config-
urations on the left while excluding those on the right
(which have Ω ̸= 0). This seniority-zero constraint ef-
fectively captures the primary electron excitations that
dominate the ground-state character in many strongly
correlated systems [25].

III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

This section provides an overview of the computational
procedures and the software utilized.
PySCF v2.2.1 [26, 27] was employed to perform self-

consistent field (SCF), CCSD, CCSD(T), CASCI, and
CASSCF calculations. Additionally, DOCI and OO-
DOCI calculations were performed using the DOCI mod-
ule for PySCF v0.1 [28]. The cc-pVDZ basis set was
employed for all calculations unless otherwise specified.
Density functional theory calculations were conducted
using Gaussian 16 Revision C [29] for comparison.
Following the multi-configurational self-consistent field

(MCSCF) calculations, ph-AFQMC calculations with
the MR trial wave function were performed using ipie
v0.6.2 [30].
The total imaginary-time evolution τtotal is defined as

follows:

τtotal = Nb × ns ×∆τ, (10)

where Nb and ns represent the number of blocks and
time steps, respectively. Each block serves as a unit for
grouping computations to obtain energy expectation val-
ues and other observables.
Unless specified otherwise, the ph-AFQMC parameters

were set as follows: time step ∆τ = 0.005 E−1
h , number of

steps ns = 50, number of walkers Nw = 400, and number
of blocks Nb = 3000.
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IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Hydrogen chain and ring

First, we present the results for a linear H4 chain and
hexagonal H6 ring, both of which serve as simple models
of strongly correlated electron systems [31, 32].

The potential energy curve of the linear H4 chain is
shown in Figure 2. Overall, ph-AFQMC recovers the
dynamical electron correlation that is absent in the bare
MCSCF calculations. Particularly, OO-DOCI-AFQMC
closely reproduced CASSCF-AFQMC and demonstrated
good agreement with CCSD and CCSD(T).

2 3 4
r / Bohr

2.2

2.1

2.0

1.9

1.8

En
er

gy
 / 
E
h

RHF
CASCI
DOCI
CASSCF
OO-DOCI
CCSD

CCSD(T)
CASCI-AFQMC
DOCI-AFQMC
CASSCF-AFQMC
OO-DOCI-AFQMC

FIG. 2. Potential energy curve of the linear H4 chain using
the cc-pVDZ basis-set. The active space is (4e, 4o), with
the variable r representing the distance between neighboring
hydrogen atoms along the horizontal axis.

By contrast, DOCI-AFQMC overestimates the corre-
lation energy in the dissociation region (r > 3.0 Bohr).
This discrepancy may be attributed to the limited flex-
ibility of the DOCI trial wave function, as the original
DOCI energy curve fails to accurately capture the be-
havior at large bond distances.

Next, we considered the H6 ring, with the Cartesian
coordinates of the ith hydrogen atom defined as follows:

ri =

xi

yi
zi

 =

r cos
(
iπ
3

)
r sin

(
iπ
3

)
0

 , (11)

where i = 0, 1, · · · , 5. The resulting energy curves
are shown in Figure 3. Similar to the H4 case, ph-
AFQMC recovers the missing dynamical electron corre-
lation in the MCSCF calculations while capturing the
strong static correlation essential for the ring dissocia-
tion. Both DOCI-AFQMC and OO-DOCI-AFQMC, uti-
lizing MR trial wave functions, provide qualitative de-
scriptions of dissociation and compare reasonably with
CASCI-AFQMC and CASSCF-AFQMC. In contrast, the

2 4 6
r / Bohr
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DOCI
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OO-DOCI
CCSD
CCSD(T)
CASCI-AFQMC

DOCI-AFQMC
CASSCF-AFQMC
OO-DOCI-AFQMC

FIG. 3. Potential energy curve of the hexagonal H6 ring using
the cc-pVDZ basis-set. The active space is (6e, 6o), with
the variable r representing the distance between neighboring
hydrogen atoms on the horizontal axis.

single-reference CCSD and CCSD(T) break down at large
r [32].
In the region, r ≥ 6 Bohr, the standard error of OO-

DOCI-AFQMC increased considerably. To investigate
this phenomenon, we increased the number of walkers
Nw; the results are shown in Figure 4. We plotted graphs

2 4 6
r / Bohr

0.2

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2
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 E

rr
or

 / 
E
h

CCSD
CCSD(T)
DOCI-AFQMC (Nw = 400)
OO-DOCI-AFQMC (Nw = 400)
OO-DOCI-AFQMC (Nw = 960)
OO-DOCI-AFQMC (Nw = 1920)

FIG. 4. Energy errors relative to CASSCF-AFQMC for the
H6 ring using the cc-pVDZ basis set. The active space is (6e,
6o), with the variable r representing the distance between
neighboring hydrogen atoms along the horizontal axis.

of energy differences relative to CASSCF-AFQMC com-
puted with Nw = 400. The standard error in these dif-
ferences accounted for the propagated error from the ref-
erence CASSCF-AFQMC energies, which is sufficiently
small (see Figure 3).
Despite increasing Nw, the standard error of OO-

DOCI-AFQMC remains largely unchanged and fails to
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address the issue at large values of r. Because the H6

ring is driven by a strong static correlation, a seniority-
zero wave function may not provide a fully quantitative
description of the dissociation region.

B. Two O–H bond dissociation in water

Next, we examine the simultaneous stretching of the
two O–H bonds in H2O, a well-known model of dou-
ble bond dissociation [33–35]. An active space of (4e,
4o) was selected, comprising two a1 and two b2 orbitals
while excluding the b1 orbital dominated by the oxygen
p-orbital perpendicular to the molecular plane. The equi-
librium geometry of H2O, utilized as the starting point
for varying the two O–H bond lengths, was optimized at
the MP2=FULL/cc-pVDZ level [36].

The potential energy curve for the simultaneous O–H
bond dissociation is shown in Figure 5. All ph-AFQMC

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
r / Å

76.2

76.0

75.8

75.6

75.4

En
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gy
 / 
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CASCI
DOCI
CASSCF

OO-DOCI
CCSD
CCSD(T)
CASCI-AFQMC

DOCI-AFQMC
CASSCF-AFQMC
OO-DOCI-AFQMC

FIG. 5. Potential energy curve of the simultaneous dissocia-
tion of two O–H bonds in H2O utilizing the cc-pVDZ basis set.
The active space is (4e, 4o), with the variable r representing
the dissociating O–H bond length along the horizontal axis.

methods, whether utilizing CASSCF, CASCI, OO-DOCI,
or DOCI trial wave functions, offer a reasonable descrip-
tion of the energy curve encompassing the dissociation re-
gion. Neither ph-AFQMC, CCSD, nor CCSD(T) demon-
strated a significant breakdown, although minor energy
variations became apparent at large r.

To highlight these differences, a graph of the deviations
from CASSCF-AFQMC is shown in Figure 6. DOCI-
AFQMC and OO-DOCI-AFQMC maintain chemical ac-
curacy in structures close to the equilibrium geometry
(r ≲ 1.5 Å). However, as r surpassed 1.5 Å, errors in both
methods gradually increased, indicating that a seniority-
zero trial wave function may not be adequate for a precise
description of this strongly correlated regime.

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
r / Å

0.02

0.00

0.02

0.04

En
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gy
 E

rr
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 / 
E
h

CCSD
CCSD(T)

Chemical Accuracy
CASCI-AFQMC

DOCI-AFQMC
OO-DOCI-AFQMC

FIG. 6. Energy deviations relative to CASSCF-AFQMC for
two O–H bond dissociation in H2O using the cc-pVDZ basis
set. The active space is (4e, 4o), with the variable r repre-
senting the dissociating O–H bond length along the horizontal
axis.

C. Carbon dimer

Subsequently, we delve into a more complex scenario:
multiple bond dissociation in the carbon dimer. The po-
tential energy curves obtained from ph-AFQMC using
CASSCF(8e, 8o), OO-DOCI(8e, 8o), and OO-DOCI(12e,
28o) trial wave functions are shown in Figure 7. We in-

2 3 4 5 6
r / Bohr

75.7

75.6
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75.4

75.3
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X 1Σ +
g  (DMRG(12e, 28o))

B 1∆g (DMRG(12e, 28o))

B ′ 1Σ +
g  (DMRG(12e, 28o))

CASSCF(8e, 8o)-AFQMC
OO-DOCI(8e, 8o)-AFQMC
OO-DOCI(12e, 28o)-AFQMC

FIG. 7. Potential energy curve of the carbon dimer using the
cc-pVDZ basis set. The variable r on the horizontal axis is
the bond length.

corporated results from density matrix renormalization
group (DMRG) calculations conducted by Wouters et
al. [37] for comparison. Note that the active space (12e,
28o) includes all orbitals in the cc-pVDZ basis set.
While OO-DOCI-AFQMC captured the qualitative
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shape of the curve, it fell short in accuracy compared with
CASSCF-AFQMC when referenced against the DMRG
results. Specifically, for r < 3.0 Bohr, CASSCF(8e,
8o)-AFQMC closely aligned with DMRG, whereas OO-
DOCI(8e, 8o)-AFQMC demonstrated significant devia-
tions. Despite the larger active space accommodated
by OO-DOCI(12e, 28o) compared with CASSCF, its en-
ergy profile closely mirrored that of OO-DOCI(8e, 8o)-
AFQMC. Achieving a more precise depiction of the car-
bon dimer necessitates the inclusion of configurations
with Ω > 0 in the MR trial wave function.
The DMRG outcomes revealed a crossing point be-

tween the X1Σ+
g and B1∆g states around a distance of

approximately r ∼ 3.1 Bohr, whereas an avoided cross-
ing was observed between the X1Σ+

g and B′1Σ+
g states.

Both CASSCF-AFQMC and OO-DOCI-AFQMC demon-
strated discontinuities near r = 3.0 Bohr, albeit at dif-
ferent points. This region of crossing/avoided-crossing
likely triggered the observed discontinuities and has been
reported in the computational investigations of frozen-
pair linearized CCSD [38].

D. O–H bond dissociation in polymer additives

Finally, we examined the hydrogen dissociation from
an O–H bond in three molecules: H2O and two polymer
additives (Figure 8).

(a) (b)

FIG. 8. Structural formulas of (a) hydroquinone (HQ) and
(b) 2-hydroxyethyl methacrylate (HEMA).

The O–H dissociation energy curves for these molecules
are shown in Figure 9. The relative energies were plotted,
with the lowest energy point for each method serving as
the reference. Standard errors for the ph-AFQMC results
are shown as error bars, encompassing the propagated
error from the respective reference point.

Among these three molecules examined, the bond
dissociation energy ∆E followed the trend CCSD(T)
< ph-AFQMC < CCSD. For HQ and HEMA, OO-
DOCI-AFQMC aligned closely with CASSCF-AFQMC.
For H2O, OO-DOCI-AFQMC closely mirrored CASSCF-
AFQMC and FCI results across the entire range of Fig-
ure 9 (c). Hence, OO-DOCI-AFQMC provides a highly
accurate description of O–H bond dissociation.

Conversely, CCSD overestimated the bond dissocia-
tion energy, whereas CCSD(T) underestimated it. For
all three molecules, the CCSD(T) energy gradually de-
creased in the large r region, indicating unphysical be-
havior. This issue with CCSD(T) will be further dis-
cussed in this study.

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 9. Relative energy curves of (a) HQ, (b) HEMA, and (c)
H2O. The 6-31++G∗∗ basis set was used for HQ and HEMA,
and the cc-pVDZ basis set for H2O. For CASSCF and OO-
DOCI, the (8e, 8o) active space was employed for HQ, whereas
the (2e, 2o) for HEMA and H2O. CCSD natural orbitals were
employed for these MCSCF calculations. The variable r on
the horizontal axis denotes the O–H bond distance.
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Additionally, unrestricted B3LYP (UB3LYP) calcula-
tions were performed for HQ and HEMA, revealing dif-
fering trends for these two molecules. It closely aligned
with ph-AFQMC for HEMA but significantly underesti-
mated the dissociation energy for HQ.

A summary of the bond dissociation energies ∆E
for each molecule is shown in Figure 10. The OO-

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 10. O–H bond dissociation energies for (a) HQ, (b)
HEMA, and (c) H2O.

DOCI-AFQMC and CASSCF-AFQMC methods demon-
strated excellent agreement and reproduced the FCI re-
sult for H2O. These findings highlight the predictive
accuracy of OO-DOCI-AFQMC in determining O–H
bond dissociation energies, typically at approximately
112 kcal/mol [39].

CASSCF and OO-DOCI underestimated ∆E by more
than 10 kcal/mol, underscoring the importance of
recovering external electron correlation through ph-
AFQMC. For HEMA and H2O, OO-DOCI closely mir-
rored CASSCF due to their small (2e, 2o) active space.
For HQ, however, OO-DOCI overestimated the CASSCF
energy by approximately 6.5 kcal/mol due to the use of
larger active space (8e, 8o), including not only the σ/σ∗

orbitals of the OH bond but also the π/π∗ orbitals of the
nearby aromatic ring.

To gain deeper insight into the anomalous behavior of
CCSD(T) in the dissociation region, we examine the T1

diagnostic, which measures the degree of static correla-
tion. A T1 value exceeding 0.02 indicates that multi-
reference characters can not be ignored [40].

The T1 values for HQ and HEMA are shown in Fig-

ure 11. In both molecules, T1 increased with the bond
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FIG. 11. T1 diagnostic and (T) correlation energy ratios for
HQ and HEMA.

length r and eventually surpassed 0.02. Similar trends
are observed with the 6-311++G∗∗ basis set, although
the results are omitted.
The (T) term is a perturbative correction that ac-

counts for triple excitation contributions. As shown in
Figure 11, the fraction of the total correlation energy
stemming from (T) also increased with r, reflecting the
growing reliance on this perturbative correction. Com-
bined with the increasing T1, these observations under-
line the limitations of an SR approach in CCSD(T) for
describing bond dissociation, thus highlighting the need
for MR methods.
Finally, while the unrestricted approach in UB3LYP

can qualitatively treat single-bond dissociation by allow-
ing spin symmetry breaking, the resulting wave function
is not necessarily an eigenfunction of the spin-squared
operator S2. Figure 12 plots ⟨S2⟩ for UB3LYP wave
functions of HQ and HEMA, revealing the spin contam-
ination at large r.
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FIG. 12. Spin contamination in UB3LYP for HQ and HEMA,
measured by ⟨S2⟩.
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In summary, although UB3LYP can handle single-
bond dissociation to a certain extent, it is plagued by
spin contamination issues. Conversely, our MR methods
provide a more reliable description of O–H bond dissoci-
ation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This study proposed DOCI-/OO-DOCI-AFQMC
methods that utilized DOCI/OO-DOCI wave func-
tions as trial wave functions for ph-AFQMC. These
seniority-zero wave functions efficiently captured static
electron correlation using only the ground-state and the
pair-excited configurations, thereby requiring signifi-
cantly fewer electronic configurations than CAS-based
methods.

This approach allowed ph-AFQMC to use MR trial
wave functions beyond the typical limit of about 16 elec-
trons in 16 orbitals by reducing the exponential overhead
associated with CAS methods. A key objective was to
investigate the extent to which ph-AFQMC can recover
the missing correlation when the trial wave function is
restricted to the seniority-zero space.

Numerical results demonstrated that OO-DOCI-
AFQMC closely aligned with CASSCF-AFQMC for sin-
gle O–H bond dissociation and showed good agreement
with FCI for the H2O scenario, suggesting reliability for
other single-bond dissociation processes.

For multiple bond dissociations, DOCI-/OO-DOCI-
AFQMC successfully reproduced CASCI-/CASSCF-
AFQMC near equilibrium and at intermediate bond

lengths, except for the carbon dimer case. However,
ph-AFQMC calculations using seniority-zero trial wave
functions may lack quantitative accuracy in the fully dis-
sociated regime, highlighting limitations for strongly cor-
related systems.
Therefore, expanding the seniority space is crucial for

enhancing the accuracy of MR wave function-based ph-
AFQMC in multiple-bond dissociation. As a similar ap-
proach to our study, other seniority-zero methods, such
as the pair coupled-cluster method [25, 41, 42], are also
worth trying. Furthermore, applying this approach to
other MR systems requiring larger active spaces, such as
polynuclear transition metal complexes, holds promise
for future research.
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