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Abstract

This work presents a novel approach to distribute orbitals into subspaces
within electron-pairing-based natural orbital functionals (NOFs). This ap-
proach modifies the coupling between weakly and strongly occupied orbitals
by applying an alternating orbital sorting strategy. In contrast to the pre-
vious orbital sorting that enforced electron pairing within subspaces of con-
tiguous orbitals, the new approach provides greater flexibility, enabling a cal-
culation scheme where the size of the subspaces can be gradually expanded.
As a consequence, one can start using subspaces of only one weakly occupied
orbital (perfect pairing) and progressively enlarge their size by incorporating
more weakly occupied orbitals (extended pairing) up to the maximum size al-
lowed by the basis set. In this way, the alternate orbital sorting allows solving
first a simpler problem with small subspaces and leverage its orbital solution
for the more intensive problem with larger subspaces, thereby reducing the
overall computational cost and improving convergence, as we observed in the
DoNOF program. The efficiency provided by the new sorting approach has
been validated through benchmark calculations in H2O, H2O2, and NH3. In
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particular, we compared three strategies: i) solving directly the calculation
with the largest subspaces (one-shot strategy), as was usually done before
this work, ii) starting with perfect pairing and stepwise increasing the num-
ber of orbitals in the subspaces one by one until reaching the maximum size
(incremental strategy), and iii) starting with perfect pairing and transitioning
directly to the maximum subspace size (two-step strategy). Our results show
that the two-step approach emerges as the most effective strategy, achiev-
ing the lowest computational cost while maintaining high accuracy. These
results confirm that the alternating orbital sorting scheme provides a robust
and scalable framework for improving NOF calculations and could be par-
ticularly advantageous for extending these methods to larger and strongly
correlated systems.

Keywords: Natural Orbital Functional Theory, Optimization, DoNOF

1. Introduction

In recent years, Natural Orbital Functional Theory (NOFT) [1–5] has
emerged as a powerful framework to describe electron correlation [6]. Un-
like traditional wavefunction-based approaches, which often suffer from steep
computational scaling, NOFT provides a formally fifth-order scaling, which
can be reduced to fourth-order [7–9], making it significantly more efficient
while maintaining an accurate description of correlated electronic states. This
efficiency advantage is particularly relevant for multireference systems, where
NOFT provides deeper insights than density functional approximations [10–
18]. By circumventing the limitations of conventional multireference meth-
ods, which rely on small active spaces and quickly become computationally
intractable, NOFT enables the treatment of larger correlated electron sys-
tems while maintaining accuracy.

Beyond its success in ground-state electronic structure calculations, NOFT
has been extended to describe excited states and molecular dynamics, broad-
ening its applicability to time-dependent phenomena. Recent developments
have demonstrated that NOFT can accurately capture excited-state proper-
ties by coupling natural orbital functionals with the extended random phase
approximation (ERPA) [19, 20]. These advances enable a systematic treat-
ment of excited-state correlation effects, offering an alternative to traditional
time-dependent density functional theory (TDDFT) or multireference wave-
function methods, particularly for strongly correlated systems. In addition,
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the application of NOFT to ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD) has pro-
vided new insights into electronic structure evolution in real-time simula-
tions, demonstrating its ability to describe dynamic electron correlation ef-
fects [21, 22]. Furthermore, NOFT has shown remarkable improvements in
addressing delocalization errors, a common challenge in density functional
theory (DFT) that impacts the accuracy of charge transfer and reaction en-
ergy calculations [23].

Despite these advances, further optimization of NOFT methods is nec-
essary to enhance computational performance and extend applicability to
more complex systems. A key development in this direction has been the
incorporation of modern numerical techniques inspired by deep learning [24],
which have significantly improved the convergence behavior of NOF calcula-
tions. In particular, the introduction of momentum-based techniques such
as the ADAM optimizer for natural orbital optimization has led to substan-
tial speed-ups in reaching self-consistency. Reference [24] demonstrated the
impact of these advances by presenting the largest NOF calculations to date,
including a 1000-electron hydrogen cluster, a system that would be compu-
tationally prohibitive for conventional wavefunction-based methods. By rep-
resenting the electronic structure in terms of natural orbitals [25] and their
corresponding occupation numbers, NOFT provides a distinct and compre-
hensive perspective on electron correlation, leading to the development of
various functionals with different correlation treatments, as reviewed in [26–
29].

Among these developments, Piris natural orbital functionals (PNOFs)
[30–39] have emerged as a highly effective realization of NOFT, offering a
balance between accuracy and computational efficiency. These functionals
explicitly incorporate electron correlation while ensuring necessary ensemble
N-representability conditions [40]. For a long time, pure and ensemble univer-
sal functionals were believed to be equivalent within the domain of pure-state
N-representable 1RDMs [41]. However, more recent studies [42] revealed that
the ensemble functional is actually the lower convex envelope of the pure func-
tional, highlighting a fundamental distinction between the two. Fortunately,
their equivalence was later confirmed on the set of v-representable 1RDMs
[43], ensuring that for ground-state electronic systems under an external po-
tential v(r), pure and ensemble functionals are indistinguishable. As a result,
we can impose only ensemble constraints during the energy minimization pro-
cess, simplifying the enforcement of N-representability conditions.

PNOFs leverage the exact functional of the two-particle reduced density
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matrix (D) [44], requiring only the reconstruction D[ni, nj, nk, nl] from the
occupation numbers, leading to the following general form:

E [{ni, φi}] =
∑

i

niHii +
∑

ijkl

D[ni, nj , nk, nl] 〈kl|ij〉 (1)

where ni denotes the occupation number of the natural spin orbital φi. The
term Hii represents the one-particle Hamiltonian matrix elements, including
kinetic energy and potential energy contributions:

Hii =

∫

drφ∗

i (r)

(

−∇2
r

2
+ v(r)

)

φi(r) (2)

while 〈kl|ij〉 denotes the two-particle interaction matrix elements, given by:

〈kl|ij〉 =
∫ ∫

dr1dr2
φ∗

k(r1)φ
∗

l (r2)φi(r1)φj(r2)

|r2 − r1|
(3)

The success of PNOFs lies in the fact that D satisfies 2-positivity nec-
essary ensemble N-representability conditions [45] and is reconstructed in
terms of two-index auxiliary matrices, leading to JKL-only functionals of the
following form:

E = 2
∑

p

npHpp+
∑

pq

A[np, nq]Jqp −
∑

pq

B[np, nq]Kqp −
∑

pq

C[np, nq]Lqp (4)

where Jqp, Kqp, and Lqp represent the usual Coulomb, exchange, and exchange-
time-inversion integrals [46, 47], respectively. Note that the indices here refer
to natural spatial orbitals, and their occupancies {np} determine the func-
tions A, B, and C. The fundamental features of these functionals have
previously been analyzed in several review articles [48–50].

Notably, the PNOFs based on electron pairing have demonstrated signifi-
cant potential [51] due to their ability to directly incorporate both dynamic
and static correlation effects, allowing for a more accurate and computation-
ally efficient description of strongly correlated systems. Within this frame-
work, four functionals stand out: PNOF5 [34, 35], PNOF6 [36], PNOF7
[37, 38], and the recently proposed global NOF (GNOF) [39]. The electron-
pairing methodology divides electron correlation into intrapair and interpair
components. PNOF5 is an N-representable functional that accounts for in-
trapair electron correlation, while PNOF7 extends this description by includ-
ing static interpair electron correlation effects. PNOF6, on the other hand,
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considers both intrapair and interpair correlations but fails to capture a sig-
nificant portion of the correlation energy. GNOF addresses this limitation
by incorporating dynamic interpair electron correlation, achieving a balance
between static and dynamic correlation effects. Additional information on
GNOF for singlet states, which are the only states considered in this work,
can be found in the Appendix.

PNOF calculations can be performed using the DoNOF program [52],
an open-source software written in Fortran. This program is specifically
designed to address the energy minimization problem for the ground-state
energy (4), adhering to the orthonormality constraints of the natural orbitals
and the electron-pairing restrictions on the occupation numbers. Importantly,
these pairing constraints inherently satisfy the ensemble N-representability
conditions of the one-particle reduced density matrix [53]. The optimization
process is carried out in two interconnected stages, where the energy is in-
dependently optimized with respect to the occupation numbers and natural
orbitals. Orbital optimization is achieved using either the iterative diagonal-
ization method [54] or the adaptive momentum technique recently introduced
for this purpose [24]. Additionally, specialized parameterizations have been
developed [55] to comply with the pairing constraints, enabling unconstrained
optimization of the occupation numbers. These two stages are iteratively ex-
ecuted in an integrated process until convergence is reached for both the
occupation numbers and the natural orbitals.

Despite the physical advantages of the electron-pairing scheme, its current
implementation with orbitals of a space being contiguous imposes an artificial
limitation, restricting flexibility in adjusting the number of orbitals coupled
within subspaces to ensure electron pairing. This sorting makes it impossible
to reuse previous calculations when the size of the electron-pairing scheme is
increased. This work overcomes this drawback by introducing an alternative
orbital sorting approach that alternates the sequence of orbital coupling. The
proposed method retains the functional definitions while providing greater
flexibility in defining subspaces. Notably, it enables the reuse of previously
converged solutions for subsequent calculations, facilitating seamless adjust-
ments to the number of coupled orbitals, whether increasing or decreasing
them as required.

In this study, we compare the original coupling strategy, here referred
to as “continuous orbital sorting”, with the new “alternating orbital sorting”.
The proposed approach is validated through calculations on H2O, H2O2 and
NH3, focusing on computational time and iteration count. We evaluated
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three scenarios: (i) a one-shot calculation, the “old” way, where the PNOF
computation is performed directly with the maximum number of coupled
orbitals; (ii) an incremental approach, starting with a single coupled orbital
and gradually increasing the number up to the maximum; and (iii) a two-
step calculation, which begins with a single coupled orbital and then directly
transitions to the maximum number of coupled orbitals. The latter two ap-
proaches, made possible by the new coupling strategy, demonstrate significant
improvements in both efficiency and flexibility.

2. Algorithm

Typically, we consider NI unpaired electrons, which determine the to-
tal spin of the system S. The remaining electrons, NII = N− NI, form
electron pairs with opposite spins, resulting in a net spin of zero for the
paired electrons. For the mixed state with the highest multiplicity, defined
by 2S+1 = NI+1, the expected value of Ŝz is zero. As a result, the restricted
spin formalism is applied, where nα

p = nβ
p = np [56].

In line with NI and NII, the orbital space Ω is divided into two subspaces:
Ω = ΩI⊕ΩII. ΩII is composed of NII/2 mutually disjoint subspaces Ωg. Each
of which contains one strongly occupied orbital |g〉 with g ≤ NII/2, and Ng

weakly occupied orbitals |p〉 with p > NII/2, namely,

Ωg =
{

|g〉 , |p1〉 , |p2〉 , ...,
∣

∣pNg

〉}

. (5)

Taking into account the spin, the total occupancy for a given subspace
Ωg is 2, which is reflected in the following NII/2 pairing conditions:

∑

p∈Ωg

np = ng +

Ng
∑

i=1

npi = 1, g = 1, 2, ...,
NII

2
. (6)

In general, Ng can vary across subspaces as long as it adequately describes
the electron pair. However, for simplicity, Ng is assumed to be the same for
all subspaces Ωg ∈ ΩII. The maximum allowable value of Ng is determined by
the basis set employed in the calculations. From (6), the following expression
holds:

2
∑

p∈ΩII

np = 2

NII/2
∑

g=1

(

ng +

Ng
∑

i=1

npi

)

= NII. (7)
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Similarly, ΩI is composed of NI mutually disjoint subspaces Ωg. Unlike
ΩII, each subspace Ωg ∈ ΩI contains only one orbital g with ng = 1/2. As
expected, the orbitals in ΩI are not subject to the pairing condition, since
each is singly occupied by an electron. However, the specific spin state of
these electrons, whether α or β remains indeterminate. Consequently, we
have:

2
∑

p∈ΩI

np = 2

NII/2+NI
∑

g=NII/2+1

ng = NI. (8)

Taking into account Eqs. (7) and (8), the trace of the one-particle reduced
density matrix is verified to be equal to the number of electrons:

2
∑

p∈Ω

np = 2
∑

p∈ΩII

np + 2
∑

p∈ΩI

np = NII +NI = N. (9)

From this point forward, we will focus on the subspace ΩII, as it is the one
affected by the pairing conditions, whose implementation will be modified.
Figure 1 provides an illustrative example. In this case, NI = 0 (S = 0), in-
dicating the absence of singly occupied orbitals, while six electrons (NII = 6)
are distributed across three subspaces, Ω1,Ω2,Ω3, which collectively consti-
tute ΩII. In this example, Ng = 2 corresponds to the weakly occupied orbitals,
which are depicted within the dashed-line boxes and are paired within each
subspace Ωg to the strongly occupied orbitals shown in the lower lines.

It is important to recall that the orbitals belonging to each subspace Ωg

vary throughout the optimization process until the most favorable orbital
interactions are found. As a result, they do not remain fixed but adapt
to the specific problem at hand, regardless of the starting orbitals used in
the calculation. This means that the order in which the weakly occupied
orbitals are selected to form the subspaces Ωg does not affect the physical
nature of the problem. However, it can influence the number of iterations
and consequently the time required to obtain the optimal orbitals.

The simplest way to construct a subspace Ωg is to select the Ng weakly oc-
cupied orbitals coupled to a strongly occupied orbital in a continuous manner,
as illustrated in the dashed-line boxes in Figure 1a. However, this continuous
ordering introduces an artificial barrier when changing Ng for a new calcu-
lation. For example, in Figure 1a, where Ng = 2, restarting the calculation
with Ng = 1 using the previously converged orbitals from the Ng = 2 cal-
culation as starting orbitals causes the second orbital in Ω3 to shift into Ω2,
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(b) Alternating Orbital Sorting (New)

Figure 1: Graphical depiction of continuous orbital sorting and the alternating orbital
sorting. In this example, NI = 0 (S = 0), whereas six electrons (NII = 6) distributed in
three subspaces Ω1,Ω2,Ω3 make up the subspace ΩII. Note that Ng = 2. The arrows
represent the occupation numbers for alpha (↑) and beta (↓) spins in each orbital

discarding the previously converged orbital in Ω2. Comparable situations
will occur when, instead of decreasing Ng for a new calculation, the number
of coupled orbitals is increased. Consequently, several additional iterations
will be needed to regain convergence.

This issue can be addressed by using an alternating orbital sorting method.
As illustrated in Figure 1b, we assign the first weakly occupied orbital to Ω3,
the next one to Ω2, and the following one to Ω1. This process is repeated Ng

times. Since each dashed-box in the Figure 1b contains an orbital from each
subspace, adjusting the number of coupled orbitals in a subspace (either fewer
or more) corresponds to reducing or increasing the number of dashed-boxes,
respectively. This approach allows us to reuse the previously converged or-
bitals, which ultimately enhances the efficiency of the calculation.
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3. Results

In this section, we present the results obtained using GNOF [39], our
latest functional designed to achieve a balanced treatment of static and
dynamic correlation effects. Orbital optimization was performed with the
recently implemented adaptive momentum technique [24], while the uncon-
strained optimization of occupation numbers was performed using the soft-
max parametrization [55], ensuring compliance with the pairing constraints.
All calculations were performed using experimental geometry and correlation-
consistent cc-pVTZ basis sets developed by Dunning and coworkers [57]. A
parallel version of the DoNOF software was used on 0na AMD Ryzen 5 4600H
CPU.

The water molecule is one of the most studied systems in quantum chem-
istry, making it an ideal candidate for examining how subspace size influences
electronic structure calculations. It also provides a suitable benchmark to as-
sess the performance of the new alternating orbital sorting implemented in
the DoNOF program [52] compared to continuous orbital sorting. As a bench-
mark system, water enables a systematic investigation of how subspace size
affects the convergence behavior and accuracy of NOF calculations, as well as
how increasing the number of weakly occupied orbitals impacts the recovery
of electron correlation. To illustrate this, we calculated the energy of water
for different values of Ng, recalling that Ng represents the number of weakly
occupied orbitals coupled with strongly occupied ones in each subspace. The
effect of subspace size on the total electronic energy is depicted in Figure 2,
where each point corresponds to an independent one-shot calculation, which
means that the optimization was performed from scratch for each selected
value of Ng.

In the simplest case, where only one weakly occupied orbital is coupled
with a strongly occupied orbital in each subspace (Ng = 1), the calcula-
tion predominantly captures static correlation effects. This scenario, known
as perfect pairing, maximizes the fractional occupation of the weakly occu-
pied orbital while ensuring strict electron pairing. In systems dominated by
static correlation, such as dissociations or diradical species, this configura-
tion provides an accurate description of the electronic structure, with weakly
occupied orbitals reaching half-occupation. However, for systems where dy-
namic correlation is significant, perfect pairing alone is insufficient, as it fails
to describe the finer energy contributions arising from electron interactions
beyond strictly paired orbitals.
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Figure 2: H2O calculated using GNOF/cc-pVTZ as a function of the subspace. The one-
shot scheme was employed, that is, each point has been computed independently. Top
panel shows the time per orbital iteration, while bottom panel shows the energy for each
subspace size.
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To recover these missing correlation effects, it is necessary to expand
the subspace by incorporating additional weakly occupied orbitals (Ng > 1).
This extension follows the extended pairing scheme, where more orbitals
participate in the correlation process, enabling a more balanced description
of both static and dynamic contributions. As shown in Figure 2, increasing
Ng systematically lowers the electronic energy, reflecting the gradual recovery
of correlation energy. While larger subspaces improve accuracy, they also
increase computational cost, as the number of variational parameters and
required optimization steps grows significantly.

The results shown in Figure 2 underscore the fundamental role of the sub-
space size in capturing electron correlation effects within NOFT. Ideally, the
highest accuracy is achieved when the maximum number of orbitals allowed
by the basis set is included. For the H2O molecule with the cc-pVTZ basis set,
this corresponds to Nmax

g = 12. The observed energy trend confirms that in-
creasing Ng systematically improves the accuracy of the electronic structure
description by incorporating more dynamic correlation. However, this im-
provement comes at the cost of increased computational effort, highlighting
the need for efficient strategies to optimize orbital selection and convergence.
Although the results presented here were obtained using the one-shot scheme,
they establish a crucial baseline for assessing the impact of different orbital
sorting strategies, which will be discussed below.

PNOFs provide a convenient polynomial scaling for managing large sub-
spaces compared to traditional active-space wavefunction methods. Still, per-
fect pairing is a notable case, as it is computationally efficient due to the small
subspace size, which allows for fast iterations and accelerates convergence by
limiting the degrees of freedom. Therefore, starting with a perfect pairing
calculation as an initial guess can be advantageous, followed by expanding
the subspace size to expedite the computation. This approach, now labeled
the incremental approach, is illustrated in Figure 3. The figure compares two
orbital sorting schemes: the previously employed continuous orbital sorting,
shown in red, and the newly proposed alternating orbital sorting, represented
in blue.

In the continuous orbital sorting scheme, the weakly occupied orbitals
are grouped sequentially within subspaces. As a consequence, increasing the
subspace size for a new calculation requires modifying the existing subspace
structure, redistributing orbitals, and disrupting the previously converged
solution. This results in a temporary increase in energy whenever an or-
bital is added, as the convergence process must restart to adjust to the new
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Figure 3: Energy variations in the water molecule during the incremental increase of Ng,
starting with a single weakly occupied orbital (Ng = 1) and reaching the maximum value
(Ng = 12) allowed by the cc-pVTZ basis set.

configuration. This behavior is evident in the red curve of Figure 3, where
the energy fluctuates and does not decrease monotonically as the number of
coupled orbitals increases.

In contrast, the alternating orbital sorting method circumvents this issue
by distributing weakly occupied orbitals across different subspaces in a stag-
gered fashion. This ensures that newly added orbitals do not interfere with
the previously established convergence, allowing for a seamless extension of
the subspace. The effect of this strategy is reflected in the blue curve of Fig-
ure 3, where the energy exhibits a smooth and continuous decrease as more
orbitals are incorporated, leading to a more stable and efficient convergence
process. Notably, this behavior demonstrates that the new sorting method
effectively preserves the information obtained in previous calculations, reduc-
ing the computational overhead associated with recalculations.

The improvements achieved with the alternating orbital sorting method
translate into a direct gain in computational efficiency. By enabling a smooth
and monotonic energy descent, this approach significantly reduces the num-
ber of iterations required to reach convergence, compared to continuous or-
bital sorting. Consequently, the method facilitates a more flexible and scal-
able strategy for handling large subspaces while maintaining numerical stabil-
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ity. The findings presented in Figure 3 highlight the clear advantages of the
new sorting approach, making it particularly valuable for studies involving
strongly correlated systems that require efficient orbital optimization.

Another key comparison is to assess whether performing a one-shot cal-
culation, where the maximum number of coupled weakly occupied orbitals
allowed by the basis set is included from the start, is more efficient than the
incremental approach. Unlike incremental calculations, the one-shot method
does not rely on previously optimized orbitals and instead starts the opti-
mization from scratch. Since the one-shot calculation is independent of the
orbital sorting scheme used to form the subspaces, this comparison is carried
out exclusively using the new alternating orbital sorting strategy. The results
are presented in Figure 4, which displays two panels: the top panel shows
the energy evolution as a function of external iterations, while the bottom
panel presents the energy progression as a function of total computational
time.

For the one-shot approach, all red marks in Figure 4 correspond to calcu-
lations where Nmax

g is used from the beginning. In contrast, the incremental
approach, shown in blue, starts with Ng = 1 and progressively increases
the number of coupled weakly occupied orbitals until reaching Nmax

g . At
first glance, the top panel reveals that the incremental approach requires a
significantly larger number of external iterations compared to the one-shot
calculation. However, this observation alone does not provide a complete pic-
ture as not all iterations contribute equally to the total computational cost.
Most of the iterations in the incremental approach are substantially faster
than those in the one-shot approach, which is evident in the bottom panel,
where the time difference between the two approaches is notably reduced.
This suggests that while the incremental approach involves more iterations,
its computational efficiency per iteration partially offsets the higher iteration
count.

To further investigate possible optimizations, we tested an intermediate
strategy labeled the two-step approach, which is represented by green marks
in Figure 4. In this method, we begin with a perfect pairing calculation
(Ng = 1) and then directly transition to Nmax

g without going through the
intermediate steps of the incremental approach. The results show that the
two-step method offers a clear advantage over the one-shot approach in both
the number of iterations and the total computational time. This efficiency
gain is attributed to the fact that starting with a perfect pairing solution
allows the optimization process to begin from a well-defined reference state,
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Figure 4: Energy profile along the calculation of H2O/cc-pVTZ. One-shot corresponds to
a single calculation with the maximum value of Ng possible, Incremental corresponds to a
perfect pairing calculation followed by several restarts including one more orbital on the
subspace up to the maximum value of Ng, and Two-step correspond to a perfect pairing
calculation followed by a restart with the maximum value of Ng.
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reducing the complexity of the full optimization problem when the subspace
is expanded to Nmax

g .
Overall, the findings from Figure 4 indicate that, while the one-shot ap-

proach remains viable, the incremental and two-step approaches offer practi-
cal advantages. The incremental approach leverages previously optimized
orbitals, leading to smoother convergence and better numerical stability,
whereas the two-step approach provides a computationally efficient balance
between accuracy and cost. These results demonstrate that by strategically
structuring the orbital sorting and optimization process, significant improve-
ments in computational efficiency can be achieved without compromising the
accuracy of the electronic structure description.

Additional validation of the different approaches is presented in Figure 5,
which examines hydrogen peroxide (H2O2) and ammonia (NH3) as test cases.
These molecules provide a broader perspective on the performance of orbital
sorting strategies in chemically distinct systems. Given that our primary
objective is to accelerate computations, the discussion focuses on the total
computational time required to reach convergence. The top panel of Figure 5
displays the energy evolution as a function of calculation time for H2O2, while
the bottom panel presents the corresponding results for NH3.

Consistent with previous observations, the incremental approach exhibits
a monotonic energy decrease as the subspace size expands, reflecting a smooth
and controlled convergence. This behavior is particularly advantageous as it
allows the reuse of previously optimized orbitals, leading to improved numer-
ical stability and a reduction in the number of expensive re-optimizations.
Notably, this sequential refinement process is only feasible due to the alter-
nating orbital sorting strategy, which preserves the previously converged so-
lution while allowing new orbitals to be incorporated incrementally. Without
this sorting scheme, the reordering of orbitals between steps would disrupt
the optimization process, increasing the computational cost.

Among the three approaches tested, the two-step strategy, which con-
sists of performing a perfect pairing calculation (Ng = 1) followed by an
extended pairing calculation with the maximum number of coupled orbitals
(Nmax

g ), emerges as the most efficient scheme. As illustrated in Figure 5,
this approach consistently achieves the lowest total computation time. The
two-step approach leverages an optimized initial reference (perfect pairing)
to accelerate convergence when transitioning to the full subspace, thereby
outperforming both the incremental and one-shot approaches in terms of
efficiency.
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Figure 5: Profile of the energy along the calculation time for the H2O2 (Nmax
g = 10) and

NH3 (Nmax
g = 15) with the cc-pVTZ bassis set, using the One-Shot, the Incremental and

the Two-Step approaches.
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The results in Figure 5 further support the generality of the proposed sort-
ing and optimization strategies. The efficiency gains observed for H2O2 and
NH3 demonstrate that the benefits of the alternating orbital sorting scheme,
as well as the incremental and two-step approaches, extend beyond the spe-
cific case of water. These findings confirm that the two-step approach is the
optimal computational strategy, making it a robust and scalable method for
NOF calculations in correlated molecular systems.

4. Conclusion

The introduction of the alternating orbital sorting scheme significantly
enhances the computational efficiency and flexibility of the DoNOF program,
enabling a more adaptive optimization process that efficiently reuses previ-
ously converged solutions. By preserving orbital information across calcu-
lations, this approach reduces computational time and improves numerical
stability, making it particularly beneficial for systems where computational
resources are constrained.

Benchmark calculations on H2O, H2O2, and NH3 confirm that the al-
ternating orbital sorting scheme outperforms previous one-shot approaches,
achieving faster convergence while maintaining accuracy. Among the tested
strategies, the two-step method emerges as the most efficient, leveraging an
optimized initial reference (perfect pairing) to accelerate the transition to
the full subspace, thereby reducing overall computational cost. These find-
ings demonstrate that the proposed sorting scheme provides an efficient and
scalable framework for improving NOF calculations.

Beyond the current study, the alternating orbital sorting scheme opens
new opportunities for extending NOFT to larger and more complex systems.
The present results highlight how small orbital subspaces can be strategically
used to facilitate faster convergence in larger subspaces within the same basis
set. Future work will explore extending this approach by incorporating solu-
tions from small basis sets into calculations with larger basis sets, ultimately
improving computational efficiency while ensuring an accurate description of
both static and dynamic electron correlations.
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Appendix

Consider a mixed singlet state of N spin-paired electrons. The Global
Natural Orbital Functional (GNOF) follows an electron-pairing approach,
where the orbital space Ω is divided into N/2 mutually disjoint subspaces Ωg.
Each orbital belongs exclusively to a single subspace Ωg, which consists of one
strongly double-occupied orbital g and Ng weakly double-occupied orbitals.
This partitioning ensures that the sum of the occupation numbers within
each subspace is exactly two, while maintaining that the trace of the one-
particle reduced density matrix correctly corresponds to the total number of
electrons.

The reconstruction functional for the two-particle reduced density matrix
in terms of the occupation numbers leads to GNOF, as illustrated by the
equation:

Eel = Eintra + Einter
HF + Einter

sta + Einter
dyn (A1)

The intra-pair component is formed by summing the energies of electron
pairs, specifically,

Eintra =

N/2
∑

g=1



 2
∑

p∈Ωg

npHpp +
∑

p,q∈Ωg

Π(nq, np)Lpq



 (A2)

where Hpp are the diagonal one-electron matrix elements of the kinetic energy
and external potential operators, whereas Lpq = 〈pp|qq〉 are the exchange-
time-inversion integrals. The matrix elements Π(nq, np) = c(nq)c(np), where
c(np) is defined by the square root of the occupation numbers according to
the following rule:

c(np) =

{ √
np, p ≤ N/2

−√
np, p > N/2

(A3)
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that is, the phase factor of c(np) is chosen to be +1 for the strongly occupied
orbital of a given subspace Ωg, and −1 otherwise. The inter-subspace Hartree-
Fock (HF) term is

Einter
HF =

∑

p,q

′ nqnp (2Jpq −Kpq) (A4)

where Jpq = 〈pq|pq〉 and Kpq = 〈pq|qp〉 are the Coulomb and exchange in-
tegrals, respectively. The prime in the summation indicates that only the
inter-subspace terms are taken into account. The inter-subspace static com-
ponent is written as

Einter
sta = −

∑

p,q

′
(

1− δqΩbδpΩb

)

ΦqΦpLpq (A5)

where Φp =
√

nphp with the hole hp = 1 − np. Finally, the inter-subspace
dynamic energy is

Einter
dyn =

∑

p,q

′
(

1− δqΩbδpΩb

) [

Π(nd
q , n

d
p) + nd

qn
d
p

]

Lpq (A6)

In Eqs. (A5) and (A6), Ωb denotes the subspace composed of orbitals below
the level N/2, whereas nd

p is the dynamic part of the occupation number
np in accordance with the Pulay’s criterion that establishes an occupancy
deviation of approximately 0.01 with respect to 1 or 0 for a natural orbital
to contribute to the dynamic correlation.
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