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Using Green-function many-body theory, we present theildetd a formally exact adiabatic-connection
fluctuation-dissipation density-functional theory basedrange separation, which was sketched in Toulouse,
Gerber, Jansen, Savin aAtigyan, Phys. Rev. Lettl02 096404 (2009). Range-separated density-functional
theory approaches combining short-range density funati@pproximations with long-range random phase ap-
proximations (RPA) are then obtained as well-identifiedragimations on the long-range Green-function self-
energy. Range-separated RPA-type schemes with or witbngtlange Hartree-Fock exchange response kernel
are assessed on rare-gas and alkaline-earth dimers, apéuaahio range-separated second-order perturbation
theory and range-separated coupled-cluster theory.

I. INTRODUCTION and slow basis-set convergence of short-range correation
RPA.

Range-separated density-functional theory has emerged sin Ref. IZ?{ only thiTain lines ofr\:ggge-separated dednsi}y—
a powerful approach for improving the accuracy of standardunctional theory with long-range were presented. In

Kohn-Sham (KS) density-functional theory [1, 2] appliediwi this WOI‘.k, we givef now all the mti)ssdinghdetails of the the-
usual local or semi-local density-functional approxiroas, ory. Using Green-function many-body theory, we construct

in particular for electronic systems with strong (static) o a forma”y exact adiabatic-connection fluctuatlon-dl_anm .
weak (van der Waals) correlatioiffects. Based on a sepa- density-functional Fheqry based on range separ_anon,-wnh
ration of the electron-electron interaction into longgarand out the need of maintaining the one-particle densny consta
short-range components, it permits a rigorous combination Rang_e_-separateq RPA-type schemes are then obtained as_weII
a long-range explicit many-body approximation with a short identified approximations on the long-range Green-fumpno
range density-functional approximation (see, e.g., Rein@ sglf-energy. The range-separated RPA-type methods with or
references therein). Several many-body approximatione ha without long-range Hartree-Fock e>.<change response kernel
been considered for the long-range part: configuration inare assessed on rare-gas and alkaline-earth dlm_ers, and com
teraction [4, 5], multi-configuration self-consistentidi¢he- ~ P2réd to range-separated second-order perturbatiorytaedr

ory [6-8], second-order perturbation theory [9-13], cedpl ra.nge-separated couplgd-cl_ustertheory. The most tedivus
cluster theory [14-18], multi-reference second-ordetyser tails of the theory are given in the appendices.

bation theory [19], and several variants of the random phase
approximation (RPA) [20-24].

In the context of the recent revived interest in RPA-type ap-
proaches to the electron correlation problem in atomicgaol _ _
ular and solid-state systems [25-48], several range-atgzhr A. Range-separated density-functional theory
approaches using long-range RPA-type approximations have
indeed been proposed and show promising results, in particu In range-separated density-functional theory (see, e.g.,
lar for describing weak intermolecular interactions. Tauge  Ref. 3), the exact ground-state energy of\aglectron system
et al. [20] have presented a range-separated RPA-type thés expressed as the following minimization over multideter
ory including the long-range Hartree-Fock exchange respon nant wave function¥
kernel. Janesket al.[21-23] have proposed a simpler range- L .
separated RPA scheme with no exchange kernel and in which E= n]}jn {(‘PIT + Ve + WIJ¥) + Eﬁrxc[nlp]}, (1)
the RPA correlation energy has been rescaled by an empir-
ical codficient. Paieret al. [24] have added the so-called where T is the kinetic energy operator,Vne is
second-order screened exphange_to the latter scheme, whighy  ,clei-electron  interaction operator, Wi, _
appears to correct the self-m_teractlon error. In all thms, (1/2) ffdrldrzwée(rlz)ﬁz(rl,rz) is a long-range (In
range separation tends to improve the corresponding fu”électron—electron interaction written Wit (r) = erf(ur)/r

range RPA-type approach, avoiding the inaccurate degmmipt and the pair-density operatany(f1.r2), and E¥, [n] is

the correspondingu-dependent short-range (sr) Hartree-

exchange-correlation (Hxc) density functional that Eq). (1
i . - defines. The parametgrin the error function controls the
Electronic addressjulien. toulouse@upmc. fr . .. .
*Electronic addressiuming@lct . jussieu. fr range of the separation. The minimizing wave function,
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short-range exchange-correlation (xc) functioBl[n], and whereS'Ar is the Lagrange multiplier for the normalization con-
an approximate scheme must be used for the long-range waggaint ancH" is the long-range interactingfective Hamilto-

function part of the calculation. nian along the adiabatic connection
In a first step, the minimization in Eq. (1) is restricted to . o . . .
single-determinant wave functioms, leading to the range- HY = T + Vie+ Vi el o] + Vi [nge] + AW",

separated hybrid (RSH) approximation [9] ~ Fo+ AW+ (\7,?" [P — Vﬂr [N ]) ©)
xcl' W) xcL''®ol J -

; T \ / Ar sr

Ersh = rrzgn{(tl)lT * Vne + Wed ®) + EHXC[n(D]}’ ) ForA = 1, Eq. (6) reduces to Eq. (1), and so the physical

) ) i .. energyE = E,-1 and density are recovered. For= 0, the

which does not include long-range correlation. The MiNi-minimizing wave function is the RSH determinatlf_, = ®,

mizing determinant is given by the self-consistent Euler- 5 the Hamiltonian of Eq. (9) reduces to the RSH reference

Lagrange equation Hamiltonian,H"_, = Ho. Note that, because the density at
@0 = Edld 3 A = 0 is not exact, the density necessarily varies along this

0lPo) = EolPo), (3)  adiabatic connection. Taking the derivativeEfwith respect
to A, noting thatE,, is stationary with respect #', and rein-

where& is the Lagrange multiplier for the normalization con- tegrating between = 0 andJ = 1 gives

straint andHy is the RSH reference Hamiltonian
] T " \7Ir 7SI ! A
Ho = T + Vie + Vi nel @o] + Ve[ Nl (4) E=Ewo+ f da (P WI T, (10)
0

which includes the Hartree-Fock (HF)-type long-range £ o
Hartree-exchange (Hx) potentiM'gX,HF[tl)o] and the short-  With Ei—o = (Qo[T +Vne+ Vi, 1ie[ Po]|P0) + EF, [Na,] = Ershi—

range local Hxc potentiaNs! [n] = [drve [nl(r)A(r) (®o]W"|dg). Thus, the long-range correlation energy is
written with V[ [n](r) = 6E§rxc[n]/§n(r) qnd the den- . i X

sity operator n{r). AsA usual, V,'jx,HF is the sum Elcrzf dﬂ[(\{ﬂ/ﬂwlrl\{;l/{)_<(I)O|\N|r|q)0>], (11)
of a local Hartree partVl, = [drivfj(r)f(ry) with 0

Wi(r) = [drowly(ria)(@olii(r2)l®o), and a non-local ex- or, equivalently,
change partV,. = [ dxydxaVy(xa. X2)Pu(Xz, X1) Written

. ~ 1
with V(x1,X2) = —W{{(ri2}(@olfu(x1, X2)|Po) and the one- EN = 1 f da f dxq dXodX; AXHW (X1, X2; X7, X5)
particle density-matrix operaton;(X1,X2) expressed with 2 Jo
space-spin coordinates = (r1, ;) andx, = (r2, ). ng,/l(xl, X2; X1, X5),  (12)

The RSH scheme does not yield the exact energy and den-
sity, even with the exact short-range functiog] [n]. Nev-  where w" (x1, X2 X}, X5) = Wge(rlz)(s(xl — Xb(x2 — X5) —
ertheless, the RSH approximation can be used as a referenf;a(N ~1) [V',Q(rl)5(X1 — X))+ v';(xl Xi)] 5(xz — X3) is the po-

to express the exact energy as . . . A
P 9y tential corresponding to the perturbation operatdf and

E = Ersh + Elcr, (5) Plé/l(x_l, xg;x’l_, X5) is the cor_relati_on part of_the two-particle
density matrix along the adiabatic connection.

defining the long-range correlation energy, for which we
will now give an adiabatic connection formula. We introduce

the following energy expression with a formal coupling con- B. Long-range many-body perturbation theory
stantl
L R R We now derive a formally exact many-body perturbation
E,= rrgyin{(‘PlT + Ve + Vit yel@o] + AW | 9) theory to calculate the long-range correlation two-phetic
o density matrixP'ch. Details are given in Appendix A.
+Ech[n‘1’]}’ (6) The one-particle Green functidE'Ar(l, 2) along the adia-

batic connection of Eq. (9) in terms of space-spin-time co-

wherg the minimization is done over multideterminant wave,, jinates 1= (x1,t) and 2= (xp,1,) satisfies the following
functions®, W" is the long-range Mgller-Plesset-type fluctu- Dyson equation

ation perturbation operator
-1 B
W = Vi, — O [ o], o (©) @2=6'12)-212)-45502)  (13)

andE? _ is the previously-defined-independent short-range whereGo(1, 2) is the reference G"reen function correspond-
Hxc functional. The minimizing wave function, denoted by g to the RSH HamiltoniaHo, ¥;(1,2) is the self-energy

¢! is given by the self-consistent Euler-Lagrange equation corresponding to the long-range perturbation operatbf
and AX5'(1,2) is the self-energy correction associated with

ANy = ghwiny, (8)  the short-range potential variation teRff [Nyr] — Vi [Na,]
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due to the variation of the density [52]. The long-range-self these kernels only stem from the self-energy té]‘,mw[G'Af]

energy corresponding to the perturbation opera(cfk/ge - in Eqg. (13) that corresponds to the two-electron interactio
VIIIIX,HF[CI)O]) is decomposed into Hartree, exchange and corW/, the other self-energy contributions which come from
relation contributions as the one-electron terms are absorbed in the definition of

X'j(l, 2;1,2). The Hartree kernel is obtained from Eq. (15)

2(1.2) = 2,,[G11(1.2) - =, ,[Gol(1. 2)
A{ZlIGN(1, 2) - 2, [Go)(1, 2)

+5¢,[Gh1(L. 2), (14)

f1(1,2;1,2) = w1, 2)6(1, 1)5(2,2)
= Wee(r12)8(t1 - t2)6(1, 1)6(2, 2), (19)

while the HF-like exchange kernel is obtained from Eq. (16)

wherex!" [G](1,2) is the sum of a long-range Hartree self- . o
energy f'(1,2; 1, 2) = —w'(1, 2)5(1, 2)5(1’, 2)

= —Wi(r12)é(ts — 2)8(1, 2)8(1, 2). (20)

=[GI(L. 2)

- fd3 d4v"ge(1’ 3)5(1,2)6(3,4)G(4, 3") The fluctuation-dissipation theorem is then used to express

P!, as [see Appendix A, Eq. (A24)]

-i6(1,2) f d3w (1, 3)G(3,3")

© dw ;. o
PLAL X2 X3, ) = — | e [Xl/ll’(xl, X2; X}, Xb; )
= 5(1, 2)fdr3\Nlere(r13)n(r3) . 27”
—xo(X1, X2; X’l, X’Z; a))]+AI/{(X1, X2; x’l, Xé)’ (21)

5(L. 2V [nI(ro). (15)
Where/\/I/{ (X1, X2; X{, X5; w) is the frequency-dependent Fourier
"ransform of the one-time-interval polarization propagat
XX X, X7 =t = b)) = xh(xats, Xabo Xit, X0),
xo(X1, X2; X, X5; w) is the equivalent quantity for the RSH ref-
erence Hamiltonian (at = 0), andAg(xl, X2; X7, X5) is the
contribution coming from the variation of the one-particle

with the instantaneous electron-electron interactio
Wi(1,3) = 6(t; — ta)wi(riz) and the density extracted
from the Green functiom(rs) = —i 35, G(3,3") (where 3
stands forxst; with t7 = t3 + 7 andn is an infinitesimal
positive shift), and a long-range exchange self-energy

" ) ; . density matrix along the adiabatic connection. The exjmass
5[CGI1.2) =i fd3 d4wi{1,3)5(1,4)5(2, 3)G(4,3") of A in terms of the Green functio@& andGy is straightfor-
it H ita i Ir _ Ir_
_ iwge(l, 2)G(1, 2%) Wgrd butitis sﬁﬁmgntto write it as\] = 1"[.GA] I'[Gp] where
. I" is a known functional given in Appendix A [Eq. (A22)].
= —o(ts — t2)Widr12)Ma(Xa, X2) So far, the theory is in principlexact In the following we
= 6(t1 - tz)v’){[nl](xl, X2), (16)  consider two possible approximations. The RPA approxima-
tion
with the one-particle density matrix extracted from the &re |
function ny(x1, Xz) = —iG(Xity, Xott). The short-range self- =0, (22)

energy correction corresponding to the opera@if[nyi] = corresponds to neglecting long-range exchange-comelati

Ve dna,] is written as all one-electron properties. Indeed, with this approxiorat
o & el o one can check th&@" = Gy is a solution of the Dyson equa-
AYY(1.2) = T} [GI(1,2) - T ([Gol(1,2),  (17)  tion (13), i.e. the Green function remains unchanged along
where Z¥

iabati - -0 fr —
s [GI(1.2) = (L 2 [r(ry) is the local short- the adiabatic connection. It follows thaf =0, fI' =0 and

' IXCA
range Hxc self-energy. Xp (1,2, 1,2) = =iGo(L, 2)Go(2, 1) = xo(1,2; 1, 2). Sim-
The long-range four-point polarization propagator

ilarly, the RPAX approximation

X'j(l, 2;1,2) along the adiabatic connection is given by the 2"1=0, (23)
solution of the following Bethe-Salpeter-type equatiorickh _ o _ _
can be derived from the Dyson equation (13) by consideringorresponds to neglecting long-range correlation onlylin a

variations with respect t6" [see Appendix A, Eq. (A13)] one-electron properties. Again, this approximation irgpli
that the Green function remains unchanged along the adtabat
(Xlﬂr)*l 1L,2:1,2) = (X‘rm)*l 1,2:1,2) connection, i.eG" = Gp and it follows thatA" =0, fc'fﬁ =0and

X}{,J = yo. As different terminologies are used in the quan-

Ir .17 ’
—Af(1,2,1,2) tum chemistry and condensed-matter physics literaturesle

—fc'fl(l, 2;1,2), (18)  stress that what we call RPA here corresponds to a response
equation (18) with no exchange-correlation kernel (and it i
where x5, (1,2;1,2) = -iG"(1,2)G(2,1) is an  also sometimes called linear response time-dependentidart
independent-particle (IP) polarization propagator, ancheory ordirect RPA), and what we call RPAx corresponds
AR (L2;0,2) = Q6% [G"](1,1)/6G"(2,2) and to a response equation with an additional HF-like exchange
fr(1.2;1,2) = izl [GN](1.1)/6G(2.,2) are long- kernel (and it is also sometimes called linear response-time

range Hartree-exchange and correlation kernels. Note thatependent Hartree-Fock theoryfall RPA).
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C. Expressions in an orbital basis In Eq. (25), it is assumed thaf! + B" andA!" - B" are pos-
itive definite. In RPA, this is always the case. On the comtrar

The RPA or RPAX equations in an orbital basis are derived? RPAX, this is not always the case, i.e. instabilities can b
in details in Appendix B. In the basis of RSH spin orbitals, €ncountered, and Eq. (25) can fail. In spin-restrictedetles

RPAXx theory defined here, for example when dissociating a

r 1t o 1 iy (P bond, but not triplet instabilities since triplet excitais do
Ec = Eﬁ d/lZle edaD(Pc i jbs (24) " not contribute at all. In practice, singlet instabilitie® aisu-
ia,jb ally not encountered for weakly-interacting closed-skgd-

tems. Note that other variants of RPA-type correlation gper
expressions using a HF exchange response kernel, such as the
plasmon formula [38, 53, 54] or the equivalent ring coupled-
cluster-doubles theory [38], require contributions froottb
singlet and triplet excitations, and are thus subject dti
instabilities (e.g. in a system such ag;Be
Similarly to the notation used in Ref. 20, the range-
separated method obtained by adding to the RSH energy the
long-range RPAX correlation energy [= 1 in Egs. (26)
or Egs. (29] will be referred to as RSHRPAx. For con-
1/2 _12 12 sistency, the range-separated method obtained by adding
Pt = (A -BY) / (M%) / (A7 -8Y) Pol (2m) to the RSH energy the long-range RPA correlation energy
12 12 [ = 0 in Egs. (26) or Eqgs. (29)] will be referred to as
with M = (Alr - B'{) (A'Ar n B'j)(A'{ - B';) .and the or- RSH+IrRPA, although it is equivalent to the method called

wherei and j refer to occupied spin orbitals, ardandb to
virtual spin orbitals,(ile'égaj) are the two-electron integrals
with long-range interaction, anCPK/l)ia,jb are the matrix el-
ements of the correlation two-particle density matrix. The
one-electron termxa;',[| andV! in the perturbation operator in
Eqg. (12) do not contribute t&" because of the occupied-
virtual/occupied-virtual structure of the two-particle density
matrix in RPA or RPAXx. Following the technique proposed by
Furche [26]P! , can be obtained as

bital rotation If|essians “LC- wLDA+dRPA" in Refs. 21-24 in the special case of the
short-range LDA functional. At second order in the electron
(A'j)ia b = (€a — €)ij0an electron interaction, the RSHrRPAX method reduces to the

o o range-separated method of Ref. 9 based on long-range second
+4 [<'b|WgeJaJ> —§<|b|Wje§e|Ja>], (26a)  order Maller-Plesset perturbation theory, to which we will
refer as RSHIrMP2. Since RPA approaches can be seen
o o as simple approximations to coupled-cluster theory [383, t
(Blﬂr)ia,jb = /1[<ab|Wjere||J> —é“(aUWgelJ”]- (26b)  RSHHIrRPA and RSHIrRPAX methods bear some resem-
blance to the range-separated method of Ref. 14 where the
wheree are the RSH orbital eigenvalues, ahet 0 oré =1 |ong-range correlation energy is evaluated by coupledtetu
for RPA and RPAX, respectively. For spin-restricted clesed theory (with single, double and perturbative triple excita
shell calculations, the correlation energy writes in tewhs  tjons), to which we will refer as RSHICCSD(T).
spatial orbitals We note that one can develop long-rang many-body pertur-
1 bation theories starting from other references than the RSH
Er = Ef da Z(imweréaj)(lpg,l)ia,jb, (27)  reference. For example, starting from thg usual (a_pprcme')na
2 Jo o ' Kohn-Sham reference could be appropriate for solid-stete s
tems. For the finite systems considered here, RSH is a good
wherei and j now refer to occupied spatial orbitals, and reference, as confirmed by other authors [23].
andb to virtual spatial orbitals, an&P'crl is the spin-singlet-
adapted correlation two-particle density matrix obtaiasd

. ot 12 VR 32 ll. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS
szz[( Al 1) () (Al - 1BY) —1],(28)

All calculations have been performed with a development

with M = (1Allr - 15';)1/2 (1Allr + 15';) (1Allr - 135)1/2, and Vversion of MOLPRO 2008 [55], implementing equations (27)-
the singlet orbital rotation Hessians (29). We first perform a self-consistent RSH calculatiorhwit
the short-range PBE xc functional of Ref. 14 (this RSH cal-
(1A|ﬂr)ia b= (€a — €)3ij6ab culation could also be referred to as “IrH§fPBE”, a nota-

tion closer to the one used by other authors [14]) and add
+1 [2(ib|v‘v‘ge|aj) - g(ibhiv‘ggja)], (29a) the long-range MP2, RPA, RPAX or CCSD(T) correlation en-
ergy calculated with RSH orbitals. For RPA or RPAX, the
A-integration in Eq. (27) is done by a 7-point Gauss-Legendre
("BY).. ., = 4| 2abiWidij) — &@bidjid].  (29b)  quadrature [26]. The range separation parameter is taken at
! u = 0.5 bohr?, in agreement with previous studies [56], with-
Only singlet excitations contribute to Eq. (27), since et  out trying to adjust it for each system. To show the depen-
electron integrals involved vanish for triplet excitatson dence on the orbitals, the full-range RPA calculations have



been done with PBE [57] and HF orbitals, which will be de- 100
noted by PBERPA and HR-RPA, respectively [58]. The
full-range MP2, RPAXx and CCSD(T) calculations have been
done with HF orbitals, and thus, for notation consistendly, w
be denoted by HFMP2, HF+RPAX and HR-CCSD(T), re-
spectively. We use large Dunning basis sets [59—-65]. Core

95
90

85 1
“ HF4MP2 b

Percentage of CBS binding energy

. 80 PBE+RPA —+
electrons are kept frozen in all the full-range and range- HF+RPA
separated MP2, RPA, RPAx and CCSD(T) calculations (i.e. S e Hngggg(‘}r’; o]
only excitations of valence electrons are considered).behe 70 0 ‘ RSHAIPMP2 a1
sis set superposition error (BSSE) is removed by the coun- 65 ‘ ROTTTEREA e ]
terpoise method. For the alkaline-earth dimers, it has been 60 * RSH+IrCCSD(T) —8—
checked than adding filise basis functions or core excita- aVTZ avQZ avsz CBS
tions do not change significantly the results. Extrapofetio One-particle basis

to the complete basis set (CBS) limit have also been consid- _ _ o
ered for some systems. For the full-range methods, the stafr!G. 1: (Color online) Basis set dependence of the equilthrbind-

dard three-point exponential formula for the HF (or KS) ref-ing energy of Ag for different full-range and range-separated meth-
erenceEpe(n) = Ene(CBS)+ Ae B with the cardinal number ods, presented as the percentage of the binding energyerecbwith

n = 3,4,5, and two-point formula for the correlation energy respect to the CBS limit (aVTZ, aVQZ and aV5Z stand for aug-cc

Ec(n) = E¢(CBS}+C/n®with n = 4,5 have been used. For the PVTZ, aug-cc-pVQZ and aug-cc-pVSZ, respectively).
range-separated methods, we have also used these two formu-

las for the RSH reference and the long-range correlation €Malated to the explicit description of short-range cottiels

ergy,beven thlgu dgh in this ((:ja?ellthde dtegendence on the Card"]f"ls not surprising that range-separated methods haveex fas
humber would deserve a detailed study. convergence because they leave the description of shagera

. ) i . Qorrelation to the short-range density functional. Theseits

20 intermolecular distances, with denser sampling arobed t are consistent with other studies, e.g. Refs. 22, 24. Nate th
gquilibrium distance. A third-ord_er polynomial is use.d for with the aug-cc-pV5Z basis set, éll the range—séparated—met
|nterpolat|o!‘1. The_hard core r.ad|us is taken as .t_he.d|sta.ncgds are essentially converged (98-99% of the CBS binding
;Nhere thg ;Jr!t%r_actlon energy '? 0, "’}Eﬂd th? _eqU|I|br]Lutr:11 d.'s'energy), therefore we will not use CBS extrapolations in the
ance and binding energy are ifrom the minimum ot the In'following. However, one should keep in mind that with this

]Eerpolated .intetr)ac_tior:jefnerg);]curve. Tge h(;;\rmdoni.c Vi.b:fﬂf basis set the full-range methods are not yet fully converged
requency is obtained from the second-order derivativéieft | ... 0\ 960 of the CBS binding energy.

energy curve at the equilibrium distance. &y dispersion
codficients, the interaction enerdy is calculated at seven
extra distance®&; from 30 to 60 bohr, and the cfirient is

. . . . B. Rare-gas dimers
estimated by averaging with the following formula

12 In Fig. 2, the interaction energy curves of 1ible,, Ar, and
Cs = exp| = Z (INEine(R)I + 6In(R)) |, (30) Kr,, obtained with the full-range and range-separated meth-
= ods are compared. As already known, full-range+iNfP2
o ) underestimates the interaction energy for the smallest sys
similarly to what has been done in Ref. 22. tems He and Ne, and overestimates it for the largest sys-
tems Ap and Kr. Full-range PBERPA gives an almost dis-
sociative curve for Hg and largely underestimates the in-
teraction energy for Ng Ar, and Kn. Using HF orbitals
in full-range RPA drastically improves the interaction ege
A. Basis set dependence curve for He, and to a least extend for hlebut gives less
binding for Ar, and Kr. Full-range HR-RPAX significantly
The convergence of the equilibrium binding energy ofimproves over full-range HFRPA, but still gives underesti-
Ar, with respect to the basis set size up to the CBSmated interaction energies. It can be noted that full-range
limit for the full-range methods HFMP2, PBErRPA, HF+RPAXx yieldsinteraction energy curves almostidentical to
HF+RPA, HF+CCSD(T) and for the range-separated methodghe full-range HREMP2 curves for Hg and Ne, and almost
RSH+IrMP2, RSH+IrRPA, RSH+IrRPAX, RSH-HIrCCSD(T)  identical to the full-range PBERPA curves for Ay and Krp.
is represented in Fig. 1. Full-range RPA with PBE orbitals ha Full-range HR-CCSD(T) gives systematically quite accurate
a very strong dependence on the basis size, as already notiederaction energies. Quite similarly to full-range HAP2,
(e.g. Refs. 20, 26). Full-range RPA with HF orbitals has athe range-separated R$HMP2 underestimates the interac-
bit weaker basis dependence, similar to full-rangerMiP2,  tion energy for He and Ne, and overestimates it for Ar
HF+RPAx and HR-CCSD(T). All the range-separated meth- and K. RSH+IrRPA tends to improve over both full-range
ods have essentially identical, very favorable basis setere PBE+RPA and HF-RPA but still leads to significantly under-
gence. Since the slow convergence of full-range methods isstimated interaction energies. REHRPAX improves over

IV.  APPLICATIONS
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TABLE I: Hard-core radiio- (bohr), equilibrium distanceR, (bohr), equilibrium binding energieB, (mhartree), harmonic vibrational fre-
quenciesve (cm™) and dispersion cdgcientsCg for ten homonuclear and heteronuclear rare-gas dimersdiffarent full-range and range-
separated methods with aug-cc-pV5Z basis. Mean absoluteriage errors (MA%E) are also given.

HF+MP2 PBErRPA HFRPA HF+RPAX HF+CCSD(T) RSHIrMP2 RSH+IrRPA RSH+IrRPAX RSH+IrCCSD(T) Estimated exatt

He,

o 5.20 6.81 5.34 5.18 5.03 5.35 5.39 5.25 5.17 5.02
Re 5.83 8.16 5.95 5.82 5.65 6.00 6.10 5.92 5.85 5.62
De 0.0208 0.0021  0.0145 0.0218 0.0313 0.0202 0.0183 0.0255 309.0 0.0348

We 26.9 4.5 24.1 27.4 33.6 26.2 22.3 28.6 30.4 34.3
Cs 1.13 1.36 0.88 1.14 1.46 1.42 1.34 1.67 1.91 1.461
He-Ne

o 5.32 5.81 5.44 5.29 5.13 5.33 5.38 5.27 5.19 5.16
Re 5.95 6.37 6.08 5.91 5.77 5.99 6.07 5.93 5.87 5.76
De 0.0401 0.0064 0.0284 0.0410 0.0609 0.0458 0.0401 0.0533 638.0 0.0660

We 28.8 13.0 23.8 29.5 34.3 28.4 26.2 30.9 335 36.1
Cs 2.43 2.77 1.84 2.32 3.07 3.12 2.84 3.44 4.04 3.029
He-Ar

o 6.02 6.31 6.27 6.11 5.92 6.01 6.14 5.99 5.87 5.92
Re 6.73 6.96 6.97 6.83 6.64 6.77 6.89 6.73 6.63 6.61
De 0.0736 0.0307 0.0424 0.0608 0.0874 0.0808 0.0616 0.0854 070.1 0.0937

We 32.3 24.1 25.9 29.4 35.7 315 29.0 33.3 37.4 36.0
Cs 9.1 9.1 6.1 7.6 11.6 10.6 8.7 10.8 12.6 9.538
He-Kr

o 6.38 6.67 6.67 6.50 6.28 6.35 6.52 6.34 6.22 6.25
Re 7.15 7.37 7.42 7.26 7.05 7.14 7.31 7.13 7.03 6.98
De 0.0747 0.0337  0.0423 0.0606 0.0881 0.0833 0.0613 0.0857 0840.1 0.0996

We 30.1 22.3 23.4 26.3 324 30.7 25.9 31.2 34.2 33.7
Cs 12.9 12.5 8.5 10.7 14.0 14.9 12.0 14.7 17.3 13.40
Ne,

o 5.47 5.63 5.57 5.43 5.28 5.36 5.43 5.33 5.27 5.23
Re 6.11 6.18 6.19 6.07 5.90 6.03 6.10 5.98 5.93 5.84
De 0.079 0.037 0.056 0.077 0.118 0.102 0.088 0.111 0.131 0.134
We 22.8 18.7 19.7 22.6 28.8 23.8 22.9 25.9 28.3 29.4
Cs 5.24 6.84 3.91 4.77 6.35 6.80 6.10 7.03 8.08 6.383
Ne-Ar

o 6.02 6.21 6.28 6.13 5.94 5.92 6.06 5.93 5.84 5.89
Re 6.72 6.87 7.01 6.85 6.65 6.66 6.80 6.67 6.59 6.57
De 0.163 0.095 0.092 0.126 0.189 0.196 0.147 0.192 0.235 0.211
We 25.3 21.6 17.4 22.6 27.7 27.2 23.0 26.9 29.3 28.7
Cs 19.2 18.9 12.5 15.2 18.2 22.6 18.3 21.8 25.3 19.50
Ne-Kr

o 6.31 6.53 6.61 6.46 6.24 6.20 6.36 6.23 6.14 6.17
Re 7.08 7.21 7.36 7.20 6.98 6.97 7.13 7.01 6.91 6.89
De 0.174 0.104 0.096 0.131 0.201 0.212 0.153 0.201 0.248 0.224
We 22.4 19.0 17.0 19.8 24.5 24.4 20.7 23.1 26.5 25.3
Cs 27.0 26.2 17.4 211 27.4 315 24.8 29.5 34.0 27.30
Ary

o 6.32 6.61 6.74 6.60 6.41 6.32 6.55 6.40 6.28 6.37
Re 7.10 7.36 7.52 7.37 7.17 7.11 7.34 7.18 7.07 7.10
De 0.483 0.269 0.215 0.289 0.414 0.484 0.308 0.420 0.542 0.454
We 32.7 255 21.4 255 30.7 321 255 30.0 335 32.1
Cs 76.3 58.6 42.9 52.0 64.5 80.7 57.4 69.6 85.0 64.30
Ar-Kr

o 6.55 6.85 7.00 6.85 6.65 6.55 6.80 6.64 6.52 6.59
Re 7.36 7.64 7.81 7.66 7.45 7.37 7.62 7.46 7.34 7.35
De 0.570 0.319 0.248 0.334 0.481 0.563 0.346 0.472 0.615 0.531
We 29.5 22.9 19.4 22.7 27.3 28.7 225 26.3 29.8 28.6
Cs 109.9 82.1 60.7 73.6 94.8 114.1 80.0 97.4 117.1 91.13
Kry

o 6.77 7.09 7.24 7.10 6.88 6.77 7.05 6.88 6.75 6.79
Re 7.60 7.90 8.08 7.92 7.70 7.61 7.89 7.72 7.60 7.58
De 0.691 0.388 0.296 0.396 0.575 0.671 0.397 0.542 0.713 0.638
We 251 19.8 16.2 19.7 23.2 24.4 19.2 21.9 25.0 24.4
Cs 159 116 86 105 132 162 109 134 163 129.6
MA%E (%)

o 2.1 9.3 6.3 3.8 0.7 1.8 3.9 15 1.0 0.0
Re 2.1 9.4 6.1 3.9 1.0 2.2 4.5 2.2 1.0 0.0
De 23 62 56 39 10 16 36 14 11 0.0
We 12 36 33 21 3.4 9.5 23 10 4.6 0.0
Cs 13 7.0 36 22 4.1 14 9.2 10 29 0.0

a From Ref. 66

both RSH-IrRPA and full-range HFRPAX; it still systemati-  interaction energy at medium and large distances.

cally underestimates the interaction energy at equilibriout

appears quite accurate at medium and large distances. On theThe hard-core radii, equilibrium distances, equilibrium

contrary, RSHIrCCSD(T) systematically overestimates the binding energies, harmonic vibrational frequencies arsd di
persion cofficients Cg for ten homonuclear and heteronu-
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Interaction energy curves of,Belg, and Ca calculated by full-range (left) and range-separated tfyigtethods. The
basis is cc-pV5Z. The accurate curves are from Refs. 67, 6&8n

clear rare-gas dimers calculated with the full-range andea  all similar accuracy than RSHRPAX, although th&Cg coef-
separated methods are given in Table I. The trends seen fitients tend to be globally more accurate in RSHRPAX.

Fig. 2 are confirmed. Full-range RPA (with PBE or HF or- Full-range HR-CCSD(T) gives the best results. Surpris-
bitals) yields very inaccurate equilibrium properties. llFu ingly, range separation tends to deteriorate the accurfcy o
range HR-RPAx improves over full-range HFRPA (with  CCSD(T), especially fo€¢ codticients. Nevertheless, among
the exception ofCq codficients which turn out to be quite the range-separated methods, REECSD(T) still gives the
good in PBE-RPA for these systems) but the errors remainbest equilibrium properties.

large. Range separation largely improves RPA and RPAXx.

RSH+IrRPAX gives much better equilibrium properties than

RSH+IrRPA, with mean absolute percentage errors smaller C. Alkaline-earth dimers
by more than a factor of two, while these two methods give
similar accuracy foCg codficients. Full-range HFMP2 is In Fig. 3, the interaction energy curves of BeMg,

reasonably accurate and range separation h_as a much smallery Ca, obtained with the full-range and range-separated
impact on it. For these systems, RSFMP2 gives an over-  mathods are compared. These systems have static corre-



TABLE II: Hard-core radiio- (bohr), equilibrium distanceR, (bohr), equilibrium binding energieB, (mhartree), harmonic vibrational
frequenciesv, (cm?t) and dispersion cdicientsCg for Bey, Mg, and Ca from different full-range and range-separated methods with cc-pV5Z
basis. Mean absolute percentage errors (MA%E) are alsa.give

HF+MP2 PBErRPA HF+RPA HF+RPAX HF+CCSD(T) RSHIrMP2 RSH+IFRPA RSH+IrRPAX RSH+IrCCSD(T) Estimated exact

Be,
o 4.44 434 559 5.30 4.16 4.25 4.50 4.27 3.87 2.01
Re 5.15 4.60 7.48 7.17 4.71 4.92 5.08 4.92 4.54 .63
De 1.92 0.58 0.39 0.56 2.70 2.95 1.24 2.81 6.92 431
we 139 297 34 37 242 199 152 198 315 267
Cs 256 164 138 180 195 232 149 213 274 914
Mg,
o 6.44 8.30 7.02 6.83 6.29 6.40 6.98 6.49 6.13 B.10
Re 7.66 1072 8.28 8.11 7.48 7.59 8.23 7.68 7.31 7.35
De 1.62 009  0.70 0.96 1.67 1.43 0.65 1.24 1.92 h.93
We a7 7.9 31 35 48 45 30 42 52 501
Cs 686 405 364 485 616 571 349 494 671 27
Ca
o 7.29 — 757 7.49 7.07 7.04 7.33 7.11 6.85 6.88
Re 8.57 — 876 8.72 8.30 8.25 8.47 8.30 8.05 8.09
De 3.85 — 2.37 2.78 4.71 4.03 2.48 3.55 5.10 5.02
We 56 — 44 a7 64 60 50 57 68 63.7
Cs 2574 1335 1301 1710 2311 2090 1173 1617 2224 221
MAJ%E (%)
o 7.4 — 22 18 3.2 4.4 11 5.4 15 0.0
Re 7.1 — 28 24 2.0 3.8 8.7 4.5 1.0 0.0
De 32 — 69 61 19 26 63 33 21 0.0
We 23 — 53 48 5.3 14 35 18 9.1 0.0
Cs 15 33 40 21 5.0 7.7 41 16 12 0.0
a From Ref. 67
b From Ref. 68
¢ From Ref. 69
4 From Ref. 70

lation efects, especially Be and are thus more challeng- V. CONCLUSIONS

ing for the single-reference methods tested here. Fufigan
PBE+RPA gives unphysical interaction energy curves, with
a large bump for Bg and with essentially no bond for
Mg, and Ca. Full-range HR-RPA yields an almost dis-

sociative curve for Bgwith no bump (which is consistent ! _ ' SEHC
with Ref. 43), and physically reasonable curves for,Ngd density-functional theory with random phase approxinretio

Ca. Full-range HR-RPAX moderately improves over full- including or not the long-range Hartree-Fock exchange re-
range HR-RPA. Among the full-range methods, HFMP2 sponse_kernel (referred to as REFRPA and_ RS&!rRPAx,

and HR-CCSD(T) clearly give the best interaction energy '€SPectively) are then obtained as well-identified approx-
curves. As for rare-gas dimers, RSFRPA always largely imations on the long-range Green-function _self-energy
underestimates the interaction energy. RSMP2 and [Eds. (22) and (23)]. The long-range Green function does not

RSH+IrRPAx give much less underestimated interaction enY&y along the adiabatic connection at the RSRPA and
ergies, with RSHIrMP2 being a bit more accurate for Mg RSH+IrRPAX levels, which makes these schemes relatively
and Ca. While RSH+IrCCSD(T) largely overestimates the simple compared to the exact theory. In practice,. RBRIPA
interaction energy for Be it is remarkably accurate for Mg 2nd RSHIrRPAx have been applied in a spin-restricted
and Ca. We note that RSHIrCCSD(T) could be made more closed-shell formalism, in which both schemes only include

accurate for Beby choosing a larger range-separation param_spin-singlet _o_r_bital excitations, and thus are not subject
eteru [71]. triplet instabilities.

We have expounded the details of a formally exact
adiabatic-connection fluctuation-dissipation density-
functional theory based on range separation. Range-separa

These range-separated RPA-type schemes have been tested
on rare-gas and alkaline-earth dimers, featuring chaitteng
weak (van der Waals) interactions. Both range separatidn an

The hard-core radii, equilibrium distances, equilibriuminclusion of the exact Hartree-Fock response kernel lgrgel
binding energies, harmonic vibrational frequencies arsd di improve the accuracy of RPA. The R$HRPAx method ap-
persion cofficientsCg for Be,, Mg, and Ca are given in  pears as a reasonably accurate method for weak interactions
Table II. It is confirmed that range separation largely im-but globally less accurate for equilibrium properties than
proves the equilibrium properties of RPA and RPAx. Again,the more intensive range-separated coupled-cluster metho
RSH+IrRPAX is much more accurate than R8IFRPA, with  Although, for the small systems considered here, range-
mean absolute percentage errors smaller by about a factor séparated second-order perturbation theory (R8WP2)
two. Range separation also overall brings a significant imturns out to yield results similarly as accurate as thosmfro
provement in MP2. Among the range-separated methodfSH+IrRPAXx (and in fact more accurate for M@nd Ca),
RSH+IrCCSD(T) gives the best equilibrium properties. a recent investigation [72] shows that R8FRPAX corrects
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the overestimation of the binding energy in REHMP2 for  stationary with respect t#,, and reintegrating betweein= 0
larger weakly-interacting stacked complexes, such asgéhe b anda =1
zene dimer.

1
Err=Ero+ [ diCraMe). (A%)
0
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Appendix A: Adiabatic-connection fluctuation-dissipation 1t ’ Ay’ RN
i density-functional theory P Ee = 2 j; d1 f dxadXa0x; AXpW(X1, X2: X3, X5)
XPc (X1, X2; X3, X5),  (A6)
In this appendix, we outline a general, formally
exact adiabatic-connection fluctuation-dissipation #gns Wherew(xa, xz; x3,X5) is the interaction potential correspond-
functional theory, using Green-function many-body theorying to the operatoW andPg (X1, X2; X7, X5) is the correlation
For further details on standard Green'’s function theorg, separt of the two-particle density matrix along the adiabeatin-
e.g. Refs. 73-76. nection.
This exposition encompasses both standard full-range
many-body theory and range-separated density-functional
1. Adiabatic connection theory. Indeed, |1K0 is the Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian (i.e.,
Ko = T + Vie + VHX HE), W is the standard Mgller- Plesset
uctuation perturbation operator (|W Wee — VHxHF) and
F[n] = 0 then Eq. (A6) yields the full-range many-body cor-
relation energy, defined with respect to the Hartree-Foek en
ergy. Similarly, with the corresponding long-range opersit
Ko =T + Ve + V| e andW = Wi, - VIt . and the short-
R R range density functionl[n] = EX Il Eq. (A6) yields now
where K is an arbitrary one-particle Hamiltoniay is a  the long-range correlation energy, defined with respedtéo t
perturbation operator (generally, the sum of a two-paticl RSH energy [Eq. (5)].
operatorWee and an one-particle operator) affin] is a 1-
independent density functional. The minimizing multidete
minant wave functionV’, satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equa- 2. One-particle Green function
tion

We consider the following adiabatic connection defined byﬂ
the A-dependent energy

E, = man{(kPlRo + AW + Flny]}, (A1)

A The one-particle Green function along the adiabatic con-
HAW,) = Eal¥a), (A2)  nection is defined as

whereg, is the Lagrange multiplier for the normalization con- Gi(1,2) = —iCPAT[P (1) (NP, (A7)
straint, andH, is the dfective Hamiltonian along the adiabatic
connection where 1= (xg,t1) and 2 = (X, 1) refer to space- spln and
time coordinatesy, (1) = ™itj(x,)e it and vh(2) =
e'H"ZW(x )e"H*t2 are the annihilation and creation operators
in the Heisenberg picture, and is the Wick time-ordering
operator.

A Dyson-type equation connects the inverseyfto the
inverse of the Green function associated with the one-elact
HamiltonianKp + V,, denoted byGy ,,

|:|/1 = Ro + /1\7\/4- \7,1, (A3)

whereV, = [dr 6F[ny,]/6n(r) A(r) is a self-consistent one-
particle potential operator. Note thht,_; is not necessar-
ily the physical Hamiltonian. This adiabatic connectimkls's
the energy of interesk,-; to the reference energy,-o =
((I)o|K0|<Do> + F[ng,] calculated with the single-determinant

wave function®y = ¥, of the reference Hamiltoniay = G1(1,2) = G/4(1,2) - =4(L, 2), (A8)
Ko + Vo. The one-particle density is not kept constant with '
respect tol. which can be considered as the definition of the self-energy

An adiabatic connection formula fd&,-1 is found by tak-  X,. In turn, the inverse o6y, can be expressed from the in-
ing the derivative ofE, with respect to1, noting thatE, is  verse of the Green functid@q of the reference Hamiltonian
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Ho = Ko + Vo asGy} = Gg* — [ — VoI, wherev, andvo are  and finally, using Egs. (A14)-(A16) in Eq. (A13), the Bethe-
the one-electron potentials associated WifrandV, respec- ~ Salpeter equation for, writes
tively. -1 cqr oy -1 L1 LA

Fgr time-independent Hamiltonians, the Green function (L2 T.2) = X121, 2) = (L. 21 1.2). - (AL7)
only depends on the timefterencer = t; — t;, so one de-
finesG,(x1, X2; 7) = Ga(Xats, X2tz), which has a discontinu- 4. Fluctuation-dissipation theorem
ity at r = 0. The one-particle den§ity rrlatrh@,ﬂ(xl, X2) =
(Palfa (X1, X2)[¥), with Ay(x1, X2) = ¥ (X2)¥(X1), can be ob-

i A Similarly to the expression of the one-particle density ma-
tained from the limitr — 0~

trix in terms of the one-particle Green function [Eq. (A9)],
the two-particle density matrix can be extracted from the
polarization propagator.  Defining (X1, X2; X, X5;7) =
xa(Xaty, Xotz; X7, X5t7), i.e. the polarization propagator with
3. Four-point polarization propagator timest; — t7 andt), — tJ which depends only on the time dif-
ferencer = t; — tp, itis easy to check that in the limit— 0,
after applying the time-ordering operator in Eq. (A11l) asd u

Cozzgcl‘t(i)g;-!Jso(;r:ﬁr;](()alggzsatlon propagator along the adiabati ing Eqg. (A9), one has the following relation

iva(X1, Xo; X5, X5, 7 =07) = (PylN1(Xo, X5)N1 (X1, X3P
(L2 T.2) = 1 [Gaa(L.2: T.2) - Gy(L. 1)G(2.2)]. (X1, X3 X7, X5; T ) = (FPalhe(x2 ) 2)N1(X1 /1)| )
(A10) —Ng (X, Xl) N1 a(X2, Xz)-
whereG; , is the two-particle Green function (A18)
A A A A The two-particle density matrixng y(Xq, X2; X}, X’ =
oy — Fan (s A particle density 2.4(X1, X2; X7, X5)
Coald 211, 2) = ~(alTWa(LWa(@2) (200, (2 )]H&)il) (Pl ()0 (XD (X)) (x2)[¥1) can thus be expressed as

Alternatively, using the Schwinger derivative technigye, N (X1, X25 X1, X5) = (Walfa (X2, X5) P (X1, X7) [P
can be expressed as the functional derivative of the one- —5(X, = X2)Ny (X2, X5)
particle Green function with respect to the two-point ptitdn . T2

Nya(X1, X2) = =G (Xg, X2; 7 = 07). (A9)

v, (see, e.g., Refs. 73, 76) = xa(X1, X2; X3, X5, 7 = 07)
+n1.1 (X1, X1)N1.2(X2, X
(1,2;1,2) = REZICEY (A12) —52;'(-1 X §)n “(i Zx'i) (A19)
X/l s &y ’ - 6V/1(2/,2) . 1 2)11LA\A L, 2/

. o o The correlation part of the two-particle density matfix, =
The four-point polarization propagator satisfies a soecall , _n, ,_yis thus

Bethe-Salpeter equation that directly stems from the Dyson

equation of Eq. (A8). Considering variations with respect t Pea(X1, X2, X1, X5) = ixa(X1, X2; X3, X0, 7 = 07)
iG, (achieved through variations gf) yields —ixo(X1, X2; X}, Xy, 7= 07)
v ! Aa(X1, X2; X, X5), A20
GHLY)  GALY)  sn (L) A2 (1, X2 X3, X5) (A20)
- 6G:(2,2) - 5G.(2,2) + '5(31(2,, 2) (A13)  whereyo is the polarization propagator of the non-interacting

_ _ _ reference system for = 0, andA, is a term coming from the
The term on the left-hand side of Eq. (A13) gives straightfor variation of the one-particle density matrix along the adiic
wardly connection
6GHLY)
_I —_—
dG.(2,2)

Aa(X1, X2, X1, X5) = Ny (X1, XN a(Xa, X5)
—6(X] — X2)Npa(X1, X5)
= xpa(1,2;1,2), (A14) —N10(X1, X)N1,0(X2, X5)

whereyipi(L 2;1,2) = —iG,(1,2)G.(2 1) is a so-called 004 ~ X2)Molxa, X5). - (A21)
independent-particle (IP) polarization propagator [7The  Using Eq. (A9), one can also express this term with the Green
first term on the right-hand side of Eqg. (A13) gives the in-function asA, = I'[G,]-T'[Gg] where we define the functional
verse of the four-point polarization propagator, accagdin = I' as
Eg. (A12),

G LG 2. 1)

ING] = —-G(x1,x};7=07)G(X2, X5 7=07)
oGL(1, 1 11 +0(Xy = X2)iIG (X1, X5; T = 07). (A22)
SO e o2y, (as) R

0Gi(2.2)  6Ga(2.2) Finally, introducing the Fourier transform of
X2; X1, X5; 7) in terms of the frequenay,

and the second term is the so-called Bethe-Salpeter fant-po Xa(xa,

kernel . S
(X1, X2; X3, X5, 7= 07) = - — 0
55,(1,1) ! L7 27

5G,(2.2) ~ L(.2:1.2). (A16) XY (X1, X2; X3, Xp5 @), (A23)
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we arrive at the form of the fluctuation-dissipation thatvge u  where both and| refer to occupied orbitals and badlandb

“ dw o ,
5 €7 Pk, X2 X4, X5 )

—xo(X1, Xa; X4, X; @) [+A1 (X1, Xo X1, X5).  (A24)

Pea(X1, X2; X3, X5) = —

Appendix B: Random phase approximation in an orbital basis

to virtual orbitals. The matrix is thus diagonal, and theesirse
of yo has the following 2 2 supermatrix representation

Ae O 10
(57 &)-elo S)) e
whereAeia jb = (€a — )dijdan, €ach block matrices being re-

indexed with the composite indicesand jb.
In the RPA and RPAX approximations, the Bethe-Salpeter

Mo(w)™ =

In this appendix, we give the working equations in an or-kernel of Eq. (A16) is approximated as the frequency-
bital basis resulting from the many-body theory outlined inindependent Hartree(-Fock) form [Egs. (19) and (20)]

Appendix A, in the special case of a random phase approxi-

mation (RPA)-type simplification. For further details, seg.
Refs. 26, 53, 78, 79.

1. Expressions in a spin-orbital basis

In the RPA and RPAXx approximations, the Green function

does not vary along the adiabatic connection, &g. = G,
which implies that the independent-particle polarizapoop-
agator [Eq. (A14)] is just the non-interacting referencapo
ization propagatoryip.a(1,2;1,2) = —iGo(1,2)Go(2, 1) =

fa(X1, X2 X3, X5) = AWee(r12)[0(X1 — X})d(X2 — X5)
=& 0(x1 = X3)6(X} — X2)],
wherewe(r12) is a two-particle interaction, arfd= 0 oré = 1

for RPA and RPAX, respectively. This kernel has the follagvin
supermatrix elements

(BS)

f dxq dxadx} dX5ep(X;)dg(X1)

X fa(X1, X2; X, X5)7 (X2)¢s(X5)
A[{arWed ps) — &(QrWedsp)] ,

([F/I)po,rs =

(B6)

xo(1,2;1,2), and in the.fluctuation-dissipat_ion theorem of \yhere (qriWedps) are the two-electron integrals. The su-
Eq. (A24) the term coming from the variation of the one- permatrix representation of the interacting polarizationp-

particle density matrix vanishes, = 0.

agatory, is then found from the Bethe-Salpeter equation

The frequency-dependent non-interacting polarizationgq. (A17)] written in the spin-orbital basis
propagator has the following well-known Lehmann represen-

tation

7 (X})Pa(X1)$a(X5)¢i(X2)

w-(6a—§g)+10*

Xo(X1, X X}, Xo; w) = Z
5 GO0 )

w+ (6a—g)—10*

. (BY

where¢p(x) and ey are the spin orbitals and corresponding

eigenvalues of the reference system, andda run over oc-
cupied and virtual spin orbitals, respectively. Henggcan

be completely represented in the basis of spin-orbital pro

ucts,¢p,(X1)¢q(X1), wherep refer to an occupied orbital areg
to a virtual orbital, and vice versa, with matrix elements

(Mo(@))pgrs = f dixadixotX; Xy (X,) 65 60)
Xx0(X1, X2; X7, X5; W)y (X2)Ps(X5). (B2)

Assuming orthonormality of the spin orbitals, the matrig-el
ments are easily calculated

6ij0ab

To(@iajp = —~— PR (B3a)
(Mo(w))aip; = e (65”_523 —o (B3b)
(Mo(@))aijp = (MNo(w))iapj =0, (B3c)

Mi(w)™ = Mo(w)™-F,

A, B, 10
(5 & )els S e
whereA ; andB, are the so-called orbital rotation Hessians

(Adiajp = (€a— &)dijoap
+A[(iblWeda ) — &(iblWed ja)] ,

(B8a)

(B/l)ia,jb =4 [(abNVeéij) - f(auwedjiﬂ . (BSb)

dWe need to consider the linear response non-Hermitian eigen

value equation

Ay Ba [ Xna ) _ 1 0\ Xna

(B; A )(YM =onilo o1 )\ vo, ) B9
whose solutions come in pairs: positive excitation ener-
gies wn, with eigenvectorg X, ,, Yna), and opposite (de-
)excitation energies-wn, Wwith eigenvectors(Y;J,X;J).
Choosing the normalization of the eigenvectors so that
x"n"dxm,} - YLYW = Gnm, the supermatrixly(w) can be
expressed as the following spectral representation (where
sum is over eigenvectors with positive excitation enejgies

_ 1 Xna \ (gt vyt
@) = | s vt ) (X Vi) €20

n

1 Y * . .
——————— ™ (Yo X3 ) | B12
w+wn,/1—i0+(X;J)( na n,A)} (B11)



The fluctuation-dissipation theorem [Eq. (A24)] leads ® th
supermatrix representation of the correlation part of tie- t
particle density matri¥., (using contour integration in the
upper half of the complex plane)

0 da) FreT
Per = - ﬁemo [MMa(w) = To(w)]
YiaYo Y;AX:&) (0 0)
= VRV - (B12)
Zn:(xn,/lYn,/l Xn,/lxn,/l 01

the simple contribution coming frorfilp(w) resulting from
its diagonal form [Egs. (B3)], and the correlation energy
[Eq. (AB)] has the following expression in spin-orbital lsas

1

1
B = 5 [ 013 pAMANPe Do

2 pars
[ WYy
2 Jo ia,jb n

+i] |Wee|ab>(Yn,A)ra(xn,A)jb + (ablWedi >(xn,1)?a(Yn,A)jb

@l (60 X - o] | (L3

{(ib|wee|aj>(Yn,/l)i*a(Yn,/l)jb

where out of the integralgpgwiqr) associated with the
general perturbation operator only the integrals of theetyp
(ibWedaj) associated with the two-electron contribution of

13
2. Expressions for spin-restricted closed-shell calculains

For spin-restricted closed-shell calculations, the eigen
tors Xn.1, Yna) can be transformed into spin-singlet excita-
tion/diexcitation vectors

the perturbation operator survive because of the occupied-

virtual/occupied-virtual structure of the two-particle density
matrix. Using now real spin orbitals, the correlation eryerg
can be simplified to

1t o
B =3 f di Z<Ib|wee|aj>(Pc,/l)ia,jb, (B14)
0 —
ia,jb
where
(Pe.iajb = Z (Xna+ Ynia (Xna + Yna)jp = 6ijdan,
n
(B15)
or, in matrix form,
(B16)

Pca = Z (Xna+ Yna) Xna + Yn,/l)T -1
n

Using the well-known fact that, iA; + B, andA, — B, are
positive definite, the non-Hermitian eigenvalue equat®®)(
with real spin orbitals can be transformed into the follogvin
half-size symmetric eigenvalue equation

MaZns = i, Znas (B17)

where M, (Al - B,l)l/z (Al + B/l) (Al - B,l)l/z and with
eigenvectorsZ,; = +wni(A1—B) ™2 (Xna+ Yna), and
using the spectral decompositiom,/* = 3, WAZnaZl ),

the correlation two-particle density matrR., can be ex-

pressed as

Poi=(A1-B)Y2MY?(A,-By)Y2-1.  (B18)

1
(Xnia = 72 [(Xn,/l)iTaT + (Xn,/l)ilaL] ’ (B19a)
1 1
Cynda = 5 [(Vadgar + (Vo] (B29D)
and spin-triplet excitatigidiexcitation vectors
1
*%n1)ia = % [(Xn,ﬂ)iTaT - (Xn,A)im]’ (B20a)
3,0, 1
C%n)ia = 7 (Yot = (Yaddya|.  (B20b)
(3’71Xn,/1)ia = (Xn,/l)iTa.L s (B20c)
Cynia = (Yo » (B20d)
(3’1Xn,/l)ia = (x“wﬂ)iLaT ) (B20e)
Ctynia = (Ynaira, - (B20f)

the indices, a, j, b referring now to spatial orbitals. With this
transformation, the linear response eigenvalue equaBéi (
decouples into a singlet eigenvalue equation

(550 )=

with the singlet orbital rotation Hessians

lA/1 lB,1
lB;kl lA;

10
0 -1

1
Xn, A

)(y

1
nA

1
Xn, A

1
Yn,a

_1
= "Wna

), (B21)

(1A4)ia’jb = (€ — €)dij0ab
+A[2(ib|Weda j) — &(ibIWed ja)] , (B22a)

(1Bl)ia,j = 1[2(abWedij) — £(abWedji)],  (B22b)
and three identical triplet eigenvalue equations
3 3 3 3
A, °B, Xna | _ 3 10 Xn,2
5 )33 25 o

with the triplet orbital rotation Hessians

(SA’l)ia, b~
(%8.)

(€a— Ei)(sij(sab — A&(ib\Wed ja), (B24a)

ap = —AE(@bIWed ). (B24b)



Performing the sums over spins in the correlation energy exyhere!M ; = (1Al - 151)1/2 (1A4 + 1BA) (1A4 - 131)

pression of Eq. (B14), one gets, for real spatial orbitals,

Ec

1t L
EJ; d/lZ(IbIWeeIaD(ch,A)ia,jb, (B25)

ia.jb

where remains only the contribution from the spin-singlet-
adapted correlation two-particle density matrtRy,)ia, b =
21210 2ot L (Ped)ioiary, josbo» Which can be calculated sim-
ilarly as before

2 [Z (lXM + 1Yn,/1) (an,/l + lYn,A)T - 1]

n
2 |:(1A/1 _ lB/l)l/2 lM/;l/Z (lA/l _ lB/l)l/2 _ 1] ,
(B26)

Pea

14

1/2

[1] P. Hohenberg and W. Kohn, Phys. R&@6, B 864 (1964).

[2] W. Kohn and L. J. Sham, Phys. Re&v0, A1133 (1965).

[3] J. Toulouse, F. Colonna, and A. Savin, Phys. ReV0A062505
(2004).

[4] T. Leininger, H. Stoll, H.-J. Werner, and A. Savin, Chdpys.
Lett. 275 151 (1997).

[5] R. Pollet, A. Savin, T. Leininger, and H. Stoll, J. ChenhyB.
116, 1250 (2002).

[6] J. K. Pedersen and H. J. A. Jensen, unpublished.

[7] E. Fromager, J. Toulouse, and H. J. A. Jensen, J. Chens. Phy
126, 074111 (2007).

[8] E. Fromager, F. Réal, P. Wahlin, U. Wahlgren, and H. J. A.
Jensen, J. Chem. Phyis31, 054107 (2009).

[9] J. G. Angyan, I. C. Gerber, A. Savin, and J. Toulouse, Phys.
Rev. A72, 012510 (2005).

[10] I. C. Gerber and J. GAngyan, Chem. Phys. Letd16, 370
(2005). ;

[11] I. C. Gerber and J. GAngyan, J. Chem. Phy4.26 044103
(2007).

[12] E. Goll, T. Leininger, F. R. Manby, A. Mitrushchenkov,.H
J. Werner, and H. Stoll, Phys. Chem. Chem. PHg;.3353
(2008).

[13] B. G. Janesko and G. E. Scuseria, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys.
9677 (2009).

[14] E. Goll, H.-J. Werner, and H. Stoll, Phys. Chem. Chenys?h
7, 3917 (2005).

[15] E. Goll, H.-J. Werner, H. Stoll, T. Leininger, P. Goridggi, and
A. Savin, Chem. Phyf829 276 (2006).

[16] E. Goll, H. Stoll, C. Thierfelder, and P. Schwerdtfegehys.
Rev. A76, 032507 (2007).

[17] E. Goll, H.-J. Werner, and H. Stoll, Chem. Phyl6 257
(2008).

[18] E. Goll, M. Ernst, F. Moegle-Hofacker, and H. Stoll, Jhein.
Phys.130, 234112 (2009).

[19] E. Fromager, R. Cimiraglia, and H. J. A. Jensen, Phys. Re
81, 024502 (2010). i

[20] J. Toulouse, I. C. Gerber, G. Jansen, A. Savin, and AnGyan,
Phys. Rev. Lett102, 096404 (2009).

[21] B. G. Janesko, T. M. Henderson, and G. E. Scuseria, JnChe
Phys.130, 081105 (2009).

[22] B. G. Janesko, T. M. Henderson, and G. E. Scuseria, JnChe

Phys.131, 034110 (2009).

[23] B. G. Janesko and G. E. Scuseria, J. Chem. PI8%.154106
(2009).

[24] J. Paier, B. G. Janesko, T. M. Henderson, G. E. Scuseria,
A. Griineis, and G. Kresse, J. Chem. Piy&2 094103 (2010).

[25] Z. Yan, J. P. Perdew, and S. Kurth, Phys. Rev6RB. 16430
(2000).

[26] F. Furche, Phys. Rev. 84, 195120 (2001).

[27] F. Aryasetiawan, T. Miyake, and K. Terakura, Phys. Reit.
88, 166401 (2002).

[28] T. Miyake, F. Aryasetiawan, T. Kotani, M. v. Schilfgaia,
M. Usuda, and K. Terakura, Phys. Rev.@8, 245103 (2002).

[29] M. Fuchs and X. Gonze, Phys. Rev6B, 235109 (2002).

[30] Y. M. Niquet and X. Gonze, Phys. Rev. 1, 245115 (2004).

[31] M. Fuchs, Y. M. Niquet, X. Gonze, and K. Burke, J. Chem.
Phys.122 094116 (2005).

[32] F. Furche and T. V. Voorhis, J. Chem. Ph{22 164106 (2005).

[33] N. E. Dahlen, R. van Leeuwen, and U. von Barth, Phys. Rev.
73, 012511 (2006).

[34] A. Marini, P. Garcia-Gonzalez, and A. Rubio, PhysvReett.
96, 136404 (2006).

[35] H. Jiang and E. Engel, J. Chem. Ph$27, 184108 (2007).

[36] J. Harl and G. Kresse, Phys. Rev. &, 045136 (2008).

[37] F. Furche, J. Chem. Phys29 114105 (2008).

[38] G. E. Scuseria, T. M. Henderson, and D. C. Sorensen,&mCh
Phys.129 231101 (2008).

[39] X. Ren, P. Rinke, and M. Schiter, Phys. Rev. BB0, 045402
(2009).

[40] D. Lu, Y. Li, D. Rocca, and G. Galli, Phys. Rev. Left02
206411 (2009).

[41] J. Harl and G. Kresse, Phys. Rev. Ldi®3 056401 (2009).

[42] H.-V. Nguyen and S. de Gironcoli, Phys. Rev. B, 205114
(2009).

[43] H.-V. Nguyen and G. Galli, J. Chem. Phy2, 044109 (2010).

[44] A. Gruneis, M. Marsman, J. Harl, L. Schimka, and G. kKes
J. Chem. Physl31, 154115 (2009).

[45] M. Hellgren and U. von Barth, J. Chem. Phyl82 044101
(2010).

[46] J. Harl, L. Schimka, and G. Kresse, Phys. Re\8B 115126
(2010).

[47] S. Ismail-Beigi, Phys. Rev. B1, 195126 (2010).



15

[48] A. Ruzsinszky, J. P. Perdew, and G. |. Csonka, J. Chemoih  [63] A. Wilson, D. Woon, K. Peterson, and T.H.Dunning, J. @he

Comput.6, 127 (2010). Phys.110, 7667 (1999).
[49] J. Toulouse, A. Savin, and H.-J. Flad, Int. J. Quantuner@h  [64] J. Koput and K. A. Peterson, J. Phys. Chem.186 9595
100, 1047 (2004). (2002).
[50] J. Toulouse, F. Colonna, and A. Savin, J. Chem. Phg®, [65] K. L. Schuchardt, B. T. Didier, T. Elsethagen, L. SunGuru-
014110 (2005). moorthi, J. Chase, J. Li, and T. L. Windus, J. Chem. Inf. Model
[51] S. Paziani, S. Moroni, P. Gori-Giorgi, and G. B. BachgRhys. 47, 1045 (2007).
Rev. B73, 155111 (2006). [66] K. T. Tang and J. P. Toennies, J. Chem. PRy 4976 (2003).
[52] The short-range self-energy correctith} is wrongly missing  [67] I. Rgeggen and L. Veseth, Int. J. Quantum Chéd®i, 201
in Eq. (11) of Ref. 20. However, in practice, this term vaeish (2005).
in the RPA or RPAX approximation so that the results of Ref. 20[68] W. J. Balfour and A. E. Douglas, Can. J. Ph¥8, 901 (1970).
are correct. [69] O. Allard, A. Pashov, H. Knockel, and E. Tiemann, PHysv.
[53] A. D. McLachlan and M. A. Ball, Rev. Mod. PhyS86, 844 A 66, 042503 (2002).
(1964). [70] S. G. Porsev and A. Derevianko, Phys. Rew63\ 020701(R)
[54] A. Szabo and N. S. Ostlund, J. Chem. Pt§/5.4351 (1977). (2002). ;
[55] H.-J. Werner, P. J. Knowles, R. Lindh, F. R. Manby, M. 8zh  [71] P. Reinhardt, J. Toulouse, J. @ngyan, and A. Savin, unpub-
et al.,Molpro, version 2008.2, a package of ab initio programs lished. ]
(2008), see www.molpro.net. [72] W. Zhu, J. Toulouse, A. Savin, and J. @ngyan, J. Chem.
[56] I. C. Gerber and J. GAngyan, Chem. Phys. Letd15 100 Phys.132 244108 (2010).
(2005). [73] G. Strinati, Rivista del Nuovo Cimenthl, 1 (1988).
[57] J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev..[/att  [74] E. K. U. Gross, E. Runge, and O. Heinonktany-particle the-
3865 (1996). ory (Verlag Adam Hilger, Bristol, 1991).
[58] In the context of density-functional theory RPA is ukyale- [75] G. Onida, L. Reining, and A. Rubio, Rev. Mod. Phyd, 601
rived from the Kohn-Sham reference, while in the context of (2002).

many-body perturbation theory (see appendices) RPA is usuf76] F. Bruneval, Ph.D. thesis, Ecole Polytechnique (2005)
ally derived from the HF reference. Therefore, both RBRPA [77] The inverse of a 4-point functiog(1,2; 1',2’) is defined ac-

and HF+RPA are theoretically justified. cording to f d1d2y(1,2; 1,20 12, 1;4,3) = 5(1,3)5(2, 4).
[59] T. H. Dunning, J. Chem. Phy80, 1007 (1989). [78] R. McWeenyMethods of Molecular Quantum Mechanics. Sec-
[60] D. Woon and T. Dunning, J. Chem. Phg8, 1358 (1993). ond Edition(Academic Press, London, 1992).
[61] D. Woon and T. Dunning, J. Chem. Ph{€0 2975 (1994). [79] F. Furche, J. Chem. Phykl14, 5982 (2001).

[62] D. Feller, . Comput. Chemi7, 1571 (1996).



