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Abstract

Electron correlation effects are essential for an accualataitio description of molecules.
A guantitativea priori knowledge of the single- or multi-reference nature of etadt struc-
tures as well as of the dominant contributions to the catimleenergy can facilitate the deci-
sion regarding the optimum quantum chemical method of ehditte propose concepts from
guantum information theory as orbital entanglement messthrat allow us to evaluate the
single- and multi-reference character of any molecularcstire in a given orbital basis set. By

studying these measures we can detect possible artifastaaif active spaces.
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The correlation energy is defined as the difference betweegitound-state energy of a one-
determinant wave function, the Hartree—Fock determiraantt the exact solution of the Schrodinger
equation. Qualitatively speaking, it is caused by eledtrotieractioné beyond the mean-field ap-
proach. Even though agxactseparation of the correlation energy into individual cimttions is
not possible, one usually divides correlation effects thtee different classes which are denoted
dynami¢ nondynami@ndstatic Although unique definitions of static, nondynamic and dyia
electron correlation do not exist, the dynamic part is aersgd to be responsible for keeping elec-
trons apart and is attributed to a large number of configumati.e., Slater determinants or config-
uration state functions, with small (absolute) coeffickantthe wave function expansion, while the
nondynamic and static contributions involve only some ihetieants with large (absolute) weights
which are necessary for an appropriate treatment of the-geggneracy of orbitalé=* In par-
ticular, static electron correlation embraces a suitabialination of determinants to account for
proper spin symmetries and their interactions, whereadyramic correlation is required to allow
a molecule to separate correctly into its fragmetts.

An accurate treatment of dynamic, nondynamic and statietairon effects is covered by the
full configuration interaction (FCI) solutioAHowever, its steep and unfavorable scaling with the
size of the molecule limits the applicability of the FCI apach to systems containing a small
number of electrons and small atomic basis sets. In orddutty $arger (chemically interesting)
molecules, the FCI wave function needs to be approximatedhatan be achieved by either
single-reference or multi-reference quantum chemicahou.

While single-reference approaches like, for instance |&telPlesset perturbation theory or the
coupled cluster (CC) ansatz, are able to capture the |lgpgeisof the dynamic correlation energy,
the missing nondynamic and static contributions can beviezed by a multi-reference treatment.
However, the application of multi-reference methods repnés a far more difficult and computa-
tionally expensive task compared to a single-referenagysttielectronic structures. Furthermore,
employing any wave-function based electron correlatigor@gch requires soneepriori knowl-

edge about the interplay of dynamic, nondynamic and stiatren correlation effects.



Over the past few decades, a number of different diagnasils have been developed to char-
acterize the single- or multi-refence nature of molecujastems in order to validate the quality
and performance of single-reference quantum chemicaladsthFor instance, if the absolute or
squared weight of the reference configuration @geoefficient) obtained from a CI calculation
are above a certain threshol@y(> 0.95 orCS > 0.90), the electronic structure is considered to
be of single-reference natufeAs an alternative measure, Laeal.®=2 proposed to analyze the
Euclidean norm of thé; amplitudes optimized in a CC calculation which is usuallyated as
T1 diagnostics. It was shown that single-reference CC can hsidered accurate when tfe
diagnostic is smaller than.@2 for main group elemeri<:° and 0.05 for transition metaig-12
and actinide compounds;14respectively. Since, however, the above mentioned aiteaize not
been rigorously defined and turn out to be system- and medkpdndent, additional measures
abbreviated byD; andD» which are based on single and double excitations were inted to
assess the quality of a single-reference CC calculdfioh. Although such diagnostic tools can
reveal deeper insights into the electronic structure olmues, they present arposteriorianaly-
sis of the performance of quantum chemical calculationdaGmo universal measures have been
introduced to quantify the electron correlation effecta most general fashion that can be applied
to both single-reference and multi-reference problems.

Since electron correlation effects are caused by the ictieraof electrons that occupy specific
orbitals used to construct the Slater determinant basistaitive way to study electron correla-
tion is to measure the interaction among any pair of orbialhe interaction of one orbital with
the remaining ones which are incorporated in a FCI wave fanctThus, a universal procedure
of quantifying the entanglement between orbitals is souglder the constraint that no artificial
truncation of the complets-particle Hilbert space is performed. The latter is requiieeexclude
any method-dependent error in the diagnostic analysistlikerestriction to a predefined exci-
tation hierarchy or to some zeroth-order wave function. Hitient approach to systematically
approximate the FCI solution even for large molecules amdpteated electronic structures is to

apply conceptually different electron correlation methtikle the density matrix renormalization



group (DMRG) algorithm developed by Whit€. DMRG allows us to treat large active orbital
space$?2without a predefined truncation of the compltgarticle Hilbert space.

The interaction between orbitals can then be calculatedammg concepts from quantum
information theory. Different entanglement measures len introduced into the DMRG algo-
rithm almost a decade ago which are routinely applied inrai@accelerate DMRG convergence
towards the global energy minimum and paved the way for blaokDMRG calculationg? In
this respect, some of &% employed the von Neumann entropy for subsystems contaimieg
single orbital to quantify the correlation between thisitaand the remaining set of orbitals con-
tained in the active space. The single orbital entrs(dy; can be determined from the eigenvalues

of the reduced density matrog, i of a given orbital,
S(1)i == wa,ilno,, 1)
a

while the total quantum information encoded in the wave fiom&2 reads
|tot: ZS(l)| (2)
|

In order to allow a balanced treatment of electron intecaxtRissleret al.2* presented a scheme
to determine the informational content of any pair of orkitasing the von Neumann entropy.
The so-called mutual informatioly; quantifies the correlation of two orbitals embedded in the

environment comprising all other active orbitals,
lij = s(2)i,j —s(1)i —s(1)j, (3)

wherei = 1...k s the orbital index and runs over &lbne-particle statesy, j is thea eigenvalue
of the reduced density matrix of orbita?? while S(2);,j is the two-orbital entropy between a pair
i, of sites?* Thus, the single orbital entropy and the mutual informatiepresent convenient

measures of entanglement and due to their general defirfieyncan be employed to quantify



different types of correlation present in arbitrary quamtthemical systems.

To demonstrate our approach, we consider the [Fe(ROpjolecule embedded in a point
charge field (see Figl 1(a)) which we recently identified adffecalt system for standard elec-
tron correlation approaches since it requires a balaneadntent of both static, nondynamic and
dynamic correlation effect®:2° shows the mutual information and single orbital entropies
tained from a DMRG calculation where 13 electrons have beerlated in 29 orbitals (see also
Ref. |26 for further details). Those active orbitals which amportant for static and nondynamic
electron correlation are displayed in the Figure togeth#r feur doubled-shell orbitals. By ex-
amining2, we can distinguish three different interactivarsgths of the mutual information which
are indicated by blue, red and green lines. The blue linesaxreach bonding and antibonding
combination of the Fe® and NO*-orbitals (there are two of them), while the red lines con-
nect orbitals which are usually included in standard etectorrelation calculations to account for

static correlation effects.

(a) [Fe(NO)*] (b) FeL(NO)

Figure 1: Structures of the bare and ligated iron nitrosyhptexes, [Fe(NOY" and FeL(NO),
respectively. The [Fe(NOJ molecule is surrounded by four point charges-65 e at a distance
of doc = 1.131 A from the iron center. For FeL(NO), a structure optirtiza was performed
enforcingCy, symmetry (BP86/TZP).

A similar pattern can be observed for the single orbitalagritrs where we can distinguish three
different orbital blocks: orbitals (i) with large singlelotal entropies £ 0.5), (ii) with medium-

sized single orbital entropies.0< s(1); < 0.5) and (iii) with small or almost zero single orbital



entropies (0< s(1); < 0.1). Furthermore, orbitals which are strongly entangledait least one
other orbital (blue and red lines in the mutual informatigeagdam of2) correspond to large single
orbital entropies. Thus, we can identify orbitals witbth largel; ; and larges(1); to be impor-
tant for nondynamic correlation effects, while intermeeizalues of; j ands(1); indicate orbitals
which are crucial for a correct description of static elestcorrelation. The (dominant) part of the
dynamic electron correlation energy is then captured bitakens into orbitals which are weakly
entangled with all other orbitals (green lines in the muinédrmation diagram of12 and small
S(1);). Note that the double-shell orbitals indeed recover aelgrart of the dynamic correlation
energy (largest values fa(1); in the third block). However, it was shown by us that the nmgsi
dynamic correlation effects induced by the remaining wrtorbitals are of considerable impor-
tance for an accurate description of the electronic streatfithe [Fe(NO¥+ moleculeZ® Since
these orbitals are solely connected by green lines andspomnel to smalk(1);, their contribu-
tion to the electronic energy is of pure dynamic nature and thstandard CASSCF model of the
electronic structure of [Fe(NOGY} is not sufficient. Note that this could be cured by, for ins&@n
applying second-order-perturbation theory upon a CASS®dtence functiorf!:28

Next, we can investigate the changes in the electronictstr@ievhen the point charge envi-
ronment is substituted by one or several ligand molecules. r&jlace the point charges by a
small model molecule of a salen ligand where the aromatigsrimave been substituted by &€H
units as displayed inl 1(b). The mutual information and srmbital entropies obtained from a
DMRG calculation correlating 21 electrons in 35 moleculdbitals and imposing,, symmetry
are shown i 3. In particular, we obtain similar entanglentkggrams for the ligated iron nitrosyl
compound as found for the small [Fe(N&)Jmoleculej.e., three groups of orbitals which can be
classified by their (combined}); ands(1); contributions. Again, the two bonding and antibonding
combinations of the Fed3 and NO7T*-orbitals (#23—#24 and #6—#8) are important for a correct
description of nondynamic correlation effects. Yet, in iast to the bare [Fe(NGY} complex,
the Fe 8l -orbital now interacts with one liganal-orbital and its bonding and antibonding combi-

nations are strongly entangled (#22—#25). The singlearbittropy profile further indicates that



o A 29 @
10° 25 0o Q‘ "3 ? B 0.7 o ?O
-==q0! - | I
4 ©) 0.6 (0N (I
1072 25@ O 28 2%\{? i [
10 26 \ (%\ 5 » 05 (! (I
N @ o
280y 24 \| .\\ v, o4 o
T 3 hu I
O |\\ \@D % n o
o 3 T
020 i \SS 3 [
0.2 OO 111
& o O of AT
19 O 6 16 (5 Fd 0.1 [ A e B
d 14 » Qririr 1o
O ©) 1 P \QQQO
17 Y0 @) a oLl il i1 1111111 16060000 ja10J0) Q
& 3 13? § 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
2 & Orbital index
(a) Mutual information (b) Single orbital entropy

Figure 2: Mutual information and single orbital entrop&4) for a DMRG(13,29) calculation
employing the DBSS approach with a minimum and maximum nurobeenormalized active
system states set to 128 and 1024, respectively, and a quamfiormation loss of 10° for the
[Fe(NO)F*+ molecule surrounded by four point charges at a distanapof 1.131 A from the
iron center. The orbitals are numbered and sorted accotditigpir (CASSCF) natural occupation
numbers. Each orbital index in (b) indicates one molecutbital. The orbital index in (b) and
the orbital number in (a) correspond to the same naturatadrihe total quantum information is
ltot = 4.103.

these orbitals need to be considered for an accurate tretirhstatic correlation and are thus,
together with the remaining highly entangled orbitals (&4¢9),i.e., those that would have been
included in any standard (minimum) active space calculatimandatory to capture the static cor-
relation energy. However, we now observe a great numberitads which are weakly entangled
and which comprise (very) small single orbital entropieenkk, the influence of dynamic corre-
lation increases after ligation and can be referred to tliitiadal virtual ligand orbitals that are
available for possible excitations. Simultaneously, thetgbution of static electron correlation
decreases which can be explained by the reduced numbettiobByaentangled orbitals (the red
lines in(3) and the smaller single orbital entropies (corafiaand 2). Under the process of ligation,
the multi-reference character of the electronic wave fionalepletes and thus we must be able to
properly account for dynamic correlation effects in a quamthemical description of the ligated
iron nitrosyl compound.

The single orbital entropies and mutual information paieran be employed to analyze possi-

ble artifacts which emerge from space calculations witlvacpaces that are too small. 4 summa-
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Figure 3: Mutual information and single orbital entrop4) for a DMRG(21,35) calculation
employing the DBSS approach with a minimum and maximum nurobeenormalized active
system states of 128 and 1024, respectively, and a quanfarmiation loss of 10° for the ligated
iron nitrosyl complex as displayed[ih 1(b). The orbitalsmuenbered and sorted according to their
(CASSCF) natural occupation numbers and sorted accordirtigeir irreducible representation.
Each orbital index in (b) indicates one molecular orbitaheTorbital index in (b) and the orbital
number in (a) correspond to the same natural orbital.

rizes thd; ; ands(1); diagrams obtained for different choices of the active sjpdtiee [Fe(NO)F*
molecule embedded in a point charge field. For the CAS(1hl@utation, static and nhondynamic
electron correlation effects are overestimated compardtet DMRG(13,29) reference calculation
(note the increased number of blue and red lines as well dardper values fos(1);). Simultane-
ously, the contributions from dynamic correlation are dased. These artifacts can be—at least
to some extent—resolved if the active space is enlargedudimg additional Fe @-orbitals into
the active space in a CAS(11,11) calculation partially ects the description of static correlation
(cf. orbitals #3 and #9 are less entangled), but does not accouminfaccurate description of
dynamic correlatione.g, orbitals #6 and #9 still appear important for static el@ctcorrelation.
In the DMRG(13,29) reference calculation, however, they@nnected solely through dynamic
correlation effects, and thus the static correlation enésgoveremphasized. If two additional
double-shell orbitals are included upon the CAS(11,113udation, a great part of the dynamic
correlation energy can be accounted for in a standard CAB4)3CF calculation (note that one

additional virtual ligand orbital was rotated in the actspgace despite the four Fe-8louble shell



orbitals). Nevertheless, the pattern in the mutual infdremadoes not improve compared to the
CAS(11,11) calculation and the static correlation enesgstill overestimatedcf. orbitals #6 and
#9 remain strongly entangled).

Similar conclusions can be drawn when analyzing the evaudif the single orbital entropies
with respect to the dimension of the active orbital spacer GAS(11,9), thes(1); values are
in general too large which coincides with the overestinraté static and nondynamic correla-
tion effects, while the dynamic contributions are dimimidh These artifacts can be corrected by
extending the dimension of the active orbital space and #flogving for a better treatment of
dynamic correlation. However, if the nondynamic correlatenergy is overestimated, the static
electron correlation contributions will be underestintatshich can be observed in too small sin-
gle orbital entropies compared to a FCI reference,\aoel versawhich results in too large values
for s(1);. Although the wrong estimate of static and nondynamic ebdectorrelation caused by
a too small dimension of the active orbital space can be ctdeby including additional vir-
tual orbitals like Fe d@-double-shell orbitals, the improvements are insuffic&nte the contri-
butions of these virtual orbitals to the dynamic correlatenergy remain underestimated com-
pared to the DMRG(13,29) reference calculation. Furtheemextending the active space from
CAS(11,11) over CAS(11,14) to CAS(13,29) lead§dpvalues of 3.678, 3.909 and 4.103, respec-
tively. Hence, more (dynamic) electron correlation is reged when the active space is increased.
For CAS(11,9), however, dynamic correlation is considigrahderestimated which leads to over-
rated static correlation effects and results in a too laejee/for the total quantum information of

liot = 3.761 when compared to the CAS(11,11) calculation.



Figure 4: Mutual information and single orbital entropg$) for DMRG(11y) calculations de-
termined for different numbers of active orbitals in [Fe(J& surrounded by four point charges
at a distance ofl,c = 1.131 A from the iron center. For each DMRG calculation the narndf
renormalized active-system states was increased untA8SCF reference energy was obtained.
The orbitals are numbered and sorted according to their @23 natural occupation numbers.
Each orbital index indicates one molecular orbital. Thataftliindex in (b) and the orbital number
in (a) correspond to the same natural orbital. For CAS(1C#S(11,11) and CAS(11,14), the

Mutual information

(c) CAS(11,14)

Single orbital entropy

total quantum information corresponds to 3.761, 3.678 afd3X respectively.
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In this work, we have presented a quantitative measure &sasdectron correlation effects
which are independent of the reference wave function andodoequire ara priori knowledge
about the single- or multi-refence character of the eleatrstructure. In our analysis, the DMRG
algorithm was employed which allows us to systematicallyrapch the FCI solution. The static,
nondynamic and dynamic contributions to the correlatioergy can be distinguished by examin-
ing the entanglement patterns of orbitals. We demonstthtgdhe single- or multi-refence nature
of electronic structures is encoded in the mutual infororaind single orbital entropies. These
guantities do not significantly depend upon the accuracyuof@MRG calculations and can be
already obtained from fast and inexpensive DMRG sweeps. cbsefor these DMRG sweeps
needed to acquire the entanglement measures is thus bégligkpensive in terms of computing
time is the calculation of the two-electron integrals in thelecular orbital basis, which, however,
is a mandatory step in any correlation treatment and thusraguisite of the correlation treatment
chosen after the evaluation of the entanglement measufesoutse, the DMRG sweeping may
also be continued until convergence is reached if an aligenbke a CC model is not expected
to yield more accurate results or in a shorter time, respalgti The entanglement analysis pro-
posed here can be performed in any orbital basis withouttbogenerality and can provide insights
which quantum chemical method to choose for an accurateigésn of the molecule under study.

Furthermore, we highlighted the artifacts emerging fronalsictive space calculations.

Computational Details

All DMRG calculations as well as the calculation of the muitumiormation and single orbital
entropies have been performed with the Budapest DMRG pmué?as orbital basis, the natural
orbitals obtained from preceding CASSCF calculations eyipfy the MoLPRO program pack-
age in a cc-pVTZ basis sét:2? are used comprising 11 electrons correlated in 14 orbifats (
both the bare and ligated iron nitrosyl complex). In ordeadoelerate convergence, the dynamic

block state selection (DBSS) approdgf®and the dynamically extended active space procedure

11



were employed, while the orbital ordering was optimizeddach active space calculation accord-
ing to Ref.[21l. The small active space calculations, i.e. SCA,9), CAS(11,11) and CAS(11,14),

are performed in the corresponding CASSCF natural orbésish
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