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Abstract  

The (T) and [T] perturbative corrections are derived for multicomponent coupled-cluster theory with single 

and double excitations (CCSD). Benchmarking shows that multicomponent CCSD methods that include 

the perturbative corrections are more accurate than multicomponent CCSD for the calculation of proton 

affinities and absolute energies. An approximation is introduced that includes only (T) or [T] contributions 

from mixed electron-nuclear excitations, which significantly reduces computational effort with only small 

changes in protonic properties. 

 

Coupled-cluster (CC) theory with single and double excitations and perturbative triples 

(CCSD(T))1 is commonly referred to as the “gold standard” of quantum chemistry due to its high accuracy 

and acceptable N7 computational scaling with respect to system size. Standard or single-component 

formulations of CC theory2 treat all nuclei classically by invoking the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, 

but there are also multicomponent3 CC methods4-9 that allow select nuclei to be treated quantum 

mechanically and include nuclear quantum effects (NQEs) in the calculations. However, almost all previous 

multicomponent CC methods have been limited to the inclusion of single and double excitations in the 

cluster operator (CCSD), but we highlight a recent preprint that has included two-electron, one-nucleus 

excitations in the cluster operator.10 It is well known in single-component CC theory that CCSD is not 

sufficiently accurate for many applications and that connected triple-excitation contributions should be 

included in these cases.2 Therefore, in this Letter, we derive and implement the perturbative 

multicomponent (T) correction for the first time. Multicomponent CCSD(T) is shown to accurately predict 

protonic affinities compared to experimental data and predict an FHF- potential energy surface (PES) that 
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agrees well with benchmark values. Additionally, absolute multicomponent CCSD(T) FHF- energies are 

more accurate than multicomponent CCSD. 

 The starting point of the single-component (T) correction,1 which we label (T)ee because it only 

includes electron-electron correlation contributions, is the single-component [T] correction (or 

CCSD+T(CCSD)),11 which we label [T]ee. The [T]ee correction is similar to the fourth-order triple-excitation 

energy term in single-component fourth-order Møller-Plesset perturbation theory (MP4)12-13 but with 

converged double amplitudes from the single-component CCSD calculation. Assuming a canonical 

Hartree-Fock (HF) reference, the [T]ee and (T)ee corrections and corresponding triple-excitation amplitudes 

are shown diagrammatically in Figure 1. These diagrams are evaluated using the standard rules from many-

body perturbation theory.2 The (T)ee correction includes an additional diagram that is a fifth-order 

contribution in many-body perturbation theory,1 but the additional diagram can also be derived by other 

means.14 Algebraic expressions for these terms can be found in the existing literature.2 

 

Figure 1: Diagrams for the [T]ee and (T)ee corrections and single-component triple-excitation amplitudes. 

 

In multicomponent CC theory, the terms that occur from purely electronic excitations are identical 

to the single-component case. Therefore, the only new terms that occur in the multicomponent (T) 

correction are purely nuclear-excitation terms and mixed electron-nuclear excitation terms. The purely 

nuclear terms are identical in structure to the purely electronic terms, but with nuclear triple-excitation 

amplitudes and two-particle nuclear integrals. For systems with only a single quantum nucleus, such as all 

calculations in this study, no purely nuclear-excitation terms occur. Because of this, the only new terms that 

E[T]ee=

E(T)ee= E[T]ee
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need to be defined are the mixed electron-nuclear excitation terms. In this study, we derive a [T] and (T) 

perturbative correction from these mixed electronic-nuclear excitations, which is denoted as [T]en or (T)en, 

respectively.  

In this Letter, we assume a single nucleus is treated quantum mechanically, but the generalization 

to multiple quantum nuclei is straightforward. As a result, triple-excitation contributions from two-electron 

one-nucleus excitations need to be included while one electron, two-nuclei excitations do not. Using the 

multicomponent generalization of the single-component diagrammatic rules4, 15 and assuming a 

multicomponent HF reference, the [T]en and (T)en corrections and two-electron, one-nucleus triple-

excitation amplitudes are shown diagrammatically in Figure 2. In Figure 2, solid lines correspond to 

electronic hole or particle lines and dotted lines correspond to nuclear hole or particle lines. Comparing 

Figures 1 and 2, the similarities between single-component and multicomponent CC theory are immediately 

evident. We have derived spin-adapted algebraic equations from Figure 2 and implemented them into our 

existing open-source multicomponent CCSD code that is available from our GitHub repository.16 In 

multicomponent CCSD(T), the (T) correction is equal to (T) = (T)ee + (T)en with the [T] correction defined 

analogously. The [T]en correction is similar to the fourth-order triple-excitation contribution in 

multicomponent MP4,15 but with converged double-excitation multicomponent CCSD amplitudes rather 

than first-order wave function contributions. 

 

Figure 2: Diagrams for the [T]en and (T)en correction and mixed two-electron, one-nucleus triple-

excitation amplitudes in multicomponent coupled-cluster theory. 

 

 

E[T]en=

E(T)en= E[T]en
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We define the three terms in Figure 2 algebraically: 
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In Eqs. 1-3 𝑡$', 𝑡&), 𝑡$%'( and 𝑡$&') are converged electronic single excitation; nuclear single excitation; two-

electron excitation; and one-electron, one-nucleus excitation amplitudes; respectively. The operator 

𝑃<(𝑝𝑞)	is equal to 𝑃<(𝑝𝑞) = 1< − 𝑃<12, where 𝑃<12 permutes the indices p and q. 𝜀$%&'() =	𝜖$ + 𝜖% + 𝜖& − 𝜖' −

𝜖( − 𝜖), where 𝜖1 is the molecular orbital energy of orbital p. The indices i, j, and k label occupied 

electronic spin orbitals and a, b, and c label virtual electronic spin orbitals. The convention for protonic 

orbitals is identical to the electronic orbitals but using upper-case letters. We adopt the convention that two-

particle electron-proton integrals have a positive value. 

The partitioning of the (T) correction into electron-electron correlation and electron-nuclear 

correlation contributions enables additional approximations to be made. In multicomponent methods, the 

nuclear properties are normally of primary interest, and it has been shown in multicomponent many-body 

methods that the electron-nuclear correlation has a greater effect on the nuclear properties than the electron-

electron correlation.15, 17 In most multicomponent calculations, the number of occupied nuclear orbitals is 

equal to 1 and the number of virtual nuclear orbitals is much smaller than the number of electronic virtual 

orbitals. Because of this, the computational bottleneck for a multicomponent many-body calculation where 

the electron-electron and electron-nuclear correlation are treated at the same level of theory is the electron-

electron contributions. Treating the electron-electron correlation at a lower level of theory can greatly 

reduce the computational cost. Therefore, in this study, we also benchmark just the (T)en and [T]en 
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corrections. Additionally, in systems that treat only a single nucleus quantum mechanically, the number of 

nuclear orbitals is fixed as the size of the system increases. Thus, the (T)en and [T]en corrections 

computationally scale N5 with respect to system size but with an increased prefactor equal to the number of 

virtual nuclear orbitals compared to the purely electronic N5 terms.  

We have benchmarked the multicomponent CCSD(T)en, CCSD[T]en, and CCSD(T) methods by 

calculating the proton affinities of 12 small molecules with the most acidic hydrogen nucleus treated 

quantum mechanically and by calculating the energy of the FHF- molecule as a function of the F—F 

distance with the hydrogen nucleus treated quantum mechanically. Both are standard benchmarks for many-

body multicomponent methods.3 

The proton affinity of species A with only the transferring proton treated quantum mechanically is 

calculated as 

PA(A) = EA − EAH+ + 5
2

𝑅𝑇 , (4) 

where EA is calculated using single-component methodology and E34# is calculated with its 

multicomponent analogue. More detail about the derivation of Eq. 1 can be found in previous 

multicomponent studies.3, 8 We briefly note that Eq. 1 assumes that the rotational energy of the reactants 

and products is identical and that the vibrational energy of the classical nuclei does not change upon 

protonation. These assumptions have previously been shown to be reasonable for multicomponent CCSD.8 

To calculate EA, single-component CCSD and CCSD(T) geometry optimizations were performed 

using CFOUR18 and the aug-cc-pVDZ, aug-cc-pVTZ, and aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis sets.19-20 To 

determine E34#, multicomponent CCSD, CCSD[T]en, CCSD(T)en, and CCSD(T) calculations were 

performed with the most acidic hydrogen nucleus of each molecule treated quantum mechanically. 

Calculations were performed with the aug-cc-pVDZ, aug-cc-pVTZ, and aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis sets 

and a mixed electronic basis set where the quantum proton used the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis set and 

all other atoms used the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set. The latter basis set is labeled as the “mixed” electronic 

basis set in this Letter and has seen extensive use in previous multicomponent many-body calculations7, 9, 
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15, 17 to lower the computational expense of the calculation while still including high angular-momentum 

basis functions that are thought to be necessary to correctly describe electron-nuclear correlation. The 

coordinates for the multicomponent calculations were obtained from a CCSD or CCSD(T) single-

component geometry optimization of the AH+ species using CFOUR with the same electronic basis set. An 

exception is that the mixed-basis multicomponent calculations used the aug-cc-pVTZ single-component 

geometry optimization result, which is consistent with the original multicomponent CC study.7 Calculations 

were performed with the PB4D and PB4F protonic basis sets21 centered at the location of the most acidic 

classical hydrogen atom in the single-component geometry optimization. 

 The energy of the FHF- molecule with the hydrogen nucleus treated quantum mechanically is 

calculated as a function of the F—F bond distance using the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis set and the PB4F 

protonic basis set. These results are compared to Fourier-grid Hamiltonian (FGH) calculations22-23 with the 

single-point energy calculations performed at either the single-component CCSD or CCSD(T) levels of 

theory with the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis set. To be consistent with previous benchmarking,7 the 

electronic basis functions are allowed to move with the hydrogen atom, which is a possible source of error,24 

but the FGH calculations are otherwise assumed to be nearly exact for a given electronic level of theory 

and electronic basis set. That is, the FGH calculations include all electron-nuclear correlation energy at the 

complete protonic basis-set limit. 

 The proton affinities for multicomponent CCSD are shown in Table 1. Our results with the mixed 

electronic and the PB4D protonic basis sets are identical to previous multicomponent CCSD results,7-8 

which validates our multicomponent CCSD code. The mean absolute error (MAE) and maximum absolute 

error (MaxAE) for the test set decrease as the size of the electronic basis set increases from aug-cc-pVDZ 

to aug-cc-pVTZ to aug-cc-pVQZ. Despite this decrease, the MAE for the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis set 

is large with values of 0.17 and 0.16 eV for the PB4D and PB4F protonic basis sets, respectively. The mixed 

basis set does not follow this trend. It has an MAE that is a factor of 4 lower than the MAE for the aug-cc-

pVQZ basis set calculations for both the PB4D and PB4F protonic basis sets. Given the smooth behavior 

of the MAEs as the size of the electronic basis set is increased, it appears possible that part of the reason 
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for the previous good performance of multicomponent CCSD is due to use of the mixed electronic basis 

set. We hypothesize that the larger basis set on the quantum proton lowers the basis set error for only a 

subset of the system and this lower energy contribution cancels the error in the electron-nuclear correlation 

energy in multicomponent CCSD. That is, multicomponent CCSD with the mixed electronic basis set 

appears to be a Pauling point25 for proton affinities. 

        PB4D   PB4F 

Molecule 
 

Experiment  aug-cc-
pVDZ 

aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pVQZ mixed  aug-cc-

pVDZ 
aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pvQZ mixed 

CN-  15.31  -0.59 -0.31 -0.26 -0.11  -0.58 -0.30 -0.24 -0.09 
NO2

-  14.75  -0.41 -0.21 -0.15 0.01  -0.40 -0.20 -0.13 0.03 
NH3  8.85  -0.36 -0.21 -0.13 -0.05  -0.36 -0.20 -0.11 -0.03 

HCOO-  14.97  -0.44 -0.23 -0.16 -0.01  -0.44 -0.22 -0.14 0.01 
HO-  16.95  -0.46 -0.22 -0.14 0.00  -0.46 -0.21 -0.12 0.02 
HS-  15.31  -0.56 -0.32 -0.26 -0.10  -0.55 -0.32 -0.25 -0.09 
H2O  7.16  -0.42 -0.24 -0.17 -0.06  -0.42 -0.23 -0.15 -0.04 
H2S  7.31  -0.35 -0.20 -0.15 0.00  -0.34 -0.20 -0.13 0.01 
CO  6.16  -0.41 -0.22 -0.18 -0.04  -0.41 -0.21 -0.16 -0.03 
N2  5.12  -0.44 -0.25 -0.19 -0.07  -0.44 -0.24 -0.17 -0.05 

CO2  5.60  -0.38 -0.23 -0.18 -0.03  -0.37 -0.22 -0.16 -0.01 
CH2O  7.39  -0.36 -0.21 -0.13 -0.05  -0.36 -0.20 -0.11 -0.03 
MAE    0.43 0.24 0.17 0.04  0.43 0.23 0.16 0.04 

MaxAE 
 

    0.59 0.32 0.26 0.11   0.58 0.32 0.25 0.09 
Table 1: Multicomponent CCSD proton affinities errors relative to experiment, mean absolute error 
(MAE), and maximum absolute error (MaxAE) for different electronic and protonic basis sets. A negative 
value indicates that the calculated value is less than the experimental value. Experimental values are from 
references 26-30. All values are in eV. 
 

Additional evidence for this claim is seen in Tables 2, 3, and 4, which show the proton affinity 

errors for the multicomponent CCSD[T]en, CCSD(T)en, and CCSD(T) methods, respectively. Like 

multicomponent CCSD, the MAE and MaxAE for these methods monotonically decrease as the electronic 

basis set is increased from aug-cc-pVDZ to aug-cc-pVTZ to aug-cc-pVQZ.  

However, except for multicomponent CCSD(T) with the PB4D protonic basis set, the CCSD[T]en, 

CCSD(T)en, and CCSD(T) methods have larger MAEs for calculations with the mixed electronic basis set 

than calculations with the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis set, which starkly contrasts to the results from the 

multicomponent CCSD calculations. Even in the case of multicomponent CCSD(T) with the PB4D protonic 
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basis set, the lower MAE for the mixed electronic basis set compared to the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis 

set is likely due to a fortuitous cancelation of error. Because the aug-cc-pVTZ proton affinities for 

multicomponent CCSD(T) with the PB4D protonic basis set are all smaller than the experimental value, 

increasing the basis set size solely on the quantum proton lowers the energy by an amount sufficient to give 

better agreement with the experimental values.   

    PB4D  PB4F 

Molecule  Experiment  aug-cc-
pVDZ 

aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pVQZ mixed  aug-cc-

pVDZ 
aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pvQZ mixed 

CN-  15.31  -0.52 -0.18 -0.08 0.06  -0.51 -0.16 -0.02 0.12 
NO2

-  14.75  -0.32 -0.08 0.03 0.19  -0.32 -0.05 0.08 0.24 
NH3  8.85  -0.29 -0.10 0.02 0.10  -0.29 -0.09 0.06 0.13 

HCOO-  14.97  -0.29 -0.10 0.02 0.10  -0.29 -0.09 0.06 0.13 
HO-  16.95  -0.36 -0.10 0.01 0.16  -0.35 -0.07 0.06 0.21 
HS-  15.31  -0.49 -0.18 -0.06 0.10  -0.48 -0.16 0.00 0.15 
H2O  7.16  -0.36 -0.14 -0.03 0.08  -0.35 -0.11 0.01 0.12 
H2S  7.31  -0.28 -0.08 0.03 0.18  -0.28 -0.06 0.08 0.22 
CO  6.16  -0.35 -0.11 -0.02 0.11  -0.34 -0.08 0.03 0.16 
N2  5.12  -0.37 -0.14 -0.04 0.08  -0.37 -0.11 0.01 0.13 

CO2  5.60  -0.30 -0.11 -0.03 0.11  -0.30 -0.09 0.02 0.17 
CH2O  7.39  -0.39 -0.09 0.03 0.16  -0.38 -0.07 0.09 0.22 
MAE    0.36 0.12 0.03 0.12  0.36 0.10 0.04 0.17 

MaxAE    0.52 0.18 0.08 0.19  0.51 0.16 0.09 0.24 
Table 2: Multicomponent CCSD[T]en proton affinities errors relative to experiment, mean absolute error 
(MAE), and maximum absolute error (MaxAE) for different electronic and protonic basis sets. 
Experimental values are from references 26-30. A negative value indicates that the calculated value is less 
than the experimental value. All values are in eV. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 9 

 
    PB4D  PB4F 

Molecule  Experiment  aug-cc-
pVDZ 

aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pVQZ mixed  aug-cc-

pVDZ 
aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pvQZ mixed 

CN-  15.31  -0.52 -0.20 -0.11 0.03  -0.52 -0.18 -0.06 0.08 
NO2

-  14.75  -0.32 -0.09 0.01 0.17  -0.32 -0.07 0.05 0.21 
NH3  8.85  -0.30 -0.22 0.00 0.07  -0.30 -0.10 0.03 0.10 

HCOO-  14.97  -0.30 -0.22 0.00 0.07  -0.30 -0.10 0.03 0.10 
HO-  16.95  -0.36 -0.11 -0.01 0.14  -0.35 -0.09 0.04 0.19 
HS-  15.31  -0.49 -0.21 -0.10 0.06  -0.49 -0.19 -0.05 0.11 
H2O  7.16  -0.36 -0.15 -0.05 0.06  -0.36 -0.13 -0.02 0.09 
H2S  7.31  -0.29 -0.10 0.00 0.14  -0.29 -0.08 0.04 0.18 
CO  6.16  -0.36 -0.12 -0.05 0.08  -0.35 -0.11 -0.01 0.12 
N2  5.12  -0.38 -0.15 -0.07 0.05  -0.37 -0.13 -0.02 0.09 

CO2  5.60  -0.31 -0.13 -0.05 0.09  -0.30 -0.10 -0.01 0.14 
CH2O  7.39  -0.39 -0.11 0.01 0.14  -0.38 -0.08 0.06 0.19 
MAE    0.36 0.15 0.04 0.09  0.36 0.11 0.03 0.13 

MaxAE    0.52 0.22 0.11 0.17  0.52 0.19 0.06 0.21 
Table 3: Multicomponent CCSD(T)en proton affinities errors relative to experiment, mean absolute error 
(MAE), and maximum absolute error (MaxAE) for different electronic and protonic basis sets. 
Experimental values are from references 26-30. A negative value indicates that the calculated value is less 
than the experimental value. All values are in eV. 
 

    PB4D  PB4F 

Molecule  Experiment  aug-cc-
pVDZ 

aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pVQZ mixed  aug-cc-

pVDZ 
aug-cc-
pVTZ 

aug-cc-
pvQZ mixed 

CN-  15.31  -0.56 -0.25 -0.16 -0.01  -0.56 -0.23 -0.11 0.04 
NO2

-  14.75  -0.43 -0.17 -0.08 0.09  -0.42 -0.15 -0.05 0.13 
NH3  8.85  -0.34 -0.16 -0.05 0.03  -0.34 -0.14 -0.02 0.06 

HCOO-  14.97  -0.46 -0.19 -0.09 0.06  -0.45 -0.17 -0.05 0.10 
HO-  16.95  -0.50 -0.21 -0.10 0.04  -0.49 -0.19 -0.05 0.09 
HS-  15.31  -0.57 -0.25 -0.15 0.02  -0.56 -0.24 -0.11 0.06 
H2O  7.16  -0.40 -0.18 -0.09 0.02  -0.40 -0.16 -0.05 0.06 
H2S  7.31  -0.33 -0.12 -0.03 0.12  -0.33 -0.11 0.01 0.16 
CO  6.16  -0.36 -0.13 -0.05 0.08  -0.35 -0.11 -0.01 0.12 
N2  5.12  -0.37 -0.15 -0.07 0.05  -0.37 -0.13 -0.03 0.09 

CO2  5.60  -0.37 -0.17 -0.10 0.05  -0.36 -0.15 -0.06 0.09 
CH2O  7.39  -0.34 -0.16 -0.05 0.03  -0.34 -0.14 -0.02 0.06 
MAE    0.42 0.18 0.08 0.05  0.41 0.16 0.05 0.09 

MaxAE    0.57 0.25 0.16 0.12  0.56 0.24 0.11 0.16 
Table 4: Multicomponent CCSD(T) proton affinities errors relative to experiment, mean absolute error 
(MAE), and maximum absolute error (MaxAE) for different electronic and protonic basis sets. 
Experimental values are from references 26-30. A negative value indicates that the calculated value is less 
than the experimental value. All values are in eV. 
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Given the results in Tables 1-4, we assume that the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic and PB4F protonic 

basis set results are the best representation of the relative accuracy of the different multicomponent CC 

methods. From this subset of results, it appears that connected triple-excitation contributions are essential 

for quantitative accuracy as multicomponent CCSD has an MAE over three times higher than the new 

methods introduced in this study. Multicomponent CCSD[T]en and CCSD(T)en and CCSD(T) are all of 

similar accuracy, yielding a maximum difference of 0.02 eV among the MAEs. Similar to previous 

studies,15, 17 this finding shows that for properties that depend principally on NQEs of the quantum proton, 

the electron-electron correlation can often be treated at a lower level of theory than the electron-nuclear 

correlation with only small changes to proton affinities.  

As was discussed in the original multicomponent CCSD study,7 single-component CCSD(T) with 

the aug-cc-pVQZ electronic basis set performs well for the calculation of proton affinities with an MAE of 

0.03 when using the same test set of 12 molecules. However, these single-component calculations require 

the calculation of a Hessian to include the zero-point energy, while the multicomponent formalism includes 

the zero-point energy from a single-point energy calculation. Additionally, many of the potential 

applications of multicomponent methods, such as the computation of vibrationally averaged PESs,31-32 have 

no single-component analogue. Thus, the introduction of more accurate multicomponent methods, such as 

the multicomponent CC methods of this study, is therefore essential for such future applications.  

 The energy of the FHF- molecule as a function of the F—F distance with the hydrogen nucleus 

treated quantum mechanically for different multicomponent CC methods is shown in Figures 3 and 4. As 

the multicomponent CCSD, CCSD[T]en, and CCSD(T)en methods include no purely electronic connected 

triple-excitation contributions, they are benchmarked relative to FGH calculations at the single-component 

CCSD level of theory. The multicomponent CCSD(T) method is benchmarked relative to FGH calculations 

at the single-component CCSD(T) level of theory. 

 The inclusion of NQEs results in a minimum on the PES with a longer F—F distance for all methods 

compared to the single-component minimum. All the multicomponent methods overestimate this outward 

shift relative to the FGH method, but multicomponent CCSD is the most accurate as it overestimates the 
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shift by approximately 0.005 Å compared to errors of 0.015, 0.01, or 0.015 Å for the multicomponent 

CCSD[T]en, CCSD(T)en, or CCSD(T) methods, respectively. This too large shift in the F—F distance 

compared to the FGH methods upon inclusion of triple-excitation contributions to the electron-nuclear 

correlation energy was also seen in the previous study of multicomponent MP4,15 but the cause of this error 

remains unknown. We hypothesize it may in part be due to the treatment of the electronic basis set in the 

FGH calculations,24 as was mentioned previously. This theory may warrant future investigation. 

 

Figure 3: Energy of the FHF- molecule as a function of the F—F distance for the FGH method using single-
component CCSD (solid blue), multicomponent CCSD (dotted magenta), multicomponent CCSD[T]en 
(dashed-dotted purple), and multicomponent CCSD(T)en (dashed orange). For each method, the minimum 
energy F—F distance is set to 0.0 Ha.  

 

Figure 4: Energy of the FHF- molecule as a function of the F—F distance for the FGH method using single-
component CCSD(T) (solid blue) and multicomponent CCSD(T) (dashed-double dotted yellow). For each 
method, the minimum energy F—F distance is set to 0.0 Ha.  
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As an additional measure of the accuracy of the multicomponent CC methods, we have computed 

the absolute error of the multicomponent CCSD, CCSD[T]en, CCSD(T)en, and CCSD(T) methods for the 

FHF- molecule as a function of the F—F distance relative to the FGH method as shown in Figure 5. In 

Figure 5, the error of multicomponent CCSD(T) is relative to FGH calculations with single-component 

CCSD(T), while all other methods are relative to FGH calculations with single-component CCSD. From 

Figure 3 demonstrates that including electronic-nuclear triple excitations in multicomponent CC 

calculations results in much better absolute energies for this system. Multicomponent CCSD[T]en and 

CCSD(T)en have errors that are reduced by factors of 3 and 10, respectively, compared to the 

multicomponent CCSD method. Multicomponent CCSD(T) has a smaller absolute error than all other 

multicomponent CC methods in this study. The CCSD>CCSD[T]en>CCSD(T)en>CCSD(T) ordering of 

absolute errors for multicomponent CC is what would be intuitively expected based on the typical relative 

accuracy of single-component CC methods.2 This observation provides further evidence that the relative 

accuracy of multicomponent methods is similar to the relative accuracy of their single-component 

analogues as was hypothesized in the recent multicomponent MP4 study.15  

 

Figure 5: Absolute error of the multicomponent CCSD (dotted magenta), multicomponent CCSD[T]en 
(dashed-dotted purple), multicomponent CCSD(T)en (dashed orange), and multicomponent CCSD(T) 
(dashed-double dotted yellow) for calculations on the FHF- molecules as a function of the F—F distance. 
For multicomponent CCSD(T), FGH with single-component CCSD(T) was used as the reference, while all 
other multicomponent methods used FGH with single-component CCSD as the reference. 
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Finally, we discuss the computational timings of the multicomponent CC methods in this study. 

All performance-critical code in our program is written in Cython. Our multicomponent CCSD 

implementation is a multicomponent generalization of the single-component CCSD algorithm of Scuseria 

and coworkers33 and should be relatively well optimized. Our single-component (T)ee correction is based 

on the implementation in PySCF,34 which uses a abcijk batch implementation,35 and so it should also be 

relatively well optimized. At present, our implementation of the (T)en correction is not computed over 

batches and likely could be further optimized. Even without any optimization, the (T)en correction is not the 

computational bottleneck for any of the systems in this study. As was previously discussed, this is because 

the (T)en correction scales N5 with respect to system size calculation with a single quantum nucleus because 

the number of occupied and virtual nuclear orbitals is constant. A representative selection of timings from 

this study is shown in Table 5. All calculations were performed on a single Intel Xeon Gold 6252 2.10 GHz 

core. For all calculations using the aug-cc-pVDZ electronic basis set, the (T)en correction takes more wall 

time than a single iteration of the purely electronic amplitude equations. For calculations using the aug-cc-

pVQZ electronic basis set, the (T)en correction takes significantly less time than the solution of a single 

iteration of the purely electronic amplitude equations. This empirically demonstrates that the (T)en 

correction can be included in most realistic multicomponent CC calculations without being the 

computational bottleneck, because this Letter shows that electronic basis sets of at least quadruple-zeta 

quality are needed for accurate protonic properties. 
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System Electronic 
Basis 

Electronic 
Basis 

Functions 

Occupied 
Electronic 

Basis 
Functions 

Amplitude 
Eq. 

Elec. 
Amplitude 

Eq. 
(T)ee (T)en 

H2O 
aug-cc-pVDZ 37 

5 
0.4 0.3 2.4 1.3 

aug-cc-pVTZ 92 20.6 19.5 51.4 20.4 
aug-cc-pVQZ 172 359.3 353.4 429.9 138.3 

        

H3O+ 
aug-cc-pVDZ 46 

5 
1.0 0.9 5.1 2.5 

aug-cc-pVTZ 115 74.1 71.9 45.0 112.5 
aug-cc-pVQZ 218 967.2 1046.6 1178.4 365.4 

        

HCO+ 
aug-cc-pVDZ 55 

7 
4.3 3.7 10.0 7.4 

aug-cc-pVTZ 115 68.0 64.7 143.5 69.6 
aug-cc-pVQZ 206 1183.8 1156.5 1407.0 520.6 

        

HCOOH 
aug-cc-pVDZ 83 

12 
58.6 54.3 106.7 75.2 

aug-cc-pVTZ 184 1357.4 1306.9 2323.7 801.3 
aug-cc-pVQZ 332 37692.7 37119.1 27948.8 5514.1 

Table 5: Representative wall times for multicomponent CCSD(T) calculations in this study. All times in 
seconds. “Amplitude equation” is the time for one iteration of the multicomponent CCSD amplitude 
equations. “Electronic amplitude equation” is the time for one iteration of the purely electronic amplitude 
equation in a multicomponent CCSD calculation. All calculations are performed using the PB4F protonic 
basis set. 
 
 
 In conclusion, we have derived and implemented the (T) correction to multicomponent CCSD and 

used it to compute the proton affinities of 12 small molecules and the energy of the FHF- molecule at 

different F—F distances. It was shown that previous good results for multicomponent CCSD for proton 

affinities may be in part due to the use of a mixed electronic basis set and a cancellation of errors. An 

approximation to the full (T) correction, called (T)en, is introduced that only includes triple-excitation 

contributions from mixed electronic-protonic excitations. The multicomponent CCSD(T)en method is 

similar in accuracy to the multicomponent CCSD(T) method for the prediction of the nuclear properties in 

this study but has a significantly reduced computational cost. Given the wide use of the single-component 

CCSD(T) method, we expect the multicomponent CCSD(T)en and CCSD(T) methods to see extensive use 

for benchmarking other multicomponent methods and in application studies of small molecules. 
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