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We present recent developments of the NTChem program for performing large scale hy-

brid Density Functional Theory calculations on the supercomputer Fugaku. We combine

these developments with our recently proposed Complexity Reduction Framework to as-

sess the impact of basis set and functional choice on its measures of fragment quality and

interaction. We further exploit the all electron representation to study system fragmenta-

tion in various energy envelopes. Building off this analysis, we propose two algorithms

for computing the orbital energies of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian. We demonstrate these

algorithms can efficiently be applied to systems composed of thousands of atoms and as

an analysis tool that reveals the origin of spectral properties.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Kohn-Sham Density Functional Theory (KS-DFT)1,2 is a commonly used framework for per-

forming quantum mechanical simulations of materials and molecules. One of the drawbacks of

using KS-DFT is that the standard algorithms have a computational cost that grows with the third

power of the system size, significantly limiting the class of systems that can be tractably studied.

Walter Kohn’s nearsightedness principle3 offers one possible solution to this problem. According

to this principle, the elements of the one particle density matrix decay exponentially with distance

in systems with a finite gap (and metals at high temperature). This property has been used to de-

velop new algorithms for KS-DFT calculations which have a computational cost which grow only

linearly with the system size4,5. For the study of molecular systems using Gaussian orbitals, this

locality has been successfully employed for many years to develop linear scaling algorithms for

computing exact-exchange for hybrid functionals6–10.

The nearsightedness principle is not only useful for computational purposes, but can also form

the basis of analysis techniques of large systems11. In a recent series of papers12,13, we have

proposed a "Complexity Reduction Framework" (hereafter called QM-CR), which exploits this

principle to partition systems into well defined fragments and quantify inter-fragment interactions.

QM-CR was implemented in the BigDFT program14 and has proven useful for understanding

substrate-ligand binding15 as well as the role of mutations in protein-protein binding16.

One limitation of our previous works has come from the particularities of the BigDFT basis set.

In BigDFT, the KS orbitals are represented in a basis of in-situ optimized support functions that are

in turn represented in an underlying basis of wavelets. This basis set is unusual, making it unclear

how transferable the framework is to other KS-DFT programs. The basis set is also optimized

for representing only the occupied orbitals in the pseudopotential approximation, leaving the role

of core electrons and unoccupied states unclear. BigDFT is further limited to calculations using

semi-local functionals for large systems.

NTChem17 is a quantum chemistry program based on Gaussian basis sets. In recent years, we

have implemented a low order scaling algorithm in NTChem for performing hybrid DFT based on

the PrelinK screening method10. This implementation is aimed at computing large systems using

the supercomputer Fugaku. Here we will describe recent improvements in NTChem, which allow

us to utilize QM-CR to post-process large scale hybrid DFT calculations. We will focus on the

problem of computing the eigenvalues of the KS Hamiltonian and show how this process can be
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accelerated by exploiting locality in space and energy.

II. COMPLEXITY REDUCTION OVERVIEW

We begin by summarizing QM-CR. In KS-DFT, we represent the KS orbitals in some set of M

basis functions:

ψi =
M

∑
j

ci jφ j. (1)

This leads to basis set representations of fundamental operators:

Si j = 〈φi| Î |φ j〉 (2)

Hi j = 〈φi| Ĥ |φ j〉 (3)

Ki j = 〈φi| K̂ |φ j〉 (4)

where Î is the identity operator, Ĥ the KS Hamiltonian, and K̂ =∑M
i fi |ψi〉〈ψi| the density operator

(with occupation numbers fi). These definitions lead to the KS eigenvalue problem:

Hψi = εiSψi. (5)

The Löwdin representation of the density matrix K̈ = S
1
2 KS

1
2 (Hamiltonian Ḧ = S−

1
2 HS−

1
2 ), is a

projection operator on to the subspace defined by the occupied orbitals. Restricting the occupation

numbers fi to either 1 or 0 leads to the following properties:

Tr(K̈) = N (6)

K̈ = K̈× K̈− K̈. (7)

We note that while the density matrix is usually defined using occupation numbers according to

the aufbau principle, this is not the only projection that can be constructed. Much like the density

matrix defined by the occupied orbitals, any projection we construct will be sparse if there exists

a gap between the eigenvalues of the orbitals included/excluded from the projection18. For this

study, we will define K̈C as the projection on to only the core orbitals. For K̈ the sparsity is defined

by the HOMO–LUMO gap and for K̈C the (often significantly larger) core–valence gap.

A. Purity and Bond Order

Suppose that we partition the basis functions into two sets representing fragments of the system

A and B. We can then define sub-blocks of the matrix as being associated with either a given
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fragment (block-diagonal) or fragment pair (block-off-diagonal). We introduce two measures of

these blocks:

qAAΠAA = Tr(K̈AAK̈AA− K̈AA) (8)

where qAA is a normalization factor equal to the total number of electrons of the isolated fragment

in the gas phase and:

BAB = Tr(K̈AB× K̈BA). (9)

We call Π the purity indicator and interpret it as a descriptor of fragment quality. This is because

it measures the degree of idempotency of the block K̈AA and thus its quality as a projection. We

have previously proposed that an (absolute) purity value of 0.05 be used as a cutoff for determin-

ing whether a system fragmentation is reasonable or not. B is called the fragment bond order and

measures the chemical interaction between a pair of fragments. It measures the off diagonal terms

that are present in the block matrix–matrix multiplication calculation of the idempotency condition

of the full matrix which are ignored if we treat the system as being block diagonal (non-interacting

fragments). Our previous results have shown that B can be used to automatically construct embed-

ding environments for a target fragment. This is done by including fragments until the sum of the

bond order between the target fragment and all excluded fragments is below 0.001.

B. Fragment Projected Density of States

Once a fragmentation has been determined, a block of K̈ can be used to project eigenvectors

of Ḧ on to the occupied subspace of a given fragment. This is similar to what is often done

to compute the Projected Density of States (DoS), where the projection is done on to orbitals

associated with different atom types and angular momentums19–21. Following the analysis in our

previous work12,13, we here generalize this process to projection on to arbitrary fragments.

Consider again a system composed of two fragments A and B. Much like we can apply K̈ to a

matrix of column vectors V to project them on the occupied subspace of Ḧ, we can also apply the

sub-block K̈AA to the upper part of the matrix
[
VAA|VAB

]
(diagonal block AA and off–diagonal AB).

The suitability of this operation depends on whether K̈AA can be treated as a projection matrix (i.e.

the purity of fragment A). In the case where V is the eigenvectors of Ḧ, we can write:

W =
[
VAA|VAB

]T K̈AA
[
VAA|VAB

]
(10)
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where the diagonal of the matrix W contains weights which describe the overlap of the original

vectors and the projected ones. These weights can be used to assign eigenvectors and eigenvalues

to a given fragment.

III. NTCHEM DEVELOPMENTS

In this section, we will present specific developments of the NTChem program which will

enable this study. The implementation of large scale hybrid DFT was first presented in a Japanese

language article22, so we reproduce key details here.

A. Large Scale Hybrid Density Functional Theory

In NTChem, evaluation of two-electron integrals is done analytically using the SMASH pro-

gram23 and is accelerated by using the PreLinK screening scheme developed by Ochsenfeld and

coworkers10,24. When performing analytic integrals on large systems with a sparse density matrix,

the cost of screening integrals (which grows like O(N4)) can become a bottleneck, particularly

when density matrix elements are further reduced in magnitude through the difference densities

technique25. The PrelinkK method addresses this bottleneck by computing bounds on elements of

the Hamiltonian matrix. If an element falls below some threshold, the calculation can be skipped.

The cost can further be reduced by block sorting integrals such that once an integral is successfully

screened, all subsequent evaluations are skipped. We use a similar procedure for computing the

Coulomb contribution.

One of the challenges of performing hybrid DFT calculations on large systems is that the den-

sity matrix is too large to replicate in memory across all processes. The memory problem is

particularly acute on a machine like Fugaku which only has 32GB of memory per node shared

between 48 cores. In recent years this bottleneck has been overcome by shared memory imple-

mentations26–28; on supercomputers with a large amount of memory per node (e.g. 256GB on

the ARCHER2 supercomputer) this can greatly expand the size of systems that can be computed,

though even these implementations eventually have limits. Several codes have gone further by em-

ploying distributed matrix datastructures29–36, which in addition to increasing the available mem-

ory avoid the communication cost of a global reduction operation. In NTChem, we distribute the

Hamiltonian and density matrices using the distributed sparse matrix datastructure implemented
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in NTPoly37. NTPoly uses a three-dimensional data distribution where the matrix is partitioned

along the X and Y axes and replicated in Z. This allows for a reduction in the memory use, while

offering communication savings when extra memory is available. This distribution is also used for

the exchange and correlation evaluation. Processes which hold the same matrix elements (same

X and Y coordinate but different Z) store and evaluate the density and potential on different grid

points.

Once the Hamiltonian has been constructed, it is necessary to compute the density matrix. In

standard DFT implementations, the density matrix is computed through solving the eigenvalue

problem. Such an approach is available in NTChem using the EigenExa library38. Alternatively,

a diagonalization free approach based on matrix functions can be employed as implemented in

NTPoly. In this study we will use the fourth order trace resetting method39. In NTPoly, sparsity

of the matrix is maintained by filtering values below a certain threshold to zero. This leads to

an efficient implementation of sparse matrix–sparse matrix multiplication that can be parallelized

using the same three dimensional distribution described earlier.

B. Python Framework for Driving Calculations

To facilitate the complex workflows required for simulating large systems, we have modified

the PyBigDFT14 Python framework for use with NTChem. Beyond the creation of input files and

calculators for NTChem, we have also developed a basis set class that automatically fetches infor-

mation from the Basis Set Exchange using its RestAPI40. Input parameters can be setup in Python

and are written automatically as a Fortran namelist for NTChem to read. To reduce the cost of

the SCF cycle, we construct a fragment based guess using the adjustable density matrix assembler

method (ADMA)41, with hydrogen capping done automatically based on the system’s connectivity

matrix. Fragment charges can be assigned from fragment types or through interoperability with

OpenBabel’s various charge models42.

As an example of this combined framework, we consider the calculation of a small protein

(PDB: 1CRN43) in a salt water solution (Figure 1) computed using the free boundary condition.

The system was generated using pdbfixer and equilibrated using the Amber99sb forcefield44,45 as

implemented in OpenMM46 (see Supplementary Information Sec. I for a visualization). The Py-

BigDFT framework partitions the systems into fragments made up of either protein amino acids,

ions, or clusters of water molecules. We utilize the Polarization Consistent basis sets series (PC-
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FIG. 1. Calculation time required for a converged hybrid DFT calculation of the 1CRN protein in a NaCl

solution using 1024 nodes of Fugaku. Each node had four MPI processes and 12 OpenMP threads. With the

largest basis set there are 8539 atoms and 69413 basis functions. Each calculation requires only a few SCF

iterations using the CDIIS technique49, with the PCSEG-1-DFT/LOW requiring the most at 14 iterations.

SEG)47 because it has been shown that PCSEG-0 serves as an excellent guess for projecting to

larger basis sets48.

The first set of calculations are done with Hartree–Fock (HF), for accelerated convergence, and

subsequently with the BHandHLYP50 (DFT) functional. The LOW accuracy parameter set uses

the SG-1 grid51, a Schwartz screening threshold of 1× 10−9, a PrelinK screening of 1× 10−7

for Coulomb and 1× 10−4 for exchange, a level-shifting parameter of 0.5 Hartree, and a total

energy convergence criteria of 1× 10−4 Hartree. For the production (PROD) parameters we use
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an increased grid size (Nr = 99, NΩ = 590), a Schwartz screening threshold of 1×10−12, a PrelinK

screening of 1×10−8 for Coulomb and 1×10−5 for exchange, no level shifting, and a total energy

convergence criteria of 1× 10−5 Hartree. In the final iteration, the change in the density matrix

||KOUT −KIN ||2 is below 1×10−8.

These calculations were performed on 1024 nodes of Fugaku. We note that the supercomputer

Fugaku has 158,976 nodes, and the "large" system queue on Fugaku begins at 385 nodes, such

that this can be viewed as a reasonable amount of computational resources for any Fugaku project.

The entire workflow is encapsulated in a Jupyter notebook which can be run on the front end of

the Fugaku machine and can launch jobs using the scheduler.

IV. EIGENVALUE CALCULATIONS LOCAL IN SPACE AND ENERGY

One of the drawbacks of the calculation of the density matrix using diagonalization free ap-

proaches is that the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian are useful for system analysis. For example,

they would be useful for computing the DoS using Koopmans’ theorem (i.e. by approximating the

excitation energies as the negative of the Kohn-Sham eigenvalues). While in general the accuracy

of a Koopmans’ approach is low, it can be improved significantly through the use of advanced func-

tionals or correction schemes52–57. Recently, our group has investigated the use of range separated

hybrid functionals58–60 and correction schemes based on mixing of several calculations61,62. The

DoS of just the core orbitals can be useful for interpreting X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy63.

With this in mind, there would be significant value to a method that could reliably compute those

values without fully diagonalizing the Hamiltonian. However, as the KS orbitals are not local in

space, and must be kept orthogonal to one and other, it is challenging to derive low order scaling

approaches. A number of methods have have been proposed that exploit information gained during

the purification process64,65 to approximate select eigenvalues. Another family of approaches is

based on the kernel polynomial method66, which approximates the DoS through random sampling.

Select eigenvalues might also be computed using a shift-and-invert approach67–70 or contour inte-

gration71,72. Dense eigenvalue solvers also can solve for only part of the spectrum (for example,

doing only a partial back transformation in the ELPA 2 algorithm73, or using subspace filtering as

implemented in the ChASE library74).

The first solution we propose is to exploit locality in space (Figure 2A). By joining up fragments

of a system automatically using Π as a guide, we can derive a partitioning of the system for
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FIG. 2. Diagram of the two eigenvalue algorithms proposed in this work: (A) local in space and (B) local

in energy.

which the Hamiltonian can be approximated as block diagonal. The eigenvalues of individual

blocks can then be computed and combined together for the whole spectrum. The limitation of

this approach will be atoms that sit on the boundary between fragments. To remedy this, we

can compute a given fragment in a buffer defined by B, and project the result on to the original

fragment (Sec. II B). When sufficiently pure fragments are used, the weights will unambiguously

assign a state to a given fragment, avoiding the risk of double counting. In our previous work,

we compared the DoS computed from a full system calculation and summed up from independent

fragment calculations using different Π cutoffs13. This analysis was done as validation of our

fragmentation procedure and found that the DoS could be qualitatively reproduced using a Π value

of 0.01. In practice, we already have the Hamiltonian of the full system, so there is no need to run

independent calculations. By directly operating on the total Hamiltonian, we anticipate being able

to compute a more accurate approximation.
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We also propose to exploit locality in energy (Figure 2B). Since K̈ is symmetric, positive

semidefinite, it can be decomposed using the pivoted Cholesky decomposition into a set of N or-

thogonal orbitals K̈ = LLT , where N is the rank of K̈. Like the density matrix, the Cholesky vectors

are sparse, and can thus be computed efficiently75. These orbitals can then be used to perform a

similarity transformation of the Fock matrix ḦOcc = LḦLT reducing the problem to diagonalizing

a smaller N×N matrix. This approach is inspired by the divide and conquer eigenvalue algorithm

of Nakatsukasa and Higham76. In our case, we are able to exploit sparsity by replacing the QR

decomposition with pivoted Cholesky and using density matrix purification to construct the pro-

jection. This approach is also similar to the spectrum splitting algorithm proposed by Motamarri

et al.77 which is tailored towards the matrix free approach using a finite element basis.

We note that with both these algorithms it is in principle possible to retrieve as well an approx-

imation to the eigenvectors. For the local in space algorithm, the eigenvectors of the small matrix

would simply be padded with zeros. This will lead to a set of vectors which are not quite orthogo-

nal, but the accuracy may be sufficient for analysis techniques. For the local in energy algorithm,

the eigenvectors of the full matrix are the product of the Cholesky vectors and the eigenvectors

of ḦOcc. The accuracy of these vectors will depend on the threshold used for for filtering small

matrix values.

V. BASIS SET, FUNCTIONALS, ENERGY ENVELOPES

We now will utilize QM-CR as implemented with NTChem to analyze the role of locality in

space and energy. We will first look at the impact of the choice of basis set and functional in

comparison with the original implementation in the BigDFT code. We will then look at QM-CR

values when evaluated with projections associated to different energy windows.

A. Impact of Basis Set and Functionals

We begin by examining the impact of the choice of basis set and functional on the QM-CR

quantities (Figure 3). As a choice of system, we investigate a Molnupiravir molecule surrounded

by water molecules generated using Packmol78 and then relaxed with the GAFF forcefield79 as

implemented in OpenBabel. This system is small enough to examine in detail, while being large

enough to partition into fragments (done in this case using chemical intuition). We study three
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classes of basis sets: Minimal (STO-3G and Huzinaga’s MINI and MIDI80), Jensen (PCSEG-

0, PCSEG-1, PCSEG-2, PCSEG-347), and Karlsruhe (def2-SVP, def2-SVPD, def2-TZVP, def2-

TZVPD81,82). For functionals, we examine generalized gradient approximation (GGA) function-

als (PBE83 and BLYP84,85), hybrid functionals (B3LYP86 using VWN5 correlation87, PBE088),

Hartree–Fock (HF), and two meta-GGAs (M06L89 and SCAN90). BigDFT calculations were

performed in the linear scaling mode using a wavelet grid spacing of 0.37 atomic units, HGH

pseudopotentials91, and the PBE functional.

We use the QM-CR values computed with BigDFT as a reference for comparison. BigDFT’s

quasi-orthogonal, in-situ optimized basis functions are similar to Wannier functions, and are thus a

more phyiscal representation of the system’s inherent sparsity. By contrast, when using Gaussian

orbitals, the use of higher angular momentum or more diffuse functions makes it less justified to

assign a given basis function to a given atom. By comparing between the two representations, we

can see the impact of basis set on QM-CR quantities.

Our analysis finds (Figure 3A-B) that larger basis sets have less pure fragments and stronger

inter-fragment interactions (higher fragment bond order). The diffuse functions of the Karlsruhe

basis set family lead to even worse purity values than the quadruple-ζ quality PCSEG-3 basis set

(with similar fragment bond order values). The BigDFT values are most similar to the minimal

basis sets for the water molecules, yet are more consistent with the double-ζ quality representa-

tions of the Molnupiravir molecule. This shows the inherent challenge of designing basis sets that

are both local and able to represent a complex chemical environment, without in-situ optimiza-

tion. The compactness of the orbitals for the water molecules suggests that there may be benefit in

tailoring a basis set for the representation of atoms in a water molecule (one focused on the liquid

phase93, as opposed to a more general set94).

Nonetheless, the overall trends remain quite similar, even across basis set families. This is

also true when comparing different functionals (Figure 3C-D). GGA functionals are less localized

than those that include exact exchange, as well as the meta-GGAs M06L and SCAN. The HF

result stands out as the most compact representation. This matches our experience of using the

ADMA guess where its convergence is more efficient with HF than DFT. This locality may be

physically justified, given the impressive accuracy of density corrected DFT95. In Supplementary

Information Sec. II we show a more detailed analysis of the effect of varying the fraction of

exact exchange. We conclude that most functionals capture well the fundamental coarse-grained

structure of this simple system (though it is known that they can differ substantially if observed
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FIG. 3. Comparison of QM-CR quantities computed with BigDFT and NTChem using different basis sets

and functionals. The dependence of Π (A) and B (B) on the choice of basis set. The dependence of Π

(C) and B (D) on the choice of functional (computed with the PCSEG-1 basis set). A 3D representation of

Molnupiravir is shown, with each of its fragment labeled (image generated by PyMOL92).
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in more detail96). Increasing the cardinality of the basis set or adding diffuse functions can lead

to interpretability challenges, similar to known deficiencies of Löwdin charge analysis. However,

since large fragments are used, as guided by the purity indicator, QM-CR appears to be useful

even for Gaussian basis set codes if cutoffs are reconsidered and care is taken about the impact of

basis set and functional.

B. Further Functional Validation

BigDFT can be run in two different modes: cubic and linear. In the cubic mode, the KS orbitals

are directly represented in the wavelet basis set. In the linear scaling mode, the KS orbitals are

represented by the in-situ optimized support functions. While hybrid functionals have not been

implemented for the linear scaling version, such calculations are possible in the cubic scaling

mode97. As further validation of our analysis of the effect of functional, we propose the following

workflow. First, we will compute the optimized basis functions using a linear scaling run of

BigDFT with the PBE functional. Then we will perform a cubic scaling calculation with PBE

and various hybrid functionals. The KS orbitals from the cubic scaling calculation will then be

projected to the optimized basis functions, which will be used to construct the density matrix in the

basis of the PBE optimized support functions, from which we can compute the QM-CR quantities

(Figure 4).

We see a very similar pattern as that which emerged from fully converged calculations in the

Gaussian basis sets. The inclusion of exact exchange increases the purity of the fragments and

decreases the fragment bond order. The fitting process itself is not perfect. If we compute the

trace of KFS where KF is the fitted density matrix from the cubic PBE calculation and S the

overlap matrix from the linear scaling calculation with PBE, the error introduced is 0.11 electrons.

The error in energy, Tr(HKF)−Tr(HK) using H from the linear calculation, is 0.035 Hartree

(relative error of 0.04%). However, the QM-CR quantities are quite similar when comparing the

fully converged PBE linear scaling calculation and the fitted PBE. From these results, we conclude

that integration of QM-CR with the NTChem code is a promising strategy for understanding the

influence of more sophisticated functionals on system partitioning and inter-fragment interactions.
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FIG. 4. Comparison of Π values and B computed using different functionals fitted to the PBE optimized

BigDFT basis set. "PBE-Linear" is the fully converged linear scaling calculation at the PBE level. All other

results are from fitted cubic scaling calculations.

C. Core Density Matrices

We now recompute Π and B using K̈C, the density matrix associated with only the core orbitals

(Figure 5). For these calculations we use the same Molnupiravir system, the PBE0 functional,

and the PCSEG basis set family. With the PCSEG-1 basis, we observe that only 13.47% of the

matrix elements of K̈ are below 1× 10−5 in magnitude. This small system is far from the linear

scaling cross over point. However, for K̈C that value rises to 82.74%, which reflects the fact that

the core–valence gap is much larger than the HOMO-LUMO gap (246.4 vs. 5.1 eV). We observe

a corresponding significant decrease in (absolute) Π values for the core states and a corresponding

decrease in B measures of interaction. The most significant interactions computed with K̈C are the

covalent bonds which have interaction strengths about an order of magnitude lower than the non-

covalent interactions between Molnupiravir fragments and their nearest water molecules computed

using K̈.
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FIG. 5. Comparison of (absolute) Π values and B for occupied (solid) and core electron only (dashed)

density matrices. When the core density matrix is used, we use a value of 2 for qAA, since we only consider

second row atoms.

We consider now the Π values of the individual atoms of the system (Figure 6). If we use K̈,

the atomic fragments are clearly not pure, and don’t represent a reasonable decomposition of the

system. However, if we use K̈C we find that the atoms can serve as good fragments, comparable to

the water molecules when using K̈. This result can be see as validation of the widely used frozen

core approximation. This separation between core states becomes less clear as larger basis sets are

used, which will manifest in our analysis of the eigenvalues in the next section.

VI. EIGENVALUE COMPUTATIONS

We now use the insight gained in the previous section to compute the orbital energies of some

systems, comparing approaches based on locality in space and energy.
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FIG. 6. Π (absolute) values for a system composed of single atom fragments computed using the occupied

(solid) and core electrons only (dashed) density matrices. The six oxygen molecules on the far left are the

oxygens from the water molecule fragments.

A. Locality in Space

Here we attempt to use the purity indicator to construct an approximate block diagonal Hamil-

tonian. We measure the error of the computed eigenvalues to validate the procedure. We again

use the Molnupiravir system with the PBE0 functional. We will analyze the results by studying

three areas of the spectrum: the 29 core, 88 valence, and 206 virtual orbitals (chosen for con-

sistency across basis sets). The errors in orbital energies for each of these areas using different

fragmentation schemes are plotted in Figure 7.

We see a few clear trends from this data. First, the initial fragmentation, which was considered

good using BigDFT’s Π values as a guide, was able to partition the Hamiltonian into block diago-

nal form, and predict the eigenvalues without much loss of precision. The atomic partitioning was

also relatively accurate for the core electrons, similar to the original partitioning’s performance on
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FIG. 7. Box plots of the errors in the orbital energies of different parts of the spectrum computed using

either the original fragmentation or atomic fragmentation. The whiskers extend the first and third quartile

by 1.5 times the interquartile.

valence and virtual, but was significantly worse for the rest of the spectrum. This is consistent

with the Π values computed using K̈C: the individual atoms are good fragments only for the core

orbitals. Conversely, values computed using K̈C can’t describe a suitable fragmentation for the

valence orbitals. The accuracy for the core electrons also degraded as the basis set was increased,

as predicted by Figure 6.

B. Embedding Requirements

In Table I we report the energies of the three nitrogen core orbitals. The algorithm presented

here uses the fully converged Hamiltonian, as opposed to any fragment method which must ap-

proximate both the Hamiltonian and the eigenvalue computation. Clearly a fragment method based

on computing isolated atoms would fail to capture nearly any variation in the energies among

atoms of the same type. But we also see that even the fairly large fragments of the original frag-

mentation would almost certainly fail as well; an error of ∼ 0.5 eV is still too large for practical

purposes98. The cause of the error in the second nitrogen comes from it being on the border of two

fragments.
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PCSEG-0

Atomic -393.63 -393.63 -391.05

Fragment -394.42 -394.33 -391.83

Embed -394.70 -394.33 -391.83

Full -394.71 -394.33 -391.83

PCSEG-1

Atomic -392.71 -392.71 -390.30

Fragment -393.91 -393.61 -391.22

Embed -393.94 -393.89 -391.21

Full -393.97 -393.91 -391.22

PCSEG-2

Atomic -390.53 -389.64 -388.68

Fragment -394.03 -393.23 -391.29

Embed -394.01 -393.89 -391.27

Full -394.03 -393.91 -391.29

TABLE I. Orbital energies (eV) of nitrogen atoms using different eigenvalue approximations.

To resolve this issue requires the generation of a new set of overlapping fragments, which can

be done using QM-CR. In this scenario, each fragment is computed inside an embedding environ-

ment defined by the values of B. We use a strict cutoff of 1×10−4 and recompute. For PCSEG-0,

this involves including just the covalently bonded atoms. With PCSEG-1, one additional carbon

atom from the ring is included. Using PCSEG-2, the nitrogen atom on the border of the origi-

nal fragmentation is now embedded in an environment defined by 9 atoms (see Supplementary

Information Sec. III for a picture). This environment is extremely accurate in reproducing the

eigenvalues of the full system at a reduced cost. Nonetheless, as the orbital energies computed

using PCSEG-2 are very similar to those computed with PCSEG-1, the larger environment can be

interpreted as a spurious basis set effect.
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Threshold %NNZ MAX AVG

PCSEG-0

1×10−7 72.29 1.2×10−3 2.0×10−4

1×10−6 46.42 2.5×10−4 7.5×10−5

1×10−5 21.48 5.1×10−3 2.5×10−3

1×10−4 6.99 2.5×10−1 6.5×10−2

PCSEG-1

1×10−7 59.78 1.8×10−5 6.9×10−6

1×10−6 32.52 1.6×10−2 1.9×10−3

1×10−5 13.66 3.1×10−1 4.7×10−2

1×10−4 4.41 2.1×100 6.6×10−1

PCSEG-2

1×10−7 51.90 1.9×10−3 9.2×10−4

1×10−6 21.98 1.5×10−1 6.3×10−2

1×10−5 7.38 4.7×100 2.5×100

1×10−4 5.12 2.0×101 9.3×100

TABLE II. Sparsity of the Cholesky vectors (defined as percentage of non-zeros %NNZ) and errors in

orbital energies (Maximum and Average; unit of eV) computed using the local in energy algorithm.

C. Locality in Energy

When implemented in exact arithmetic, the eigenvalue algorithm that exploits locality in energy

has no error. In practice, we will use NTPoly’s thresholding of small values for constructing

K̈C, forming the Cholesky vectors, and for the multiplications performed to reduce the matrix

dimension. For this test, we used the fourth order trace resetting method with a convergence

threshold of 10 times the sparsity threshold. We continue using the Molnupiravir system, which is

too small for linear scaling calculations, yet has a sparse enough K̈C matrix for evaluation of any

error in a calculation aimed at core orbitals.

In Table II we plot the error in the core eigenvalues using different sparsity threshold values.

Similar to K̈C, the Cholesky vectors are very sparse when a lower threshold is used. The error at

a fixed threshold grows with the size of the basis set which is likely related to the conditioning of
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the basis. With a threshold value of 1×10−6 it is possible to compute core eigenvalues with little

loss of precision by exploiting locality in energy.

D. Protein In Water

We will finish by applying our algorithms to larger systems made up of proteins in water. First,

we will study the 1UAO protein99 in a sphere of water molecules (3621 total atoms) prepared using

CHARMM-GUI100–103 and minimized with the amber forcefield (see Sec. III B). In the original

presentation of the purity indicator12 we proposed a value of 0.05 as a cutoff for determining the

quality of a fragment. This value was picked as an analogy to the p-value used for hypothesis

testing in statistics. We now re-evaluate this choice by comparing it to the naturally occurring

amino acid fragments of a system. In Figure 8, we plot these purity values as computed with both

NTChem and BigDFT. We see a cancellation of effects as the Gaussian orbitals are more diffuse,

yet the inclusion of exact exchange leads to a more compact description. As noted in a previous

publication11, the only residue that falls outside the 0.05 cutoff is the non-terminal glycine. We

thus recommend a loosening of the criteria to 0.08 for future studies.

The 1UAO protein is made up of just 138 atoms in a large environment (∼10Å in radius). It

is expected to interact strongly with the solvent environment due to its charged (terminal residues,

Asp3, and Glu5) and polar residues (Trp9). It may then be of interest to compute the density of

states projected on to the protein, without diagonalizing the entire Hamiltonian, by means of the

proposed local in space algorithm.

In Table III we plot the error in the core eigenvalues of the protein when computed using

the local in space algorithm. Even with no environment the orbital energies are highly accurate.

Nonetheless, we can observe some effects from the water molecules. Visualization of the automat-

ically generated environment identifies these water molecules as those participating in hydrogen

bonds with the protein (see Supplementary Information Sec. IV). We also computed three core

orbitals using the atomic fragmentation. We choose the atoms with the highest, lowest, and me-

dian purity values as tests. A cutoff of 1× 10−4 is adequate for the accurate calculation of all

three. For the protein system with the PCSEG-1 basis set, that value corresponds to embedding in

an environment composed of all nearest neighbor atoms. Based on the results of Sec. VI B, this

would not be sufficient for triple-ζ quality basis sets, but can be a simple means of extracting core

eigenvalues of calculations at a double-ζ or lower quality.
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FIG. 8. Purity indicator values of the protein amino acids of the 1UAO system computed with BigDFT

(PBE) and NTChem (PBE0).

E. Local in Energy Computational Performance

The local in energy algorithm can be used as a black box solver when the existence of a core-

valence gap is known in advance. We thus assess the performance of this algorithm for inclusion

in O(N) electronic structure codes using the 1CRN system as a benchmark. We use a cutoff of

1×10−6 for filtering small matrix values. With a threshold of 1×10−6, K̈ has a sparsity of 5.32%,

while K̈C has a sparsity of 0.38% and the Cholesky vectors 0.80%. Being able to dynamically

exploit the sparsity that exists in any energy window is one benefit of a matrix element filtering

method such as implemented in NTPoly as opposed to the use of a fixed sparsity pattern based on

interatomic distances. The largest error in the core eigenvalues is only 0.017 eV. This error is very

similar to what was found for the much smaller Molnupiravir system which suggests the algorithm
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Core Full Protein

B Environment AVG MAX

1×10−3 0 0.00499 0.05382

5×10−4 8 0.00259 0.03489

1×10−4 22 0.00019 0.00158

Core Single Atoms

B Trp9-CG Glu5-C Thr6-OG1

1×10−2 1.58140 1.59768 0.42891

5×10−4 0.01161 0.01206 0.00708

1×10−5 0.00124 0.00119 0.00346

TABLE III. (Absolute) Error (eV) in the DoS projected on to the protein when computed with the local in

space algorithm at various cutoffs. Environment size is in number of water molecules when the full protein

is treated as a single fragment (Core Full Protein), and the number of environment atoms when each atom

is treated as its own fragment (Core Single Atoms).

Nodes Full Purify Cholesky Solve

16 104.68 86.99 3.96 0.88

32 73.14 42.99 3.16 0.88

64 47.78 28.48 3.01 0.87

128 38.51 14.74 2.36 0.84

256 32.59 10.93 2.64 0.98

TABLE IV. Comparison of time to solution (seconds) of full diagonalization (Full) and the local in energy

algorithm (using the Hamiltonian of the 1CRN in salt water system). The local in energy algorithm is

composed of three main bottlenecks: density matrix purification (Purify), a pivoted Cholesky factorization

(Cholesky), and solving of a small eigenvalue problem (Solve).

is robust.

We compare the performance of our local in energy algorithm with the EigenExa solver on

Fugaku (Table IV). We compare against EigenExa version 2.11 using the one-stage algorithm

(eigen_s), solving for only the core eigenvalues and no eigenvectors. We used four MPI processes

per node and 12 OpenMP threads. Overall, we see that the local in energy algorithm is able to
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outperform full diagonalization by around a factor of two, particularly when a large number of

cores are used. However, the double-ζ quality basis set remains challenging for density matrix

purification, requiring 45 iterations to converge. The pivoted Cholesky calculation represents a

strong scaling bottleneck, that likely would benefit from an improved implementation. In practice,

for computing the occupied eigenvalues the required projection matrix already available, and the

Cholesky and Solve steps are all that is required. We believe there is room for future refinements

of this algorithm, and that its benefit will become even stronger for increased system sizes.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have taken advantage of a newly developed version of the NTChem program

to analyze the impact of basis set, density functional, and energy envelope on the measures of our

Complexity Reduction Framework. With regards to basis set, we do see the drawback of basis set

artifacts on the QM-CR values. However, we conclude that the trends are well preserved across

basis sets, enabling the QM-CR analysis to be applied with care. This conservation of trends also

existed when studying different functionals. The QM-CR values also show clearly the role of exact

exchange in the generation of orbitals with more compact support.

We also explore for the first time, to the best of our knowledge, the intrinsic sparsity of the

density matrix associated with only the core orbitals. We found that interactions between core

orbitals are significantly reduced compared to valence interactions, a validation of frozen core

approximations. The revealed sparsity inspired two new algorithms for the computation of orbital

energies of a system. When exploiting locality in space, all calculations can be easily driven from

a Python virtual notebook. The only requirement is a code which exposes the matrices in a Python

readable format (such as the Matrix Market format implemented by NTPoly) and the assignment

of basis functions to atoms. We strongly encourage other code developers to expose a similar

interface, which will enable similar investigations in the future. For the local in energy algorithm,

a pivoted Cholesky decomposition which operates on sparse matrices is required. Our parallel

implementation is freely available in NTPoly, though we hope that more optimized versions will

be added to standard solver libraries in the future.

In this study, we only performed calculations on first and second row elements (except sodium

and chlorine). For transition metals, the semi-core states should close the core–valence gap signif-

icantly. In the future, we hope to use our framework to investigate the locality of these states. We
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further hope that the insights gained here may lead to new frozen core approximations which can

dynamically capture the environments atoms exist in. There appears to be ample opportunity for

new algorithmic developments in the area of linear scaling DFT that exploit locality both in space

and energy.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See the Supplementary Material for a visualization of the 1CRN system, an analysis of the ef-

fect of varying the amount of exact-exchange on QM-CR values, and visualizations of the required

embedding environments.
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I. 1CRN PROTEIN SYSTEM

FIG. 1: Visualization of the 1CRN in salt water system (image generated by PyMOL1). Sodium

(purple) and chlorine (green) ions are represented as spheres.

II. EFFECT OF EXACT EXCHANGE ON PURITY AND BOND ORDER

We examine more closely the effect of the fraction of exact exchange on the purity indicator

and fragment bond order. We perform calculations using the PBE0 functional2 with varying levels

of exact exchange ranging from 0 to 1 in increments of 0.05. In Figure 2 we plot the gradient of

values.
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FIG. 2: Changes in the purity indicator and bond order with the fraction of exact exchange for the

Molnupiravir system using the PCSEG-1 basis set.

III. REQUIRED EMBEDDING ENVIRONMENT FOR BORDER NITROGEN

The embedding environment for the nitrogen on the border of two fragments as defined by the

fragment bond order using a cutoff 1× 10−4 and the density matrix from a calculation using the

PCSEG-2 basis set3.
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FIG. 3: Excluded atoms (gray circles) and required buffer region (blue circles) for reproducing the

orbital energy of a given nitrogen atom (red circle) with PCSEG-2. The borders of the original

fragmentation of the Molnupiravir molecule are shown with orange lines.

IV. PROTEIN ENVIRONMENT

We visualize the molecules included in the embedding environment of the 1UAO protein4 with

a cutoff of B = 1×10−4 using K̈C.
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