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The behavior of electrons during bond formation and breaking cannot commonly be accessed from
experiments. Thus, bond perception is often based on chemical intuition or rule-based algorithms.
Utilizing computational chemistry methods, we present intrinsic bond descriptors for the Diels-Alder
reaction, allowing for an automatic bond perception. We show that these bond descriptors are
available from localized orbitals and self-interaction correction calculations, e.g., from Fermi-orbital
descriptors. The proposed descriptors allow a sparse, simple, and educational inspection of the
Diels-Alder reaction from an electronic perspective. We demonstrate that bond descriptors deliver a
simple visual representation of the concerted bond formation and bond breaking, which agrees with
Lewis’ theory of bonding.

I. INTRODUCTION

Bond type perception, the identification of bond types
in a given molecule, is a longstanding problem in many
modern-day applications, including visualization [1], force
field calculations [2], or multiscale methods [3]. While a
human interpretation of bonding situations appears triv-
ial in many cases, an ab initio description of bonding
based on computational chemistry can be more challeng-
ing. Over the years, various simple descriptions of bond-
ing have been developed, like Lewis’ theory [4] or Lin-
nett’s double-quartet theory [5–8]. Alternatively, heuris-
tic criteria are often used for bond perception, e.g., the
atomic distance being smaller than the sum of covalent
radii. Such criteria can be used to determine bonded
atoms while additional rule-based algorithms can be em-
ployed to detect bonds to next-nearest neighbors in the
local environment of an atom [2, 9, 10].

Depending on the application, such criteria may be
too simple to accurately describe the bond order for any
molecule of interest. More sophisticated methods are
for example Bader’s atoms in molecules analysis [11, 12],
where the Laplacian of the electronic density is analyzed,
or the electron localization function [13] that also ac-
counts for the Pauli exclusion principle. Regardless, bond
orders cannot directly be obtained from either method.
Other methods provide bond order analysis, e.g., Wiberg-
[14] or Mayer-bond orders [15]. Nonetheless, one often
obtains fractional bond orders making a classification into
single, double, or triple bonds cumbersome.

An alternative description of bond orders can be found
with the use of so-called Fermi-orbital descriptors (FODs)
[16]. In recent research, it has been discussed that the
FODs carry chemical bonding information and can be in-
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terpreted according to Lewis’ or Linnett’s double-quartet
theory [16, 17]. Further, it has been shown that the cen-
ter of mass (centroids) of different localized orbitals can
be used to get a reasonable initial guess for the FOD
positions [16] and to track bond rearrangements, e.g., by
creating curly arrows as a representation of bond reorga-
nization during a reaction [18, 19].

Sometimes it may be desirable to track the bonding
situation or even the bond formation and breaking of
molecules in a reaction. This manuscript presents an anal-
ysis of bond descriptors for a chemical reaction, i.e., bond
formation and bond breaking along a reaction path using
automatic electron perception methods. As an example,
we will model a well-known reaction – the Diels-Alder
reaction [20–22]. Despite often being used as a textbook
example for a concerted reaction mechanism where all
bond changes happen simultaneously [23–26], this reac-
tion is still very important in modern applications, such
as self-healing materials [27, 28]. In the simplest form
of this reaction, 1,3-butadiene reacts with ethylene to
form cyclohexene, as displayed in Fig. 1. In this work, we
will provide insights into the bond formation for the Diels-
Alder reaction from a bond perception and self-interaction
perspective.

This manuscript is structured as follows: In Sec. II the
theoretical background is introduced. The computational
details and methodology to model the Diels-Alder reac-
tion are described in Sec. III. The results are presented in
Sec. IV. The calculated FODs and centroids will be shown
and compared. Afterwards, energies and other properties
that have been calculated along the reaction path will
be presented. The corresponding information on bond
formation and breaking is discussed. Subsequently, the
validity of the qualitative results is verified. The results
are summarized in Sec. V.
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Figure 1: Schematic Diels-Alder reaction of 1,3-butadiene
(C4H6) and ethylene (C2H4) to cyclohexene (C6H10).
Two new carbon-carbon bonds will be created by breaking
two double bonds and relocating another one. All bond
changes happen simultaneously due to the concerted na-
ture of the reaction.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

Given its moderate computational effort and sufficient
accuracy, density functional theory (DFT) [29, 30] has
become one of the most commonly employed methods in
computational chemistry and related research fields [31].
The total energy of a system is given by the Kohn-Sham
(KS) energy functional

EKS[n
α, nβ ] = Ts[n

α, nβ ] + Vext[n]

+ EH[n] + EXC[n
α, nβ ],

(1)

with Ts as the kinetic energy, Vext as the external poten-
tial, EH as the Coulomb energy, and EXC as the exchange-
correlation energy. In an open-shell description of a molec-
ular system and related unrestricted calculations, there
are two spin channels σ, i.e., the α and β spin channels.
Accordingly, n denotes the total electronic density while
nσ denotes the spin density.

While being formally exact, for practical DFT calcu-
lations additional assumptions regarding the exchange-
correlation functional are needed. With those assump-
tions and further numerical approximations, reasonable
results for a large variety of systems can be obtained
[32]. However, those density functional approximations
can also introduce unwanted side effects, such as the arti-
ficial interaction of electrons with themselves [33]. Since
for one-electron systems the Coulomb energy (EH) and
exchange-correlation contributions (EXC) have to cancel
each other out, violating this condition will result in the
so-called self-interaction error (SIE) ESI

ESI[n
σ
1 ] = EH[n

σ
1 ] + EXC[n

σ
1 , 0], (2)

where nσ1 is a single-electron density for an electron with
spin σ. Recent research [34] showed that the one-electron
error [35, 36], i.e., an error closely related to SIE, is still
dominant in modern exchange-correlation functionals.

In the formulation of Perdew-Zunger (PZ) [33], the SIE
is removed from the KS energy EKS for all Nσ occupied
orbitals, resulting in a self-interaction correction (SIC)

EPZ[n
α, nβ ] = EKS[n

α, nβ ]−
∑︂
σ

Nσ∑︂
i

ESI[n
σ
i ]. (3)

The FLO-SIC method [37–40] is a novel form of PZ-SIC,
where Fermi-Löwdin orbitals (FLOs) are used to calculate
the one-electron densities. Fermi orbitals (FOs) can be
obtained by applying the transformation matrix Rσ to
the molecular orbital coefficients Cσ

cFO,σ = CσRσ. (4)

The transformation matrix Rσ can be obtained with

RFO,σ
ij =

⟨︁
ψσ
j

⃓⃓
aσ
i

⟩︁√︁
nσ(aσ

i )
. (5)

Here, the ψi are occupied orbitals, while |aσ
i ⟩ denote po-

sition eigenstates localized at the FODs aσ
i , which are

reference electron positions to build the FOs. In FLO-
SIC calculations these FODs are optimized along with
the electronic density. The FLOs are obtained by apply-
ing Löwdin’s symmetrical orthonormalization [41] to the
FOs. The resulting FLOs are well-localized, comparable
to other localized orbitals, e.g., Foster-Boys (FB) orbitals
[42] where the orbital variances JFB are minimized [43]

JFB =
∑︂
i

(︂⟨︁
ψi

⃓⃓
r2

⃓⃓
ψi

⟩︁
− ⟨ψi|r|ψi⟩2

)︂
. (6)

The lower the value of JFB the more localized is the state.
It is known that SIC raises reaction energy barriers [44–
46]. For localized SIC orbitals this can be explained by
the increased noding of valence orbitals in the transition
state (TS) that lowers the SIE (or raises the correction)
[47]. The novel aspect of our contribution is the explicit
analysis of how SIC and information derived from local-
ized orbitals can be used to track the bond formation
along a reaction path.

III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. Electronic structure codes

For transparent results, only open-source codes were
used in this manuscript following the free and open-
source software (FOSS) approach [48]. The all-electron
Gaussian-type orbital code PySCF [49] was used for all
DFT calculations while the PyFLOSIC2 code [50, 51]
was used for all FLO-SIC calculations. The computa-
tional parameters for these calculations follow Ref. [17].
The local spin density approximation Slater exchange
functional [52, 53] with the modified Perdew-Wang cor-
relation functional [54] (SPW92) has been used for all
calculations, as implemented in the libxc library [55].
The double-ζ polarization consistent pc-1 basis set [56–
58] was employed. A PySCF grid level of 7 was used.
This corresponds to a (90,974) grid for hydrogen and a
(135,1202) grid for carbon in the multi-center quadrature
scheme [59]. Pruning has been disabled for all calcula-
tions. The self-consistent field (SCF) energy convergence



3

threshold was set to 1 × 10−8Eh. All calculations were
performed spin-unrestricted.

To verify the results, DFT and FLO-SIC calculations
have been performed with a self-written Julia code called
chilli.jl [60]. A comparison of the calculated energies
can be found in the supplementary material. The nuclear
geometry optimizations, TS optimization, and nudged
elastic bands (NEB) calculations were carried out with
the external optimizer pysisyphus [61] using an interface
to PySCF. The computational parameters and method-
ology used will be explained in detail below.

B. Nuclear geometry optimization

In the target reaction, the reactant state contains the
separated molecules ethylene and 1,3-butadiene. Along a
reaction path, the reactant state transforms via a transi-
tion state into the product state, cyclohexene. Nuclear ge-
ometry optimizations were started from experimental ge-
ometries: The reactant ethylene was taken from Ref. [62].
For butadiene, the gauche-1,3 geometry was taken from
Ref. [63]. The structure for the product, cyclohexene,
was taken from Ref. [64]. The initial structures were opti-
mized at the DFT level of theory using the rational func-
tion optimization (RFO) method [65]. The threshold for
the maximum force Fmax and the root-mean-square force
Frms have been set to 1.5×10−5Eh/a0 and 1×10−5Eh/a0,
respectively.

Subsequently, the optimized nuclear geometries for
ethylene and butadiene were combined, with the initial
fragment distance being similar to Ref. [66]. The result-
ing reactant state was optimized utilizing translational
and rotational intrinsic coordinates [67], using the same
force thresholds as before. It has been verified that the
resulting Hessian of all nuclear geometry optimizations
has only positive eigenvalues to ensure that stable minima
have been found.

C. Transition state optimization and reaction path

To approximate the TS, a nudged elastic band (NEB)
calculation has been utilized at the DFT level of theory.
The computational parameters were adapted from Refs.
[68] and [69]. Eleven images have been calculated using
the limited-memory BFGS (L-BFGS) optimizer [70, 71],
as implemented in pysisyphus [61]. A maximum force of
2× 10−4Eh/a0 (≈ 0.01 eV/Å) and a step size of 0.075 a0
(≈ 0.04Å) were set. The climbing image was enabled,
while the Kabsch algorithm [72] to align images has been
enabled. The splined highest energy image (HEI) from
the NEB calculation was used to optimize the TS. This
optimization uses the same thresholds as the previous
nuclear geometry optimizations, using a restricted-step
RFO (RS-I-RFO) method [65, 73]. After the TS opti-
mization, it has been checked that the resulting Hessian

contains solely one imaginary frequency to ensure the
result truly is a TS.

In addition, two NEB calculations were performed with
the same parameters as the previous NEB calculation, but
with 9 images and the climbing image disabled. One NEB
samples the minimum energy path between the reactants
and the TS, and the other samples between the TS and
the product. This procedure resulted in 21 optimized
geometries (1 reactant, 1 TS, 1 product, and 2× 9 NEB
images).

D. Orbital localization

It is known that Kohn-Sham orbitals (KSOs) tend to
be delocalized over the whole extent of a given molecule
[40]. Thus, different localization schemes can be used to
transform the KSOs into localized orbitals. In contrast
to KSOs, localized orbitals can often be interpreted as or-
bitals carrying bond-related information [74]. The inves-
tigated localized orbitals are FB, Edmiston-Ruedenberg
(ER) [75], Pipek-Mezey (PM) using Löwdin charges [76],
generalized PM using Becke charges [77], and intrinsic
bond orbitals (IBOs) [78]. All of these localization pro-
cedures were carried out using PySCF, where the co-
iterative augmented Hessian (CIAH) method is used [79],
except for the IBOs, where the implementation and min-
imization follow Ref. [78] with an additional symmetric
orthogonalization. As a simple stability analysis for the
minimization with the CIAH method, the eigenvalues of
the resulting Hessian have been calculated, and it has
been ensured that all eigenvalues are positive.

E. FOD optimization

For the FLO-SIC calculations, the initial FOD config-
uration were taken from the PyCOM method [16], i.e.,
the centroids of localized FB orbitals. Note that the
method was used with a stability analysis to ensure the
local minima of the generated localized orbitals. The ini-
tial FOD configurations follow Lewis’ theory. With the
need to optimize the density matrix and the FODs, the
two-step SCF cycle following Ref. [80] was employed as
implemented in PyFLOSIC2. The constrained L-BFGS-
B method [81] was used for the FOD optimization. The
final maximum force Fmax acting on any FOD was below
1.5× 10−4Eh/a0.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present an overview of the main
results, focusing on the bond analysis during the Diels-
Alder reaction, employing spatial descriptors and other
selected properties.
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(a) Reactants (b) TS (c) TS+1 (d) Product

Figure 2: Diels-Alder reaction of 1,3-butadiene (C4H6) and ethylene (C2H4) to cyclohexene (C6H10). Electronic
density (top) and FODs (bottom) for the reactants, the TS, the image after the TS (TS+1), and the product. The
isovalues have been chosen such that 85% of the density is contained. More information about the selection of the
isovalue can be found in the supplementary material. Carbon atoms are colored in grey, hydrogen in white, and the
FODs in red. Only one spin channel has been displayed since the FOD positions for these images coincide for both
spin channels. The centroids of localized orbitals resemble the FODs, see the supplementary material.

A. Bond formation: Associated bond points

This segment investigates the trends that can be found
when analyzing the centroids of localized orbitals and
FODs. For simplicity, the centroids of localized orbitals
and FODs positions will be labeled as associated bond
points (ABPs). As an example, the FODs have been
displayed for selected structures in Fig. 2, along with the
density. Corresponding figures using different centroids
can be found in the supplementary material.

For the reactant (Fig. 2a) and product state (Fig. 2d),
the ABPs correctly describe the anticipated bonding situ-
ation (compare with Fig. 1). Counting the ABPs around
each bond axis mimics the expected bond order [16] (see
Fig. 1). Note that the number of ABPs has to be di-
vided by two since we are in the spin-unrestricted case.
The TS (Fig. 2b) still has the bond order of the reactant
state. Over the course of the reaction, the bond order will
change once, i.e., from the reactant state bond order to
the product state bond order. This transition takes place
one image after the TS (Fig. 2c) for all bonds and can
be associated with the formation and breaking of bonds.
This imagery of all bonds forming concertedly in one step
is also in line with other research [23–26]. We note that

this behavior remains when evoking other localization
methods, with small deviations. While the FODs and
centroids of FLO, FB, and ER orbitals are separated per-
pendicular to the bond axis, the centroids of PM orbitals,
generalized PM orbitals and IBOs mostly lie directly on
the bond axis.

As a measure of the change of the ABPs during the
reaction, one can use the distance dmax, where dmax is
the maximum distance of the ABPs of bonding orbitals
from the midpoint of the C-C bonds. As the formation of
two new C-C bonds, alongside the break up of two C-C
double bonds over the course of the reaction necessitates
a spatial rearrangement of localized electrons pairs, this
can be directly observed using dmax. A value of dmax ≈ 0
would resemble a single bond, where the FOD positions
would directly lie on the C-C bond axis. Typical distances
for dmax for double bonds, i.e., in ethylene are about 0.4 Å,
see the supplementary material for more details.

In Fig. 3a one can see the dmax for the FODs for all
breaking double bonds, starting from the initial reactant
state towards the product structure. The FOD distance
dmax remains almost constant in the beginning at 0.4Å,
as typical for double bonds. Approaching the TS dmax

increases, reaching its peak at the TS (image 10). This



5

means that FODs move farther away from the C-C bond
axes. One can interpret the departing ABPs as the break-
ing of a bond. After the TS, the double bonds are broken
into single bonds, with dmax being close to zero. This
trend can be seen for all ABPs. For the PM orbitals and
IBOs, one can see an oscillation of the distances for the
centroids in ethylene. In addition, one can see that some
orbitals behave differently depending on the spin channel,
especially for PM orbitals. Thus, in these cases, the sym-
metry is broken between α and β spin channel. However,
this behavior can not be found in the generalized PM
localization scheme. Since the trends between PM and
generalized PM are otherwise the same, the oscillations
and spin splitting are likely an artifact of the ill-defined
Löwdin charges [77].

As shown in the supplementary material, the values
for dmax for the FB centroids closely resemble the ones
of the FLOs. Thus, for the discussed reaction PyCOM
utilizing FB orbitals is suggested to result in suitable
initial FODs. The second best approximation for initial
FODs utilizing PyCOM would be achieved utilizing ER.
PM, generalized PM and IBOs perform worse for the
investigated reaction.

The formation of the new double bond in the product
can be tracked as well, as seen in Fig. 3b. For the initial
single bond, dmax is close to zero. The C-C single bond
is present up to the TS. The peak of dmax is at the TS+1
where the new double bond has been formed. The dis-
tance stabilizes afterwards and reaches a value close to
the previously observed 0.4 Å that is typical for a double
bond.

B. Monitoring bond formation

In this segment, scalar properties, e.g., total energies,
SIEs, and the absolute value of the dipole moment are
analyzed along the calculated reaction path. We restrict
ourselves to scalar properties, aiming to find simple scalar
descriptors for bond formation and bond breaking.

The total KS energies EKS for the sampled reaction
are displayed in Fig. 4a, shifted by the total energy of
the product. As expected, one can indicate the TS as the
HEI. Calculating the PZ SIE from the FLO-SIC calcula-
tions (see Eq. (3)), one obtains Fig. 4b. Firstly, one can
see that the SIE is larger for the product than for the
reactant. Interestingly, the SIE gets minimal for the TS.
However, the smaller SIE for the TS is in line with the
expectation from Ref. [47]. Applying this correction to
the KS energies, one obtains the FLO-SIC energies EPZ

as seen in Fig. 4a. The reaction barrier increases for the
corrected energies, agreeing with other research [45, 46].

Fig. 5 displays the orbital variances JFB (see Eq. (6))
of the occupied FB orbitals and FLOs. The FLOs are
more localized than the FB orbitals, but both show a
similar trend. The figure roughly resembles the trend of
the negative SIE in Fig. 4b. Accordingly, as the SIE gets
minimal at the TS, the TS is also the most delocalized

state as indicated by the maximal value of the FB cost
function (Fig. 5). The bond breaking, as indicated previ-
ously by the ABPs (see Fig. 3a), can also be seen in the
orbital variances of all localized orbitals which provide
a measure of delocalization (see Eq. (6)). The orbital
variances of the remaining localized orbitals can be found
in the supplementary material.

Similar behavior can be seen in other properties, like
the absolute electric dipole moment µ for both the KS and
the FLO-SIC densities, shown in Fig. 6, or the ionization
potential (see the supplementary material). As proposed
in Ref. [17], the absolute value of the dipole moment is
a simple descriptor of the density. We now find that
this simple descriptor is also able to correctly monitor
density changes leading to bond breaking and formation
in this reaction. The dipole moment can indicate the
re-arrangement of the density due to the relocation of the
electrons, which is the actual bond breaking.

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Reaction image

0.0
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0.6
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m
ax
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]

(a) Maximum FOD distances for the breaking double bonds.
Three different colors represent the selected FODs.
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(b) Maximum FOD distances for the forming double bond.

Figure 3: Maximum FOD distances dmax from the C-
C bond midpoints that form double bonds. The TS is
indicated at image 10 via a dashed vertical line. For
comparison, the long dashed horizontal line indicates the
FOD distance in ethylene. The color-coded FOD posi-
tions in the molecule are indicated schematically, where
carbon atoms are colored in grey and hydrogen in white.
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(a) Total KS energies EKS and FLO-SIC energies EPZ, shifted
by the respective total energy of the product. Note that the
FLO-SIC energies are in any case lower than the KS energies.
See the supplementary material for the unshifted energies.
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Reaction image

3.10

3.12

3.14

3.16

E
S

I
[E

h
]

(b) FLO-SIC SIEs ESI.

Figure 4: Energies along the reaction images. The TS is
indicated at image 10 via a dashed line. The respective
structures for the reactants, TS, and product are sketched
in (b) accordingly, with carbon atoms colored in grey,
hydrogen in white, and the FODs in red. Only one spin
channel has been displayed since the FOD positions for
these images coincide for both spin channels.

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Reaction image

90

100

J F
B

[a
0
2
]

FB

FLO

Figure 5: Orbital variances JFB of occupied FB orbitals
and FLOs along the reaction images. The TS is indicated
at image 10 via a dashed line.

Additionally, we investigated the possibility to monitor
bond changes using universal force field (UFF) energies
[82]. In Fig. 7 one can see the calculated UFF ener-
gies EUFF using PyFLOSIC2 and Open Babel [83].
PyFLOSIC2 utilizes a novel bond perception based on
the FOD positions. Using nearest-neighbor relations be-
tween nuclei and FODs, each FOD gets classified as core,
bond, or lone FOD. This information enables the calcula-
tion of the bond order matrix and the determination of
the local chemical environment of each atom in a molecule.
Since the centroids give the same bond order as the FODs,
they will result in the same UFF energies.

Interestingly, the bond assessment for the UFF based
on FODs delivers energies resembling the trend of the
dipole moment µ (compare to Fig. 6). While for the re-
actant and product state the ABP-based energies agree
with the Open Babel derived ones, there are significant
differences around the TS. The ABP-based bond percep-
tion describes the concerted change of the bond order
better than the derived bonds from Open Babel. Fur-
ther investigations are necessary for a generalization of
these findings. Despite this, the ABP-based UFF seems
to be a promising candidate for an efficient scalar func-
tion tracking bond formation and breaking for similar
systems.

C. Verification of computational parameters

To verify the qualitative trend of the found results, ad-
ditional DFT calculations have been performed on the op-
timized structures, similar to the verification segment in
Ref. [17]. To analyze the effect of the exchange-correlation
functional, calculations have been performed utilizing
the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) functional
PBEsol [84] and the meta-GGA functional r2SCAN [85].
The main result is that independent of the functional, one
can still see the bond formation in the dipole moment and
the ionization potential. Moreover, the orbital variances

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Reaction image

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

µ
[D

]

DFT

FLO-SIC

Figure 6: Absolute electric dipole moments µ of the sys-
tems along the reaction images, both for the DFT and
the FLO-SIC densities. The TS is indicated at image 10
via a dashed line.
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0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Reaction image

200

400

600
E

U
F

F
[k

J/
m
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] Open Babel

PyFLOSIC2

Figure 7: UFF energies EUFF of the systems along the
reaction images using PyFLOSIC2 and Open Babel.
The TS is indicated at image 10 via a dashed line.

of FB orbitals display the same trends, while the dmax

of FB orbitals are mostly unaffected by the choice of the
functional.

To analyze the effect of the basis set, DFT calculations
using the family of polarization consistent basis sets pc-n
[56–58] have been performed. Namely, the split-valence,
double-ζ, triple-ζ, quadruple-ζ, and quintuple-ζ basis sets
pc-0, pc-1, pc-2, pc-3, and pc-4 have been investigated.
One finds a suitable agreement for pc-1 with the larger
basis sets. Similar to the analysis of the functional, the
dmax of FB orbitals remain largely unaffected by the basis
set choice. Accordingly, all basis sets recover the same
trend for the dipole moment, ionization potential, and
orbital variances.

Additionally, to confirm that there is no bias in the
values of dmax due to the starting guess of the FOD opti-
mization, an exemplary calculation using ER orbitals has
been performed. As expected, both configurations result
in the same optimized FOD configuration and therefore
in the same values of dmax, while the FB guess needs
fewer iterations to converge.

Finally, to ensure the reproducibility of our findings,
reference DFT and FLO-SIC calculations were performed
with chilli.jl. The calculated DFT and FLO-SIC en-
ergies along the reaction path show the same trend as
obtained by PyFLOSIC2. This accentuates that the
presented FLO-SIC trends are reproducible. The full
analysis of all reference calculations can be found in the
supplementary material.

V. SUMMARY

In this article, we investigated bond formation and
breaking exemplary for the well-known Diels-Alder reac-
tion from a self-interaction and local orbital perspective,
using nudged elastic bands (NEB) calculations and opti-
mizing the corresponding transition state (TS) using den-
sity functional theory (DFT). It has been shown that the
Fermi-orbital descriptors (FODs) and centroids of differ-
ent localized orbitals, i.e., Fermi-Löwdin orbitals (FLOs),

Foster-Boys (FB), and Edmiston-Ruedenberg (ER), can
be used to describe and display the bonding situation
not only in the reactant and product state but along
the reaction as well. All associated bond points (ABPs)
show a similar trend and indicate the bond formation and
breaking at the same reaction image. More precisely, we
find that the bond order changes exactly once along the
reaction path while going from the TS to image TS+1.
This clearly shows that the concerted mechanism of the
Diels-Alder reaction can be described using ABPs. It has
been shown that the (maximum) ABPs distance from the
middle point of the bond axis can be used to indicate the
bond formation and breaking. We showed that for this
reaction FB orbitals are the best starting point from the
tested centroids to generate initial FODs, utilizing the
PyCOM procedure.

DFT and FLO-SIC calculations have been performed
along the same reaction. In agreement with other research
[45, 46], it has been shown that the reaction barrier gets
raised when applying the self-interaction correction (SIC)
and the self-interaction error (SIE) gets minimal for the
TS. The bond formation can be observed in different
properties like the absolute value of the dipole moment
or the universal force field (UFF) energy derived from
ABPs.

For the investigated reaction, a Lewis configuration for
the FODs was found. For any reaction having a Lewis
configuration, one can expect similar behavior for the
proposed measures of tracking bond changes. However,
there exist cases where instead of Lewis configurations,
Linnett double-quartet structures are preferred in FLO-
SIC [17, 51]. For these cases, the FLOs and contained
bonding information are vastly different from the local-
ized orbitals of DFT calculations. Thus, it could be in-
teresting to apply the proposed measures to investigate
reactions involving Linnett double-quartet structures.

The main finding of this work is that fully optimized
FODs and centroids of localized orbitals are able to de-
scribe the bond formation and bond breaking for the
analyzed Diels-Alder reaction. While other research has
hinted at the bond information contained in FOD po-
sitions, the centroids are often more accessible. Such
descriptors can be helpful to categorize the bonding sit-
uation in various applications, e.g., when analyzing self-
healing materials. Therefore it is promising that they
show similar trends. Whether these trends continue for
more complex reactions should be investigated in future
research.
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Figures that display all ABPs for selected structures
can be found in the supplementary material. The sum-
marized results of the verification calculations using
chilli.jl, and the calculations using different functionals
and basis sets are discussed. Additionally, figures for the
values of dmax for all ABPs, the ionization potentials, and
UFF contributions from PyFLOSIC2 and Open Babel
are listed. A reference implementation to calculate the
isovalues from Fig. 2 is included. More information about
the symmetry of the optimized nuclear geometries, the lo-
calization procedure, bond perception, and the definition
of the electric dipole moment are appended.
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