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A num erical canonical transformm ation approach to quantum m any body problem s

Steven R. W hite!

1

D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y, University of C aliformia, Irvine, CA 92697

D ated: February 3, 2022)

W e present a new approach for num erical solutions of ab initio quantum chem istry system s. The
main idea of the approach, which we call canonical diagonalization, is to diagonalize directly the
second quantized H am iltonian by a sequence of num erical canonical transfom ations.

INTRODUCTION

T he vast m a prity of current m ethods for num erically
solving quantum m any body system s fallinto a few broad
categories. O ne type of approach Involves producing ap—
proxim ate representations of wavefunctions. Exam ples
of this approach inclide con guration interaction, cou—
pld cluster m ethods], and the densiy m atrix renor-
m alization group OM RG) E, E, E]. A second type of
approach isbased on perturbation theory. Som e versions
of perturbation theory are closely related to wavefunc—
tion approaches, w hik others, for exam ple utilizing nite
tem perature Im agihary tin e G reen’s fiinctions, arem ore
closely related to path Integrals. A third type ofapproach
is quantum M onte Carlo, which also m ay involve repre—
sentations ofwavefunctions (eg. G reen’s function M onte
Carlo) or of path integrals (eg. detem inantal/auxiliary

eld m ethods).

M uch less explored than these approaches are m eth—
odsbased on sin ilarity or unitary transform ations ofthe
Ham ittonian H . In these approaches the prin ary focus
is on H and transfom ed versions of i; wavefunctions
ply a much m ore m inor role. In this paper we develop
such an approach in the context of ab initio quantum
chem istry calculations In a nite basis. T his approach is
based on unitary canonical transform ations (CTs) ofH
w ritten In second-quantized operator form . Such trans—
form ations have been used in analytical work for very
long tin eE]. A wellknown exam ple in condensed m at-
ter physics is the Schrie erW ol transform ation of the
A nderson m odel into the K ondo m ode]@]; another is the
wellknown m apping of the Hubbard m odel In the large
U=t lin i into the t-J model. O ften these transform a-
tions are perform ed once, and relate one m odel system
to another, sin pler system , w ith fewer degrees of free—
dom , In an approxin ate way. In som e cases specialCT s
can produce exact solutions for certain m odel system s.

R ecently, substantial progress has been m ade by the
developm ent of continuous unitary transformm ations, in
which a set of di erential equations is solved to perform
theCT .ﬂ,ﬁ] T hism ethod, which wasdeveloped iIndepen—
dently by W egner and by G lazek and W ilson, is known
by the nam es \ ow equation m ethod" ﬂ] and \sin ilarity
renom alization" E]. A key advantage of this approach
is that one does not need to know in advance the trans—
form ation operatorto be used; it is determm ined im plicitly

by the solution ofthe di erentialequations. A nother ad—
vantage is that once the di erential equations are set up,
there isno operator algebra to be perfom ed in the course
of the num erical solution of the di erential equations.

T his approach can be perform ed in a sem ianalytic con—
text, where typically one is deriving one m odel from
another. For exampl, an im proved treatm ent of the
Schrie erW ol transformm ation of the Anderson m odel
has been perbmed. [§] It can also be used to obtain
ground state energies and dispersion relations (ie. exci-
tation energies) for in nite lattice systam s. E]

Here we extend and develop the CT approach in a
quantum chem ical context. W e rst introduce a new
version of the CT approach which is closely related to
the Jacobi m ethod of diagonalizing m atrices. In this
case, rather than solving a di erential equation, one per-
form s a sequence CT s, each Involving the am allest pos—
sble num ber of operators. T his approach is designed to
solvea nite quantum system , nam ely am olecule or clis—
ter in a standard quantum chem icalbasis, as an altema-—
tive to other standard approaches, such as con guration
Interaction or coupled cluster m ethods. W e dem onstrate
that ourm ethod can detem ine ground states in ab initio
chem ical system s w ith excellent precision, utilizing tests
on a water molcul for which exact results are avail-
abl. W eexpect sin ilarperfom ance for low lying excited
states. W e then present a version ofthe \ ow equation"
approach for use In the ab initio context. U tilizing ideas
developed In our Jacobim ethod, wepresent a new version
of the di erential equations which m ake their num erical
solution particularly e cient. W e dem onstrate that this
m ethod also works very well for the waterm olecule.

Perhaps the m ost In portant aspect of our approaches
is the ability to rem ove both low energy (ie. core) and
high energy virtual orbitals from the problem , leaving a
system with a small num ber of \active" orbitals. This
approach is especially useful for \strongly correlated"
system s, ie. those with open shells, breaking bonds,
etc., where a single reference approach fails. In these
system s, the strong correlation is generally con ned to
a relatively an all num ber of orbitals. In wavefiinction-
based approaches, i can be awkward and expensive to
dealw ih the strongly correlated part ofthe problem w ith
a powerfulm ethod (eg. full diagonalization of the ac-
tive space) and the sin ple high-energy part of the prob—
Jlem w ih another, sin plerm ethod. By working w ith the
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Ham iltonian directly, one can separate the two parts of
the problem sin ply and e ciently. F irst one transfom s

the whole H am iltonian into a form in which the high and
low energy orbitals are either com pletely unoccupied or
com plte occupied (for core orbitals). Then these or-
bitals can be thrown out ofthe problem com pletely, leav—
Ing a an aller system ofpartially occupied orbitals which
can then be solved with any of a variety of nonpertur—
bative techniques. Here we dem onstrate this powerful
hybrid approach on a stretched water m olecule, solving
the an aller system swih DM RG .

Another advantage in working w ith the Ham ittonian
directly is In obtaining excitations. In transform ing the
Ham iltonian, we m ake progress n solving for excited
statesat the sam e tin e asw e obtain the ground state. E s—
sentially the sam e approach isused to obtain both ground
and excited states. A though we have not perform ed tests
yet for excited states, CT approaches In other contexts
have obtained excellent resuls. E]

W ew ill call the set ofm ethods w e present here canoni-
caldiagonalization (CD).The tem diagonalization indi-
cates our intent to solve the system fully, ratherthan just
transform ing to a sim plerm odel. T he transform ationsin—
volved are both unitary and canonical which is de ned
In the next section); we choose only the term canonicalto
em phasize that the m ethod works in the space of second
quantized operators. W e fiirther distinguish the Jacobi
CD method (UCD) and the ow equation CD method
FECD).AILCD approaches share the feature that the
ob Ect that one is m anipulating is the second quantized
Ham ilttonian, as a collection of abstract operator tem s
w ith speci ¢ num erical coe cients.

T hese approaches seem particularly suited to ab initio
quantum chem istry, which are characterized by a very
generalquantum Ham iltonian, containing alm ost allpos—
sible one and two-electron tem s. The CT s generate ad—
ditional term s involving one, tw o, three, and m ore parti-
cles. Since generalone and tw o particlk tem s are already
present in the H am iltonian, no extra nconvenience arises
from these temm s. Three and m ore particle tem s are
m ore inconvenient, butm ost such tem s can be neglected,
to an excellent approxin ation. CD is size-consistent, and
m any-particle tem s which m ay be left out involve the
sin ultaneous interaction of three orm ore (dressed) elec—
trons, so that neglecting them is analogous to neglecting
connected clusters involving triple and higher excitations
In coupled clister m ethods. Note that canonical trans—
form ations also appear In the theory ofthe coupled clis—
ter m ethod @], although the m ethod rem ains largely a
w aveflinction approach. N ote also that although one does
not need to w rite any w avefiinctions explicithy, CD in its
sim pler form s in plicitly expresses the ground state us—
ing the exponential of an operator acting on a reference
state. Further links to coupled clusterm ethods arem ade
in the D iscussion Section.

CD ts naturally Into a renom alization group RG)

fram ework. First, one can remove (\integrate out")
higher energy orbitals, one at a tim e if one w ishes, leav—
Ing a system where the e ects of the rem oved orbials
are Incorporated into an e ective H am iltonian for the re—
m aining orbitals. T huseach step resem blesa transfom a-
tion In a typical RG calculation in statisticalm echanics,
although unlike in that case one cannot continue inde —
niely and there are no xed points. Second, even if one
is not Integrating out orbitals, the transform ation of the
Ham ilttonian, lke in RG m ethods, occurs in a sequence of
steps, w ith truncation of higher order tem s occuring at
each step. Third, the di erential\ ow " equation form of
CD , In which a tin e-like variable controls the evolution of
the H am iltonian operator tow ards a m ore diagonal form ,
closely m atches W ilson’s original conception of the RG
approach @].

CD isa naturalcom plem ent to DM RG, and this was
a principle m otivation in developing it. W hen applied
to quantum chem istry problem s, DM RG does very well
In descrbing non-dynam ical correlations (strong correla—
tions associated w ith partially occupied orbitals), but it
is ine cient in describing dynam ical correlations, since it
describes high energy virtual orbitals on the sam e foot—
Ing aspartially occupied strongly interacting orbitals E].
CD has com plem entary behavior. It can be used to re—
m ove the nearly unoccupied orbitals, leaving a an aller
Ham iltonian involring strongly interacting orbitals for
DM RG to solve.

JACOBICD

W e begin wih the JacobiCD approach. In the ordi-
nary Jacobim ethod for diagonalizing m atrices, one ap—
plies a large num ber of uniary transform ationsto a Her—
m itian m atrix to bring it into diagonal orm [14]. A uni-
tary transform ation gives a new m atrix which has the
sam e elgenvalues as the old. In the Jacobim ethod, each
unitary transformm ations consists ofa rotation oftwo row s
and colum nsto zero out a singleo -diagonalelem entH ;5.
T he part of the uniary transform ation m atrix exp @)
corresponding to row s and coum ns i, j is

0 _ cos sin 1
=P 0 sin  cos

The angle which rem ovesthe term H ;5 is given by

1 1
=_-tan "RHu=E;

> E;)] @)

where E; = H;; and the transform ation is applied as

exp@)H exp( A): 3)

Any unitary transform ation can be w ritten as an expo-
nential of an antiH em itian m atrix A E]. For real sym —
m etric m atrices and operators H and for what follow s,



it su ces to use real antisym m etric m atrices and opera—
tors A . In the Jacobim ethod, one traverses the m atrix
repeatedly, rotating away o -diagonalelem ents, starting
w ith the largest o diagonalelem ents for e ciency.

In JacobiCD we construct unitary transform ations to
successively rem ove o -diagonaltem s ofa second quan-—
tized H am iltonian. W e consider a quantum chem icalsys—
tem in a H artree Fock basis, w ith H am iltonian

X

1
H = Ti5C o + > Visx1Cl Cg & oct : (@)

i3 ijkl O

Here T contains the electron kinetic energy and the
Coulomb interaction between the electrons and the nu-
cled, while V;4, describes the electron-electron Coulomb
Interaction. Indices such as idenote spatialH artreeFock
orbials, and isa soin Index. Later on we shall som e~
tin es use i to denote a spin-orbital, In which case the
context should m ake the usage selfevident. W e use a
com puter representation ofH asa sum of abstract oper—
atortem s, each w ith a coe cient and a product ofc and
& operators nvolving various orbitals. In our program a
c or & operator is described by a single byte, which en—
codes the orbital index involved, the spin, and whether
it iscord. This In plem entation is thus lin ited to sys—
tem sw ith atm ost 64 orbitals. A com plete operator term
is stored as an array of such bytes plus a oating point
coe cient. W e developed a set 0of C+ + routines to take
products and com m utators of such operators, putting the
result in nom alordered form using the anticom m utation
relations. H aving these operationsbe reasonably e cient
iscrucialto them ethod. T hisapproach, using form alop—
erator tem s to describe H , rather than speci ¢ m atrix
expressions for tem s of various orders, is both sinple
and general. In the future, n order to Im plem ent spe-
ci capproxim ationsw ithin CD ,m oree cient code could
be produced by deriving and in plem enting the relevant
m atrix expressions.

An o -diagonaltem which can be rotated away is sim —
ply any term which is distinct from its H em itian conji—
gate. Selfadpint term s constitute the diagonalelem ents.
They can alwaysbe w ritten as products of density oper-
atorsn; = CZ ¢ . Consider, as a speci ¢ exam ple, the
term

V =av = a i..cg#q(#clv-; 5)
where a is a num erical coe cient. Let
A=V vY) (6)

G wen the proper choice of , the transform ation H !

exp@)H exp( A) willremoveV + VY from H , intro—
ducing other term s Instead. W e w ill consider the choice
of mom entarily. T hese additionaltem s in generalhave
an aller coe cientsthan V., making H m ore diagonal. If
one continued the process inde nitely, one would have a

\classical" H am iltonian where every temm was diagonal.
In this case any Slater determ inant ¢/c] ::: i isan eigen—
state and all eigenvalies can be read o essentially by
Inspection. A fter the particle-hole transform ation of the
occupied orbitals describbed below , nom ally the ground
state energy is sin ply the constant term in H .

T hisuniary transform ation isa canonicaltransform a—
tion, in that when applied to the operators c and &, the
anticom m utation relations are preserved, eg.

fet e 2 ;8 cge Ag=é&t fci;cgge A= fci;cgg: @)

One can view a CT as a complicated m any-particle
change ofbasis. In that senseCD issin ilartotheDM RG
m ethod, the biggest di erence being that DM RG works
in a wavefiinction basis. In the D iscussion section, we
comm ent m ore on applying the CT s to the c operators.

In order to carry out the transform ations, i is conve-
nient to use the wellkknown formula

fHe® = H+ R;HI+ %B;B;H 11

+

1
glPx;P.;Px;H m+ (8)

A comm utator between an N ;-particle term and an N ,—
particle tem givesup to N1 + N, 1)-particle temm s.
Hence, ifA isa oneparticle temm , i doesnot generate any
higher order term s. Indeed, rotationsby oneparticke A’s
correspond to single particle changes ofbasis. CD using
one-particle A’s can be used to perform a HarteeFock
calculation, if the initial orbitals are not the HF orbitals.
To evalnate Eq. @), we generally treat each term in H
separately. Form ost temm sV the transform ation hasno
e ect, since A ;V ]= 0. Forrelevant tem sthe expansion
can be carried out order by order until all term s of a
given order are neglble (ie. their coe cients are very
an all) . At each order the tem s should be put in nom al
ordered form . The number of distinct termm s generated
from a single tem V isamodest nite number, sihce a
particular ¢; or c?: can appear at m ost once In a term in
its nom alordered fom .

For several reasons it is convenient to perform a par-
ticle hole transform ation on the occupied orbitals. T hus
wede ned; = ¢ iforbiali isunoccupied in the HF
state,and d; = ¢ ifi isoccupied. T he d’shave denti-
calanticom m utation relationsto the ¢’s. A fterthis trans-
form ation, anticom m utation relations are used to put the
termm s in nom alordered form , putting d to the right ofd .
T he resulting anticom m utators generate new lower order
term s, after which the HF energy appears as a constant
term In H . In tem s of the d operators, the HF state is
the vacuum Pi. There are no o -diagonal single particle
term ssuch as dzdj . There are term swhich appearto vio—
late particle conservation, such as dli’dljfdi d},but which in
fact do not In term sofrealparticles. A sone perform sthe
canonical transform ations, the vacuum state approaches
the exact ground state.



W e now consider the choice of . An operatortem V
connects an exponentially large num ber of pairs of states
Lr together, hlyy i 6 0. However, one of these pairs
of states can be considered the m ost In portant, nam ely,
the one closest to the HF vacuum . This pair has the
few est num ber of d¥’s operating on Pi which generate
states not destroyed by V . As a speci c example, kt
V = 0i d{djdkdn . Then the most inportant pair of
states is

& Pi
df Pi: )

i
i =

W e will call these states sin ply the left and right states
of V . Other pairs of states, considered to be less in —
portant, have additional &"’s, which do not appear in
V , applied to both i and Fi. For exam ple, one could
take the pair & ji and df ¥i. De ne fora term V the
kft energy E; = hlH i and sin ilarly the right energy
E,= hrH ¥i. W enow choose to use the Jacobi form ula
for to attempt to elin nate the o diagonal term in
the Ham iltonian connecting 1 and r. Thus, if a is the
coe cient of V. , we choose

1 1
= -tan "Ra=E,

Eq) ]
> )]

(10)
This does not elin inate V. exactly, since the operator
A connects m any di erent states, not just 1 and r, so
it isnot a 2 2 transformm ation, as it would be for a
m atrix. Nevertheless, we nd that this choice generally
works well, typically reducing the size of the coe cient
0fV by a few orders ofm agnitude. N ote that the degen—
erate case E; = E, isnonsihgular, generating an anglk of

=4 (eitther angle can be chosen). Such a large trans-
form ation angle should be avoided if possible, how ever,
since it generates high order temm s in the transform ation
ofH .

A more comm on choice in analytic work using CT s is
to choose to elin inate V. to rst order in the expan-
sion Eq. E), nam ely choosing to set the coe cient
ofV.in R;HP Jto a, where HP is the diagonalpart
of the Ham iltonian. This is closely related to our ap-—
proach: note that hljV ;H P ]ii is the coe cient of V
in ¥V ;HP ]. However,

HjV GH® Jpi= €, EDWY Fi=E, E (11)
so that this choice gives €. E;) = a. This agrees
w ith our choice to low est order, but it isnot wellbehaved
ifE, Ei.

O ne need not elin nate all o -diagonaltetm s in H .
If one is Interested In only the ground state, then one
needsto elin inate alltermm s connecting that state to other
states. M ore speci cally, suppose the initial HF state
D1 has substantial overlap w ith the ground state. O nly
states which produce a nonzero result when acting on

the vacuum need be rem oved, nam ely, only termm s such
as d?did}g & or dgd]{ , and their H em itian conjigates (as
well as sin ilar m ultiparticle term s). Since all term s still
satisfy particle conservation, in each of the two-particle
term stw o ofthe orbial indices jkm n m ust correspond to
occupied states, and tw o to unoccupied orbitals. O nceall
such tem sareelin inated, then the state i isthe ground
state, and the ground state energy is the constant tem
In the Ham iltonian.

In all but the smallest system s, som e of the tem s
formed from the CTs must be discarded according to
som e criterion. The simplest criterion is to neglect all
tem s nvolving three or m ore particles, ie. six orm ore
d operators. O ur test calculations on the waterm olecule
suggest that this is a very accurate approach for system s
well described by a single reference state. O ther possble
criteria include keeping all term s whose coe cients are
larger than som e cuto ; keeping all one and tw o particle
tem s and all three particlke tem s larger than a cuto ,
etc. M ore sophisticated criteria are possble also, such
as trying to estim ate the contribution ofeach tem using
pertubation theory, and discarding temm s whose contri-
bution is below a cuto . Here, we perform some test
calculations according to sin ple cuto criteria. In the
future, we hope the criteria can be optim ized.

In order to preserve symm etries, such as soin symm e~
try, one can rotate sets of term s which are related by a
symm etry transform ation in one step. For exam ple, In
what follow s, for each termm , we check to see if it is dis—
tinct from the term com ng from ipping all of its spin
Indices. If it is distinct, both are rotated together w ith
the sam e rotation angle. T he rotation angl for both is
chosen as the angle to rotate one of the temm s separately.
T his procedure preserves spin sym m etry exactly.

One must decide In which order to go through the
term s In perform ing the CTs. Since each CT alers the
coe cients of m any other other term s In H, i m akes
sense to start w ith the largest rst. O ne approach would
beto nd thetem w ith the largestm agnitude coe cient
at each step. A nother would be to choose the largest ro—
tation angle. However, ssarching for the largest tem
at each step would be ine cient. Therefore, we have
chosen the llow ing m ethod: a cuto angle is chosen,
and alltem s w ith angles greater n m agnitude than this
cuto are treated in a sweep through the tems, In a
predeterm Ined but arbitrary order. T hen, the cuto an-
gl is reduced by a constant factor, and the procedure
is repeated. Here, we started wih a cuto of 0.15 and
reduced it using a factor of 0.6. (In som e passes, partic—
ularly the Initial one, there m ay be no CT s perform ed.)
In Table Iwe show resuls fora 25 orbialD ZP basiswa—
ter m olecule, or which 11l C I resuls are availabkfl{].
Because of som e arbirary choices in the ordering of the
CTs, which unfortunately can a ect the results slightly,
the results here would be di cul to reproduce precisely
by an independently written program . (The di eren—



TABLE I: Resuls from the Jacobi CD m ethod applied to
the water m olecule In a 25 orbital basis. The 1sO core HF
orbital has been frozen. The exact energy of the system in
thisbasis is =76 256624 H artrees. In all cases, alltwo particle
tem s have been retained. "; and "; are the cuto s for re-
taining three and four particle tem s, and N3 and N 4 are the
corresponding m axin um num ber of such tem s In H during

the diagonalization. E istheerror in theenergy,E E cxact-
"3 "y E N 3 N 4
1 1 0.0041 0 0
001 1 0.0041 464 0
0001 1 00019 11 10° 0
0.0005 1 00011 3:6 10° 0
0.0001 1 -0.0001 2:9 10° 0
0.0001 00001 0.0001 2:9 10° 20 10°

tialequation m ethod discussed below doesnot su er this
problem .) Desgpite this, one can easily evaliate the po—
tential of the m ethod from our results. O ne can see that
we obtain an accuracy of severalm illihartrees even when
truncating all three or m ore particle tem s. If one keeps
also som e three partick tem s, one can obtain accuracy
to fractions of a m illlhartree. This sort of accuracy is
com parable to coupled cluster m ethods.

Tt is not necessary to perform every CT In this proce—
dure. At the end of every sweep, we perform a calcula—
tion of the energy using second order perturbation the-
ory forthe current H am ittonian. T he calculation tin e for
this procedure scales only as the numberoftermsin H,
so there is a neglble In pact on the overall com putation
tin e. A s the largest angle tem s are elin inated, the per-
turbation theory resultbecom esm ore and m ore accurate.
Even jist a ffw rotations of the largest termm s can m ake
perturbation theory much m ore welkbehaved. O ne can
stop the procedure when the perturbation result is well
converged, which typically happens long before all the
chosen term s are rem oved. In Fig. 1 we show the results
for this procedure. One can see that the perturbation
result converges much m ore quickly than the constant
term in the energy. O ne m ight well stop after about 300
Jacobi steps; in this particular exam ple this num ber is of
orderN ?, where N is the num ber of orbials.

In Tabl ITwe show sim ilarresults fora waterm olecule
w hose bondshave been stretched by a factoroftwo. This
system is not well described by a single reference state:
in the 111C I caloulations ofO Isen, et. aLfi]], in adi er
ent but sin ilar basis, the weight of the HF determm inant
in the full C I wavefuinction was 0.589, versus 0.941 for
the unstretched m olecule. Here, we nd that CD isun-—-
stable if only two-particle tem s are kept. One ndsthat
repeated Jacobidiagonalization steps reduce the energy
w ithout bound. CD is exact if no truncations are m ade,
so this is an artifact of the truncation of three and m ore
particle tem s. However, kegping even a large num ber
of three particle term s does not result in a particularly

-76.0 - -
e——e Constant Term
-76.1 —— Pert. Thy. ]
-——- Exact
Ll
-76.2
~76.3 :

0 500 1000 1500

FIG.1l: Energy for the watermolecule of Tabl 1 as a func—
tion of the num ber of Jacobi rotations performed n. At each
sweep the constant termm of H is shown, as well as the cur-
rent result from second order perturbation theory. The iniial
value of the constant temm is the HF energy; the initial value
ofthe perturbation theory iswhat one would get from itw ith-
out dong CD .

TABLE II: Same as for Tablk I, but for the water m olecule
w ith bond stretched by a factor of two. The exact resul is
-75.95227.

"3 "4 E N3 N 4
1 1 1 0 0
001 1 000716 10* 0
0001 1 001519 10° 0
000051 001538 10° 0

001 001003213 10* 39 10°

accurate calculation.

For this system , exam ination ofthe occupancies of the
HF orbials n the exact ground state Wwhich we have
com puted w ith high accuracy wih DM RG ) reveals that
there are four spatial orbitals w th occupancies far from
0 or 2; speci cally, they have occupancies 0of1.58, 1.52,
046, and 04. The rest have occupancies lss than 0.03
ormore than 1.97. In the case of the unstretched wa-
ter m olecule, occupancies are all within 005 of 0 or
2. The results for occupancies of natural orbials are
very sin jJarE]. The contrbution to the energy of a
Ham iltonian term A, h A J i, can be expressed as a
G reen’s function or densiy m atrix elem ent. In the case
of Ham iltonian term s m ade out of operators involving
only nearly lled orun lled orbitals, the behavior of the
G reen’s function is well understood, and the m agnitude
falls rapidly as one considers termm s nvoling m ore parti-
cles. Forpartially occupied orbitals there is no reason to
believe that three or m ore particle G reen’s fnction ele-



TABLE III: Sam e as for Tabl II, but for a truncation crite—
rion with no lim it on the num ber of partially occupied tem s.
Here N3, is the maxinum total number of tem s involving
three or m ore particles. Here the O 1s orbital has not been
frozen; the \exact" value is taken from a DM RG calculation
keeping 750 states: —75.9661.

" E N 3+

0001 0.0097 53 10°

0.0005 0.0025 1:4 10°

0.0002 0.0003 39 10°

m ents are an all. C onsequently, one should only truncate
such a temm if its coe cient is sm all. For this reason,
we have perform ed test calculations w ith the follow ing
truncation criterion: alltermm sw ith m ore than fourd and
d¥ operators corregponding to non-partially— lled orbitals
are truncated. In addition, all term s whose coe cient’s
m agniude isbelow a cuto " are elin inated. Ifthere are
N, partially lled orbitals, then this rule allow s temm s
with up to 4N, + 4 d’s to appear. In this case we have
up to 20 d’s, ie. a 10-particle tem .

A s shown in Tabl II, with this criterion we see sub-—
stantially better results: we nd that in this non-single
reference system , accuracy to fractions of a m illhartree
ispossbl.

FLOW EQUATION CD

Tt is also possble to formulate CD in tem s of a dif-
ferential equation. This approach was origihally devel-
oped independently by W egnerﬂ] and by G lazek and
W jJson,E] In rather di erent contexts than we present
i here. W e will derive it here as a natural variation of
the JacobiCD method. In this approach we introduce
a tin e-lke variable t, and the H am iltonian evolves as t
Increases. First consider a tin edependent H am ittonian
for som e xed antihemm itian operatorA :

H@=¢e?H Qe 2 12)
HereH (0) isthe lnitialHF Ham iltonian. W e have
dH (t)
dt

This di erential equation form of a CT has long been
used In analytical work, where one integrates t from 0
to some xed rotation anglk. Here we m odify this by
making A depend on H . First expand H as follow s

= Rh;H O @3)

H®-= a ©h : 14)

Eachh isa product ofd and & operators, and a (t) is
the corresponding coe cient. Let

A ()= s a (h : @5)

The s are xed param eters, which we initially consider
to have only three possble values: 1,and 0. W e sets

to 0 if we are not interested In rotating the coe cient of
h to 0, because, for exam ple, h does not act directly
on the HF state Pi. For tem swe w ish to rotate to zero,
we choose the sign ofs sothat (1) A (t) isantihem itian,
and (2) increasing t rotates in the direction to dim inish
a (). These conditionsare satis ed ifs ischosen asthe
sign ofE; E,,where land r are the left and right states
ofh .WeevolveH (t) asa sequenceofin niesimalCTs,
as llow s

= e®OH e BO

= H@M+ th@©;HE ©O+0(tf: 16)

H (t+

In the Im it that t! 0, this is equivalent to solving the
nonlinear di erential equation

GH ()
at

R ©;H O a7

Each In nitesin al rotation acts to din inish each a (t)
with nonzero s . Since A (t) depends linearly on the
a (), the rotationsbecom e an allerasthea (t) decrease.
T hus, we expect the solution of this equation fort! 1
tohavea ()= 0 ifs isnonzero.W e also expect these
a (t) to din inish exponentially w ith t.

If no truncations are m ade, the solution to this dif-
ferential equation for any tine t gives an H () which is
related to H by an exact CT . This is true also for any
choice of the s as long as they satisfy the requirem ent
that ifh = hY, then s = s , ensuring that A (t) is
antihem itian. For num erical e ciency, it is useful to
m odify the choice of s . This is because di erent term s
h require di erent rotation angles. O ne would like to
m ake the exponentialdecay to zero ofeach a (t) have ap—
proxim ately the sam e tin e constant. If they have w idely
varying tin e constants, the num ber of steps in integrat-
ing the di erential equation will be very large. W e can
achieve this by choosing, for nonzero s ,

s = @1 E) ' 18)

Provided a (t) E, E., this choice m akes the coef-
cient ofh In A (t) the angle required to rotate the
tem to zero. Thism akes the naturaltin e scale for each
term equalto uniy. W e choose the s at the begihning,
using the untransform ed HF energies, and never change
them ; however, one could also m ake the s depend on t.

In W egner’soriginal ow equation m ethod, ratherthan
the above form s of A de ned in term s of s , one took
A= HP;H ], whereH? isthe diagonalpart ofH . This
isvery sin ilarto thechoices = E; E;,assum ingallo —
diagonal tem s are being ram oved. H owever, this choice
gives very w ddely varying tim e scales, driving temm s w ith
large E;  E; to zero much more quickly. In the sense
that the large energy di erence tem s are rem oved rst,



W egner’s m ethod can be considered a renom alization
group m ethod In itself, and onem ight stop at some nite
tin e and study the partially transform ed Ham itonian.
O ur choice ismuch m ore e cient num erically, assum ing
oneonly wantsthet! 1 Iim it.

W e decrdbe all the com m utator relations in tem s ofa
\m atrix" B

h ;h ]= B h: 19)

If a commutator gives a tem which is not in the set
of Ham iltonian termm s we are keeping, then that tem is
ignored. Then the nalform for the ow equation CD
m ethod is a set of di erential equations

da ) X
= B
dt

s a a (20)

which are to be soled num erically. The B m atrix was
com puted initially and stored in our program . Because
of som e regularities in the pattem of nonzero elem ents
of B, the storage could be reduce by a factor of about
N , the num ber of orbitals, from a naive estin ate. How —
ever, they could also be recom puted at each step to save
storage, at the expense of com puter tin e. A nother ap—
proach to save storage would be to ram ove a faw orbials
at a tim e. O ne could even rem ove one tem at a tin e by
m akingonly ones nonzero, in which casethe ow equa—
tion m ethod becom es very sin ilar to the Jacobim ethod.
To integrate the coupled di erential equations, we use
a sin ple Purth order Runge Kutta m ethod w ith auto-
m atic step size adjuistm ent. This routine attem pted to
Integrate the di erentialequationsw ith an absolute error
tolerance of 10 8, and we integrated the equations from
= 0tot= 20.

In Figure E, we show the evolution of the constant
term In H as a function of t for the unstretched water
m olecule. O nly one and tw o partick term swere retained.
T he step sizes used were rather large, and they steadily
Increased. They are visble via the circles in the curve.
Onl twelve steps were taken, although each RG step
In our very crude Integrator required twelve derivative
evaluations, Eq. ). The result for the energy was in
error only by about a m illthartree.

T Figure f], we show sin flar results for the stretched
water m olecule. As in the Jacobim ethod, CD keeping
only two particle term s isunstable, w ith the energy tend-
hgto 1 . We believe that by keeping m ultiparticle
term s one could m ake this m ethod perform very well on
the stretched water m olecule, just as we found for the
Jacobim ethod.

REM OVING SETS OF ORBITALS

Another approach for system s such as the stretched
waterm olecule, which have som e strongly correlated or-
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FIG .2: Evolution ofthe constant term in the renomm alized

Ham iltonian as a function of tim e, for the ow equation CD

m ethod. The system isthe sam easin Table I.A lltwo particle
tem swere retained In H .The nalenergy is—76 25795, versus
the exact fullC Ivalue 0f-76 25662, shown by the dashed line,
for an error of 1.3 m illihartree.

FIG.3: Same as for Fig. E, but for the stretched water
molecule. Here, the ow CD m ethod retaining only one and
tw o particle temm s is unstable.

bitals, is to Integrate out m any of the non-strongly—
correlated-orbitals, lkeaving a an all but strongly corre—
lated system to solve with CD retaining m any-particle
term s, with DM RG , orw ith anotherm ethod. W e rstdi-
vide the orbitals into tw o sets, those to be kept and those
to be ram oved. Som e of the orbitals to rem oved w illhave
occupancies near 0, and som e m ay be core orbitals w ith
occupancies near 2. D ue to the particle-hole transform a—
tion, we need m ake no distinction between these cases.
C onsider the m any-particle basis states $i= d/d} :::Di.



Let pidenote allstates in which no orbitalto be rem oved
is occupied. Conversely, ket % denote the rest, in which
at least one orbitalto be rem oved isoccupied. W ew ish to
rotate away allHam iltonian term s which connect states
$1to . Let r represent orbitals to be rem oved. T hen
the tem s to be rem oved are described by the follow ing
rule: the tem s have one or m ore d¥’s, or one or m ore
dr’s, but do not have both d’’s and d,’s.

One ndsthat typically a fow of these tem s to be re-
m oved, largely by accident, have E . and E; nearly iden—
tical, although neither is close to zero because they in—
clude operators adding or rem oving high-energy orbitals.
To ram ove these problem termm s requires a lJarge angle of
rotation. This can be disastrous for either the Jacobi
or ow equation m ethod unless m any-particlke tem s are
kept. However, som e re ection indicates that these prob—
Jem tem s are likely to be quite unin portant in termm s of
their true contribution to the ground state. C onsider an
nth orderperturbation theory contribution to the ground
state energy. Ignoring the energy denom inators, such a
tem is proportionalto

WHhihy :::hy, Pi: 1)

C learly, ifthis contribution isnonzero, term h, m ust have
E, = 0,and tetm h; must have E; = 0. Thus our prob—
lem tem w ith nearly degenerate nonzero energies cannot
contrbute in second order. For third order, one m ight
consider h, to be the problem temm . However, for this
tem either i or jim ust belong to the set F%1. Rem ov—
ing all the other tem s connecting Fi to §% m eans that
eitherh; orhj; is to be rem oved, since Pibelongs to Fi.
T hus there is no third order contrbution. The lowest
order contribbution for such a term is in fourth order, in—
volving both thisterm and itsHem iian conjigate ash,

and hj, or nvolving two such term s as h,; and h;. Here
h, takes one from i into a higher energy state Fi, hs

takes one from i to jsoi, h, then takes one back to Fi,
and h; takes one back to Pi. The energy denom inators
are welktbehaved, since E, and E; of the problem tem

are not close to zero.

T hus a quite reasonable approach is to rotate away all
tem s connecting Fi to F%1 except those whose energy
di erence £ E;jisbelow some cuto d. The tem s
below the cuto are retained during the CD process, dur—
Ing which tim e they m ay change due to other term sbeing
rotated away. A fferthe CD iscom plete, one then can dis—
card all tem s having any d. or & operators, which will
Inclide these problem term s. O ne can also solve the CD —
transform ed H before truncation, using anotherm ethod,
and check that the occupancies of the rem oved orbitals
are very close to zero.

In Tabl IV we show the results of such calculations for
the stretched waterm olecule. T here are three sources of
error In these calculations. F irst istheDM RG error, typ—
ically near 0:0002 m H, keeping 400-600 states, which is
an allenough to show the other sources of error. Second

TABLE IV: Resuls for the ow equation m ethod applied to
integrate out a set of orbitals, coupled wih DM RG to solve
the resulting H am iltonian. T he system is the stretched water
m olecule of Table IT, with 25 orbitals. The st colum n tells
how m any orbitalswere rem oved, speci ed ashaving the high—
est single particle energies in the particle-hole-transform ed
Ham iltonian. The param eter d is the lower lim it on the en—
ergy di erence of an operator for it to be removed. E ¢p is
the error in the energy, as com puted by DM RG , relative to
the flull CI energy (-75.95227) after CD has been perform ed
to elin lnate orbitals, but with all 25 orbitals still present.
Nnmax 1S the largest occupancy of any of the orbitals which
have been \rotated away". E cpr is the error in the en—
ergy, com puted by DM RG , after CD and after truncation of
the rotated orbitals. The indicates that the ground state in
this diagonalization has a clearly erroneous orbital occupancy
pattem, indicating that i is a low lying excited state which
has dropped below the true ground state. The true ground
state occupancy pattem reappeared upon truncation of the
rotated orbitals.

O rbitals d E cp DNnax E cpr

R em oved
8 05 000031 10° -0.0003
13 05 000039 10° -0.0003
17 05 0016 6 10° 0016
17 10 0011 3 10° 0.018
20 05 0007 3 10° 0014
21 05 0011 0.01 0012

isthe error from perform ing CD keeping only one and two
particle term s. This isgiven by E ¢p . Increasing d, or
rem oving fEwer orbials in proves E ¢p . Third, there is
the energy from throw ing aw ay the rem oved orbitalsafter
CD . This ismeasured by the di erence between E ¢p

and E ¢pr, and also by the maxinum occupancy of
the rem oved orbitals ng, ax - W e nd that d can be m ade
quite large: 05 is always ne, whereas 10 can be too
large. W e also nd that we can rem ove up to about one
half of the orbials and incur only a very am all error,
even only keeping one and two particlke tem s. For the
resulting sm all system even 1l1C Iwould be a very easy
calculation. Even rem oving all but fur of the orbitals
we get a reasonable result. W e have not carried out any
sim ilar calculations keeping m any-particle tem s, but we
can deduce the probable outcom e. Since all the rotation
angles are rather sm all in this procedure, four particle
tem s, which can com e In only as 2, would be neglble.
Three particle term s come In as , and if such a tem

only nvolved the retained orbitals it presum ably would
have both E; and E, analland i could give a substan—
tial contribution to the energy oforder . T hree particle
term s nvolving rem oved orbitals would have E; or E,

reasonably large, and would only contribute to the en-
ergy via second order perturbation tem s, thus com ing
in as ?, which could be neglected. In short, we expect
that keegping three particle tem s involring the retained



orbials only would be a very accurate approach for re—
m oving m ore than half of the orbitals.

W e would lke to conclide this section with an argu—
m ent that the proper way to separate the treatm ent of
high-energy from low-energy orbitals isby using an e ec—
tive H am iltonian to rem ove the high energy orbitals, as
we have done, rather than any wavefunction based ap-
proach. W e willm ake this argum ent via a trivial3 3
m atrix, designed to have som e of the crucial features of
a strongly correlated/m ultireference system . D e ne the
m atrix

1
o "

won 1 % : (22)

1 10

0
H )-8

The third row and colim n represent a high energy or—
bital, which we would lke to treat separately from the
rst two nearly degenerate row s and colimns. W e will
consider the param eter values ("= 01, = 1), "= 041,
= 05),and ("= 0, = 1). For these three param -
eters we nd the follow ng ground state energies and
eigenvectors (regpectively): -0.099, and (0.995,0.0098,-
0.098); 0.064, and (0.789,0.614,0.022); and 0.196, and
(0.700,0.700,0.137). Now suppose we wanted to solve
this system in two steps, rsttreating the third \orbital",
then next the other two, using a w avefunction approach.
In treating the third orbialwe insist that we ignore the
an all param & "; otherw ise we are treating the whol
m atrix together. W e in agine that we have som e pertur-
bative m ethod for obtaining the third com ponent of the
w avefunction, ignoring "; w ith this xed, then we obtain
the 1rst two com ponents, taking " into account. How—
ever, com paring the rst and third sets of param eters,
we see that the third com ponent 3 depends strongly on
", so thism ethod m ust fail.

A tematively, we m ight in agine rst treating the st
tw o row s and colum ns separately, ignoring and nding
the ratio of com ponents ;= ,, and then subsequently
using to x 3. In this case, comparing the rst
and second param eter sets, we see that ;= , depends
strongly on , so that thism ethod fails. In short, to treat
thisproblem successfiilly, wavefiinction based approaches
must treat both and " sim ultaneously.

Now considera simnple CT approach. Rather than us-
ing the Jacobior ow equation method, we use a less
sophisticated, but wellkknown perturbative CT m ethod
for rem oving the third row and colum n.@] In this case,
we nd that the second-order change in the upper keft
2 2 portion of the m atrix, due to the third row and
colum n, is

1
H = HjBH3jE( + ) (23)

E; E3 E; Es

where E; = Hij. ([The general ormula is obtained by
replacing 3 by k and summ ing over all orbials to be

rem oved k.) " appears only in the energy denom inators,
as a an all correction; we ignore it by setting it to zero
there. Weobtan H® =H + H as

2
o —
H ("; ) = 10
n _
10

nw

o
3]

@4)

"

[
o

The ground state energies and eigenvalies for H ¢ for
the three casesare-0.1,and (1.0,0.0);-0.064,and (0.788,—-
0.615); and 02, and (0.707,0.707). These resuls com —
pare very nicely to the exact results for the fullm atrix.
Indeed, they m ust; the procedure is well controlled, w ith
large energy denom inators.

In orderto properly separate the two parts ofthe prob—
lem 1n a wavefiinction-based approach, one needs to allow
a set of possible wavefunctions to represent the high en—
ergy states, rather than a singlk part of a wavefiinction.
Such an approach is enbodied In the DM RG m ethod,
w hich chooses the optin al set of states to represent each
part of the system .

DISCUSSION

CD is sizeconsistent: if one duplicated the Ham ilto—
nian fora system , corresponding to having tw o m olecules
separated by a large distance, and put in no interaction
term sbetw een the tw o systam s, then no interaction term s
would ever be generated and each system would behave
dentically under the CT s. T he energy would be doubl
the energy for one system .

The calculation tine for CD generally scales identi-
cally with the number of orbitals N for the Jacobiand
ow equation m ethods. C onsider rstthem ethodsw hich
directly determ ine the ground state, rather than rem ov—
ing orbitals rst. There are of order N 2, N2 tems
r which connect directly to Pi, where N oee N 2, ..) are
the num ber of occupied (unoccupied) orbitals, which one
needs to rem ove. Not all other temm s s connect to any
term r; if one is discarding all three particle temm s, then
there m ust be two orbital indicesm atching In r and s to
get a contrdbution. Thuseach tem r connects to oforder
N 2 term s s. Hence the total calculation tin e scales as
N2 NZ .N?, orroughly N2 N * ormore roughly N °.
T his is com parable to a singles and doublesC I or coupled
cluster. If one treats only the tem s r w ith large angles,
using second order perturbation theory for the rest, the
calculation tim e w ould be reduced but the scaling ism ore
di cul to analyze. However, from the resultsofFig. 1
it is tem pting to estin ate the num ber of termm s needed
to be rotated as about N ?, leading to an overall scaling
ofN * (plus a tin e oforderN ° for the mitialHF change
of basis). O f course, studies of system s of various sizes
are necessary to detemm ine the true dependence on N .
(It is also challenging to w rite e cient program s for CD
w hich exploit the potentially favorable scaling: if one is



not carefu], one may nd one’s program spending m ost
if its tim e perform ing com m utators very slow 1y for tem s
with an all coe cients which are later discarded.) One
could also only rotate the largest N ? tem s using the
ow equation m ethod, and then use perturbation theory
for the rest of the tem s, leading to sim ilar scaling w ith
system size. T here are also other variations of CD w ith
good scaling. N ote that if one does CD but restricts the
temm s s to be either r¥, or a diagonalterm whose indices
allm atch those In r, then one obtainsan oM ?) m ethod
closely related to second order perturbation theory. A
presum ably m ore accurate o™ 5) m ethod is obtained if
one restricts s so that three indicesm ust m atch those In
r, ratherthan two. ForCD where one ram oves sets ofor-
bitals, kegping one and tw o particle tem s, the scaling to
rem ove each orbitalis oN 2N %), ora total of N 2, N *
to rem ove a nite fraction of the orbitals.
Let us discuss in m ore detail how to think about the
canonical transform atjonsE]. T hus far, we have taken
the view that we apply a CT to get a new Ham ilttonian

H=¢&He?; (25)

which has di erent coe cients from H , but is w ritten in
term s of the sam e operators

X

H = ah: (26)

The new Ham iltonian has the sam e eigenvalues as the
old, and one can reconstruct the eigenvectors: if
Hji=EJj i; 27)
then
He Py i=Ee *7 4 28)

so that e 7 i is the corresponding eigenvector of H .
One could also de ne new operatorsd; and dz as

= e de ?; 9)
w here the sam e expression applies for d{ . Since
et didje * = efdie Pefdje P = aidy; 30)

one could equally wellw rite H' as

X

H = ah : (31)

Herel isaproductofd; operatorsw ith the sam eorbital
Indices and orderash

This om , Eq. [BI)), is not especially usefl, since the
coe clentsofthe H am ittonian are not any m ore diagonal
than in H . A m ore useful expression com es from w riting

H=c?®PHe P =c 2u: (32)
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Ifwe de ne new operators d using the nverseCT,
di=e *die®; 33)
then

ah; (34)

where h isde ned analogously to i . W e see that in
term softhe d operators, the originalH am ittonian hasthe
m ore diagonalform forthe coe cientsof H' . Thism eans
that one should think ofd! asthe operatorwhich creates
a quasiparticle, not d{ In particular, suppose A fully
diagonalizes H , in which case any Slater determ inant is
an eigenstate of H' . For any orbiali

HdPi= "d Pi; 35)
from which we obtain
Hdle ® pi= "mdle * Pi: (36)

W e see that d] creates a new exact eigenstate from the
ground state e ® i, containing an extra particle associ-
ated w ith orbiali. This de nes d{ to be a quasiparticle
creation operator. It creates a \dressed" electron, w ith
correlationsbuilt in. B ecause of the correlationsbuilt in,
three and m ore particle tem s can appear in H'. Note
that if one has exactly diagonalized H w ih A, then one
can create all of the excited states by successively apply—
ngd{’stoe ® Pi.

The form ulation ofCD in tem s of exponentials of op—
eratorshasmuch in comm on w ith coupled clister m eth-
ods (CC).In coupled cluster m ethods, the ground state
waveflinction is w ritten as e’ Pi. Usually T is not anti-
hem itian, but in som e Jess comm on versions of CC, it
is, and usually the CC equations are derived using (for-
m ally) a sin ilarity transform ation ofH .] Onedi erence
between the two is that in CD we never explicitly w rite
down A ; rather, we perform a sequence of transform a—
tionsA1;A;:::A,, which In plicitly de ne the com plete
transform ation € = &0 :::ef. (In the ow equation
m ethod this sequence is continuous.) Based on the sin i
larexpressions forthe ground state, onem ight expect CD
and CC to have sin ilar errors, and our resuls are gen—
erally consistent w ith this. H ow ever, the overallpoint of
view between CD and CC is fundam entally di erent: CC
is approxin ating the ground state, whereas CD is pro—
gressively transform ing the H am iltonian into a diagonal
form . The point ofview ofCD m akes certain approaches
natural and m anageable, ncliding rem oving sets of or—
bitals, extracting excited states, and utilizing renom al-
ization group ideas.

Furthem ore, CD, In is various approxin ate fom s,
m akes itstruncationsofH ateach transform ation. T hese
Intermm ediate truncations m ake tractable the use of uni-
tary transfomm ations, rather than non-uniary sin ilarity



transform ations. Such continuous truncations are fam il-
jar from RG m ethods in statisticalm echanics. O ne way
ofunderstanding their usefiilness is to consider diagonal-
zing a m atrix wih an approxin ate second order uni-
tary transform ation, as In the previous section. Here,
how ever, we consider transform ing the whole m atrix this
way. Except for m atrices which are nearly diagonal to
start w ith, this second order approach would work very
poorly. H owever, ifonem akes a sequence of second-order
unitary transform ations, each having very am all rotation
angles, the m ethod becom es accurate; in fact, i is exact
In the continuous lim it. This is analogous to integrat-
Ing an ordinary di erential equation very precisely w ith
a sequence of very am all tim e steps, using a low order
Integration m ethod. This is also why the ow equation
CD method, wihout truncation, is exact even though
only a rst order comm utator appears in the equation.
T he truncation ofm any particle termm s is not really anal-
ogous to throw ng away higher order com m utators, and
so CD wih truncation is not exact. However, there is
no reason a priori to expect that CD , w ith is continous
truncations, should be worse than CC .

Now letusbrie ym ention how to obtain excited states.
Suppose onew antsto know the energy ofan excied state
w hich hasa lJarge overlap w ith the state dﬁi’ji)i. O ne needs
to rem ove all o -diagonal tem s which do not destroy
this state, such as d{dj d{d;, plus their Hem itian conji-
gates. T his includes tem s such as dﬁj’didﬁl’dg , which one
would already rem ove to get the ground state. Tt may
happen that som e of these new term s to rem ove would
require large rotation angles, n which case one m ight
want to rem ove m ost of the orbials rst. Note that if
one ram oves a large num ber of orbitals, a fi1ll diagonal-
ization obtaining all excited states of the rem aining or-
bitalsm ay be quite m anageabl. O ne m ight also try to
rem ove allo -diagonaltem s in H , In which case allthe
excited state energies could be obtained by inspection!
N ote that the work for rem oving allo -diagonaltem s in
H would still scale as N ®. However, In this case, there
would be m any term s w ith nearly degenerate E, and E ;
which would cause problm s. W e lave exploration of
these approaches for future work.

Let us also brie y m ention calculation of expectation
valies of operators in the ground state, A i. One ap—
proach is sin ply to apply the same CT sto A asone has
applied to H , truncating m any-particle term s in a sin i~
lar fashion, to get &', and then evaluate O X Pi. A nother
approach would be to obtain an approxin ate expression
for the ground state j i in the original HF basis, by ap—
plying exp @) successively to Pi oreach CT in reverse
order, again w ith som e truncation rules. A gain, we leave
exploration of these approaches for future work.

11
CONCLUSION S

W e have outlined a num erical approach, canonical di-
agonalization, for treating a variety of quantum m any
body problems. CD is quite di erent from m ost ex—
isting m ethods for treating such problem s: i does not
utilize approxin ate wavefuinctions, sem iclassical approx—
In ations, path integrals, perturbation theory, or M onte
Carlo. Instead, the second quantized Ham iltonian is
transform ed directly, using canonical transform ations, to
put i into a diagonal form .

W e have dem onstrated CD on ab initio quantum chem —
ical calculations for a snallmolecule. CD appears to
be quite com petitive w ith the best altemative quantum
chem icalm ethods, such as the coupled cluster m ethod,
even In this early stage of its developm ent. Unlke m any
other approaches, CD can be used to treat system sw here
the ground state has a an all overlap w ith the Hartree
Fock state. It can also be used to rem ove high energy or—
bials from the problem , lraving a an aller problem which
can be treated w ith otherm ethods, such asDM RG .A 1=
though we have not yet tested the ability ofCD to obtain
excited states, there isno findam entaldi erence betw een
the ground state and an excited state w thin CD , and we
have outlined speci cm ethods to obtain excited states.

O ne of the principle fiture uses of CD could be to
derive sin ple m odel H am ilttonians, m uch studied in con—
densed m atter physics, directly from ab initio calcula—
tions. Currently, deriving m odel H am iltonians is an art
which involves educated guesses for the proper m odel
form s coupled w ith the m atching of com pltely separate
solutions for the ab initio and m odel system s. CD m ay
be able to unify this approach into a controlled single
procedure.
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