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A bstract

In this paper, we propose a generic and system atic approach for
study of the electronic structure for atom s or m olecules. In partic—
ular, we address the issue of single particle states, or orbitals, which
should be one ofthem ost Im portant aspects ofa quantum m any-body
theory. W e argue that the singleparticle G reen function provides a
m ost general schem e for generating these single particle states or or—
bials. W e call them the correlated atom ic or m olecular orbitals to
m ake a distinction from those determ ined from Hartree Fock equa—
tion. W e present the calculation of the single particle properties (ie.,
the electron a nities & A %) and ionization potentials (IP %)) for the
H ;0 m olecul using the correlated m olecular orbitals in the context of
quantum chem istry w ith a second-order selfenergy. W e also calculate
the total ground state energy w ith a single S later wavefunction deter—
m ined only from the hole states. C om parisonsarem ade w ith avaibble
experin ental data as well as w ith those from the Hartree Fock or
density functional theory O F T ) calculations. W e conclude that the
correlated atom ic or m olecular orbital approach provides a strictest
and m ost pow erfiilm ethod for studying the singleparticle properties
of atom s orm okcules. It also gives a better total energy than do the
Hartree Fock and DFT even at the single Shter determm inant level.
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Tt prom ises that a correlation theory based on the correlated atom ic
orm olcular orbitalsw illbecom e an approach w hich possesses the ad—
vantages and also overcom es their shortoom ings of current quantum
chem istry m ethods based on either the conventional quantum m any-—
body theory orthe DF T .

1 Introduction

The singk particke approxin ation, or the concspt of atom ic or m olecular
orbials in the context of quantum chem istry, is a naturaland aln ost a nec—
essary soenario for solving an interacting m any-electron system for atom s,
m olecules, or solids [l|]. This is a re ection of not only a physical existence
but also possibly a m athem atical reality. T he usual equation which is being
used to detem ine the orbitals is the Hartree Fock equation B, 3]. The
rest of endeavor to rem edy the approxin ation resulting from a replacem ent
of the whole m any-body wavefunction by a single determ inant used in the
HF scheme is called the correlation issue. This is a m ost di cult problem

and oconstitutes the m a pr activity of resesarches for the quantum chem istry
com m unity in the last 50 years ]. A ccording to the energy scale principlewe
described in paper [§], the Hartree Fock schem e should be a good approxi-
m ation when the single determ inant wavefiinction dom inates and there isno
any signi cant m ixing w ith the nearby con gurations. This is typically the
case when we com pute the energetics form olcules w ith a stable geom etric
structure. The subsequent perturbation correction for the correlation such
asMPPT isalso proved to be powerfiil [:6]. H owever, there are the situations

when the con guration m ixing is a prom inent or dom inant phenom enon, and



the description w ith m ore than one single con guration seem snecessary. T his
Includes the calculation of transition states or excited states, and for open—
shellm oleculks, etc. The com putation based on the Hartree  Fock equation
has shown to be Insu cient, and the corresponding perturoation correction

has proved not to be convergent [1, 'd,'9]. The M CSCF approaches have
been Introduced to investigate this type of nondynam ic or static correlation
issue, and they have becom e one of the m ost popular approaches for the
study ofm olecular electron correlation B, 10,11, 12]. However, the size of
m olecular system s that this type of approaches can address are still lin ied
because of the di culties in sslecting the approprate con guration states

and in achieving the convergence to the correct state of the interest [12].
A nother in portant and signi cant advance in the elds of electron correla—
tion is the developm ent of density function theory OFT ) [13,14]. Instead
of working w ith a m ulticon gurational fram ework, it Intents to ncorporate
the exchange-correlation e ect Into a singlepartick potential form alism . Tt
has already shown its very usefiilness in the study of the electronic structure
for large system s w ith utilization of relatively am aller com putationale orts.
N evertheless, there exist som e serious draw backs for the m ethod when seen
either from theoretical consideration or from the practical perform ance in
calculation. O ne shortcom ing is that the theory can only study the ground
state problam , and cannot treat the sam e eigenstate problem for excited
statesw ithin one theoretical fram ew ork . A nother serious problem isthat the
actualfom forthe exchange-correlation isunknown, or the theory itselfgives
no clue orhow to approach it. M oreover, the approach fails to or can not do

the accurate com putation for the points or situations when the con guration



m ixing is in portant {[§, 14, 17]. Indeed, i should be a very di cul thing,
Intending to replace the Intrinsicm any-body e ects such as static correlation
or con guration m xing w ith a singlke-particle form aliam .

R ecently, we have dam onstrated that a general quantum m any-body per-
turbation theory can not only be used for understanding the various elec—
tronic phenom ena incliding the nature of chem icalbondsbut also serve as a
uni ed them e for constructing general electronic structure theories and cal-
culation schem es. T his also includes the study of im portant issues of electron
correlation 1. This pinpoints the direction and paves the way for the fi—
ture nvestigation. In this paper, we add another im portant ingredient to
the eld ofelectron correlation or electronic structure theory in general W e
am phasize our investigation on the issue of single particke approxin ation,
or the atom ic or m olecular orbitals for the quantum chem istry calculation.
From the perturbation point of view, this corresgponds to de ning a refer-
ence Ham iltonian [, 18]. W e will show that there exists a strict theoretical
form alism , called the singleparticle G ren function, which provides a m ost
general schem e for generating or determ ining these single-particle states up
to present tin e. The theory of shgleparticlke G reen function has been de-
veloped for a long tin e and used in m any di erent ways but is full physical
m eaning or context isnot totally understood orappreciated. Thispaperain s
at a beginning for a system atic investigation of electron correlation bassd on
the singleparticle G reen function form alisn and w ithin the quantum m any-—
body perturbation theory [H]. In the next Section, we present its de nitions
and equations in both tin e and energy dom ains. In particular, we give an

energy eigenequation that solves the singleparticle states. W e analyze its



Intrinsic structure and com pare it w ith otherm ethods. In Section 3, we cal-
culate both the singleparticle properties and the total energies for the H ,0
mokcul using the Hartree Fock, DFT , and correlated m olecular orbital
approaches. In the nal Section, we analyze and discuss our resuls for the
calculations and also do the com parison w ith each other including the corre—
goonding experin ental data. W e also propose a generic electronic structure
theory and outline the future research.

2 Theory

Twotine (t;to) and singleparticke (orhol) G reen function isde ned as [1:9,

al

ot

Gatxt)= dh £ e ™ x;t)gd oi; 1)

where T isW ick tin e-ordering operator, and “x;t) and Y (xo;to) are the

eld operators In the Heisenberg picture associated w ith the coordinates x%,
which includesboth spatialr and spin  degrees of freedom . The j (i isthe
exact ground state of an N -electron system being studied. Its Ham iltonian

In the eld operator representation can be w ritten as
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w here the onebody operatorh (%) is the sum of the electronic kinetic energy

operator and its interaction w ith the nuclkus

h* , X
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and the twobody operator v (r;ro) is the Coulom b potential

V) = . roj: )

In the energy dom aln, the G reen function takes the form

0 X n
Gy = 2 ) )

n ° n

where

s®=h o3 @3 0N +1)i; ,=E,N +1) E, for , ;0 (6)

or

A

a®)=h NN 1)J &) oy n=Eq E, N 1) for < : (@)

Thewavefunctionsj , N 1)iand energy kevelskE, N 1) arefortheN 1
electronic system s. The functions £ , &)g are the ones of singk-particle
coordinates, and are called the partick states for those de ned by Eq. (6)
(n ), and the hok states for those de ned by Eqg. (7) (, < ), where

is the cheam ical potential. The corresoonding energy , are the electron
a niy or the electron ionization potential, respectively. A very im portant
feature of these sihgleparticle states £ , (%)g is that they form a com pkte
set as shown below,

X

C®) &)= & R); ®)

where n is for all the hole or particle states. The Egq. (5) is called the
Lehm ann representation.

D e ne the average classical C oulom b potential by
Z
0 0 0
Ve)=  vE;x) @e)dx; ©)



where
®=h o3 )" ®7J oi; (10)

is the one-electron probability density, then the G reen function In the energy

dom ain satis es the follow ing equation,

Z
f  h&) V &)gG ExR; ) Gix"; )G Gx; ) = @& x); (1)

w here the operator (¢;x O; ) is called the selfenergy operatorwhich is non-
localand energy dependent. From thisequation forthe singleparticle G reen
function and its Lehm ann representation (5), we can get an equation that
the singleparticle states £ , &¢)g satisfy
z 0 0 0
fhe) + V &2)g , &)+ @GR ;) n&)dx = o, ®); 12)
or

fh+V + (,)gjni= nJnl 3)

In a more general D irac notation. It is called the D yson equation or the
energy eigenequation for the quasiparticles in the current literature Pd,21,
22,23]. W hen we do the com parison with the Hartree Fock equation or
theKohn Sham equation [, 3,13], it seem s that the selfenergy operator

is related to the exchange and correlation e ects of an Interacting m any—
electron system beyond that of the classical Coulomb interaction. Unlke
the Kohn Sham equation, however, where the explicit analytical potential
for the exchange-correlation potential is unknown, the selfenergy operator
has intrinsic structure, and, for exam ple, can be expanded as a perturbation
series as follow s,

= O34 O gy ®y o 14)



T hey have explicit physical Interpretations and therefore can be approached

in a system aticway RU,23,22, 23, 24, 25,26, 27, 28, 29]. Another in portant

I
Ly

feature ofEq. (12) is that the singleparticle states are de ned forboth holk
state Eg. (6)) and particlke states Eqg. (7)), and therefore there exists the
conoept ofa findam entalexcitation in the present form alisn . In otherwords,
we can form the con gurationsbased on these singlk partick states. Further-
m ore, since they constitute a com plete set of singleparticle states, as shown
In Eq.(8), any N -electron wavefuinctions can be expanded as a lnear combi-
nation ofthese con gurations. For these reasons, we can regard the equation
(12) as a m ost general eigenequation for creating the singleparticle states
or the atom ic or m olecular orbitals at present tin e. It is the corresponding
one-particle description of an N interacting m any-body system {$0]. For
cleamess and easiness to be understood, we call the singleparticle states
determ ined by Eqg. (12) as the correlated atom ic or m olecular orbitals in
order to m ake a distinction from those detem ined from the Hartree Fock
equation. O bviously, they will catch the fiill H am iltonian (2) m ore than do
the Hartree Fock orbitals.

T he sucoessfiilness for obtaining the m ost appropriate correlated atom ic
or m okcular orbitals £ , &)g will depend on how well we can obtain the
correct selfenergy operator . This will n tum depend on what kind of
waveflinctions or what level of theories we select as the reference or the ini-
tialwavefunction for our construction of since the Eq. (12) is an iterative
equation for determ ination off ,gand £ , &)g. O bviously, there w illbe dif-
ferent choices for di erent species or for di erent m olecular geom etries being

studied as have already been dem onstrated in m any existing quantum chem —



istry calculations. Several types of perturbation schem es for the selfenergy
operator have already been developed either from solid state physics com —

muniy orby quantum chem ists B0, 21, 22, 23, 24, 28, 26,271, 28, 29]. These

include the functional derivative m ethod P4, 21, 22, 23], the supercperator
form alim 4,235, 26, 27], the diagram m atic expansion m ethod 2§], and the

equation ofm otion approach R9].

3 Calculation and Results

In this section, we present the com putation of the single-particle properties
and totalenergies forH ,0 mokcule. W eem ploy theHartree  Fock m ethod,
DFT , and correlated m olecular orbital approach we describe above for the
calculation and do the corresponding com parison.

T he geom etric param eters for the water m olecule are taken from experi-
m entalobservation whichareR O H ) = 0:957A,and 6H OH = 1045 (deg) B11.
FortheHartree Fock calculation,weusetheac pVTZ basisset B2]. The
calculated energies forthe st ten m olecular orbitals are listed in the second
colimn of Tablk 1. The com puted totalenergy is shown in the Tablk 2. For
the DFT calculation, we use the sam e set ofbasis functions. T he exchange-
correlation fiinctional is approxin ated w ith the B3LYP schem e 33,34]. The
result for the st ten Kohn Sham orbital energies is listed in the third
colum n of the Table 1. The total energy is shown in the Tablk 2. For the

com putation based on the correlated m olecular orbitals, we take the second—



order approxin ation for the sslfenergy operator,

s€)= e+ e (15)

The detailed fom s for the selfenergy operator with di erent orders are
dependent upon the reference states chosen R1, 33]. For the closed-shell
mokcules, if we pick the Hartree Fock orbitals as the reference states,
the rstorder self energy vanishes, and the sscond-order selfenergy is given
by {18
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16)
where a;b; ::: are the spatial hole states, and 1;s; ::: are the spatial parti-
cle states. If we choose the Kohn Sham orbitals as the reference states,
however, the rst-order sslfenergy takes the form

) . L B
5 ®)= hiV,Pi  hiapii; a7

a
and the ssecond-order sslfenergy ram ains the sam e as that for the case of
the Hartree Fock orbitals. W e solve the eigenequation (12) for the quasi-
particles with the cc pPVTZ basis sest. W hen the Hartree Fock oroitals
are used as the reference state, the calculated quasienergies for the rst ten
ocorrelated m olecular orbitals are shown In the third colum n of the Tablk 1.
The resulting total energy w ith the single detem nant using the st wve
doubly-occupied hole states is also listed in the tabl 2. W hen the DFT

determm inant is em ployed as the reference state, the corresponding results are
listed In the forth coluimn of table 1 or tablk 2. A 1l the com putations are
done wih the Hondo V99 6 suite 34].

10



4 D iscussion and C onclusions

In thispaper, we present a novelapproach forthe study ofelectronic structure
of atom s and m olecules related to the singleparticle G reen function theory.
W e argue that the singleparticle G reen function provides a m ost general
theoretical fram ew ork for generating the atom ic orm olecular orbitals for the
atom s and m olecules. Based on this statem ent, we have calculated both
the energies of these singleparticle states and total energies for the H 0
m olecule 37,'34,39]. For the totalenergy, a single-determ inant w avefiinction
com posed of hole states only is used for the com putation. At the same
tin e, the caloulations are also perform ed w ith the Hartree Fock and DFT
m ethods.

W hen ocom pared w ith the experin ental ionization energy orelectron a n—
ity forH ,0 molcule fQ], we see that the correlated m olecular orbitals w ith
the Harttee Fock orbitals as the reference state gives the better results
than the ones from theHartree Fock orDFT methods. T he totalenergies
obtained w ith three di erent m ethods are also com pared to the one obtained
from the experin ental cbservation [31,37,38, 39]. T he correlated m olecular
orbial approach results in the best value. O £ course, the calculation can be
further In proved by choosing the DFT asa reference wavefunction. W e have
the sin ilar conclusion.

Since the work ofH eitler and London in the calculation of the electronic
structure forH , m olecule, which isthe Indication ofthebeginning ofthe eld
ofquantum chem istry, it hasthe history ofdevelopm ent form ore than eighty

years. However, there is a fundam ental issue, ie., the quality of atom ic or

m olecular orbitals, which has been neglected for a long time. This paper
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addresses this "quality" issue for singlepartick states or orbitals in m any—
body theory. From the perturbation theory point ofview , this corresoonds to
a de nition ofthe reference H am iltonian, which iscrucialin them inin ization
of dynam ic correlation energy or convergence of perturbation series. It is
also critical In providing the best singlke particlke properties. Both of the
calculated single-particke properties and total energies have explicit physical
interpretation and are sub ct to the test from experin entalobservations [1].

From above analysis, i is cbvious that when the concept of correlated
atom orm olecular orbital is Incorporated nto the quantum m any-body per—
turbation or coupled cluster theory, it will provide a m ost powerfil quan—
tum m any-body approach for the study of electronic structure of atom s or
molecules. On one hand, is shgleparticle properties have obvious physi-
calm eanings which is in contrast to the case forthe DFT . Furthem ore, it
can go beyond the single-determ nant level and form con gurations. T here—
fore, it can study the issueswhen con guration m ixing is in portant. O n the
other hand, when doing the com parison to the traditional quantum m any—
body theory based on the Hartree Fock orM CSCF orbitals, the correlated
orbitalm ethod not only has provided a better description of shgleparticle
properties, but also gives us the better convergence at the con guration level
and therefore provides a m ore powerflil com putational schem e. For these
reasons, we could clain that the correlated atom ic or m olecular approach
w illbe a m ost generalab initio correlation m ethod for electron structure cal-
culations. Tt possesses the advantages and also overcom es their shortcom ings
ofcurrent DF'T and conventional correlation approachesbased on the atom ic

orm olecular orbitals determ ned from the Hartree Fock orM CSCF' .

12



O foourse, it hasbeen a very di cul task for a long tin e to get the ap-
proxin ate selfenergy operator to the higher orders. H owever, the intrinsic
structure such as its perturoation series expansion has o ered us a possi-
bility instead of an outside m odel for the approxin ation. Furthem ore, the
further study ofthis underlying intrinsic structure w ill tell us m ore universal
things which m ight be true even for a m any-body theory or system in gen—
eral. Henceforth, the continuing investigation of the higher order selfenergy
operators and their relations w illbe a rew arding research f2].

An interesting point needed to bem entioned is that the selfenergy oper—
atorin Eg. (12) does not have to be Hem itian which corresponds to the sit—
uation when , ) isa realorbital. Here the In aginary case for the operator
is related to the electron dynam ics which is keft as a future investigation 20]

Finally, ifwe fully explore the usefiilness of the pssudopotential theory,
combined QM =M M approadch, or lnear scaling algorithm s and so forth, the
correlation theory based on the correlated atom ic or m olecular orbitals w ill
provide to us a m ost robust approach for the study of electronic structure

even for large system s Bl.
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Table C aption

Table 1. The shglparticke properties or orbial energies (in au.) of
H,0 molcule from the calculationsbased on the Hartzee Fock,DFT and
correlated m olecular orbital approaches as well as from the experin ental

m easuram ent.

Table 2. The total energies (In au.) of H,O0 molcul from the calcula-—

tions based on the Hartee Fock, DFT and correlated m olecular orboital

approaches aswellas from the experin entalm easurem ent or C I calculation.
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