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Abstract

Materials utilized by novel energy systems are often studied using weakly correlated

mean-field theories. However, if these systems incorporate heavy elements or strongly

correlated topological materials, relativistic effects must be included. Therefore, we

present an unrestricted coupled-cluster with single and double excitation formalism

(CCSD) within a molecular mean-field exact-two component framework (X2Cmmf )

using a restricted Dirac-Hartree-Fock (DHF) reference state. Our mean−field trans-

formation utilizes the one-electron, Dirac-Coulomb, Dirac-Coulomb-Gaunt and Dirac-

Coulomb-Breit Hamiltonian. The code was bench-marked against DIRAC which also

uses DHF-X2Cmmf accounting for the Dirac-Coulomb and Dirac-Coulomb-Gaunt Hamil-

tonian. The dipole moments of Li-H, and Cl-F were calculated using an approximate

molecular to atomic basis transformation and compared to experiment. The CCSD

energy showed agreement with DIRAC to around 10−4 Hartree and exhibited a small

variation of the dipole moment with the introduction of higher order electron-electron
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interactions. This paper allows for study of relativistic processes within this mean-

field approach and lays the foundation for future theoretical development of relativistic

Coupled-Cluster Theory using a DHF reference state within this framework.

Introduction

Materials utilized by novel energy systems, e.g., Generation IV nuclear reactors, are often

studied using weakly correlated mean-field theories. In weakly correlated electron systems,

the direct Coulomb interaction can be modeled by an effective single-particle potential, e.g.,

Density Functional Theory. When strong correlations dominate, these mean-field theories

can be used as a reference state for various strongly correlated approaches.1–4 Relativistic

effects are typically added perturbatively,5–7 but this is not adequate for systems composed

of heavy elements8–14 and the vast unexplored space of strongly correlated topological ma-

terials. This requires us to adjust existing theories to account for a Dirac reference state by

carefully re-evaluating current methodologies to account for four component spinors and ad-

ditional electron-electron interactions, e.g., Breit and Gaunt terms. This need has given rise

to a class of relativistic mean-field approaches utilizing an exact-two-component transforma-

tion based off an atomic mean-field15–18 or more accurate molecular mean-field.17–19 One such

relativistic approach is the Coupled Cluster method20–23 utilizing the four component Dirac-

Hartree-Fock (DHF) ground state24 equation and the exact two component molecular mean

field (X2Cmmf ) transformation.19 Previous similar work has focused on utilizing four compo-

nent DHF reference state to perform an X2Cmmf transformation utilizing the one-electron,

Dirac-Coulomb (DC) and Dirac-Coulomb-Gaunt (DCG) Hamiltonian in-conjunction with

the two-electron, transformed Coulomb interaction in a code called DIRAC.19,25 Others have

focussed on the X2Cmmf transformation of the one-electron, DC and Dirac-Coulomb-Breit

(DCB) Hamiltonian in-conjunction with the two-electron, untransformed Coulomb inter-

action.26,27 All mentioned works further apply electron correlation corrections to the mean-

fields including the coupled-cluster with single and double excitation formalism (CCSD).25,26
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This work similarly focuses on utilizing four component DHF reference state, to perform

an X2Cmmf transformation. However, here we utilize the one-electron, DC, DCG, and

DCB Hamiltonian in-conjunction with the two-electron, transformed Coulomb interaction

after which the coupled-cluster with single and double excitation formalism is applied. The

developed code was benchmarked against DIRAC. Furthermore, using this code, the dipole

moments of Li-H and Cl-F were calculated using an approximate molecular to atomic basis

transformation and compared to experiment.

Methods

Beginning with the Python 3.9.13 and PySCF 2.6.228,29 implementation of four component

DHF, a code of relativistic unrestricted CCSD (using NumPy 1.22.4)30,31 is created employ-

ing DIIS32 following standard CCSD methods. The basis used for this work are obtained

from Basis Set Exchange.33 A variety of basis are used to ensure the code works independent

of basis choice. The basis used are the 3-21g, 4-31g, and 6-31g basis;34,35 the cc-PVDZ and

augmented cc-PVDZ (aug-cc-PVDZ) basis;36,37 and the Dyall-V2Z basis.38 After converg-

ing the DHF calculation, an X2Cmmf transformation is applied resulting in the following

two-component DHF Hamiltonian:17,19

Ĥ = Ecore +
valence∑
P,Q

hcore
PQ a†PaQ +

1

4

valence∑
P,Q,R,S

V PQ
RS a†Pa

†
RaSaQ, (1)

with hcore
PQ representing the one-electron contributions and V PQ

RS = ⟨PR |ĝ|QS⟩−⟨PR |ĝ|SQ⟩

representing the anti-symmetrized two-electron contributions.

Having obtained the relativistic mean-field, Coupled Cluster theory is now used to ap-

proximate the true wavefunction by systematically mixing in excited configurations. The

wavefunction in Coupled Cluster theory is defined as |Ψ⟩ = eT̂ |Φ0⟩ where |Φ0⟩ is the sin-

gle determinant wave function.17,39 For this work, the cluster operator T̂ was truncated to

the single and double hole-particle excitations T̂ = T̂1 + T̂2 where T̂1 =
∑

i

∑
a t

i
aa

†
aai and
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T̂2 = 1
4

∑
ij

∑
ab t

ij
aba

†
aa

†
bajai. Using the similarity transform Ĥ = e−T̂ ĤeT with τ̂l denoting a

generic excitation operation (singly, doubly, etc.), one can solve for the energy and cluster

amplitudes:17,30,31,40–43

⟨Φ0| Ĥ |Φ0⟩ = E, (2)

⟨Φl| Ĥ |Φ0⟩ = 0; |Φl⟩ = τ̂ |Φ0⟩ . (3)

It is important to note that the asymmetric CCSD equations do not satisfy the variational

principle due to the truncation of the cluster operators. This means that the calculated

energy will not necessarily be an upper bound for the exact energy.44

Benchmarking Coupled Cluster Dirac-Hartree-Fock

In order to assess the accuracy of this implementation of CCSD-DHF, three important tests

are performed. These test check the accuracy of the X2Cmmf transformation,19 the CCSD

implementation,30,31,41–43 and the introduction of the spin-orbit contributions to the electron-

electron integrals.45,46

An X2C transformation at its core decouples the positive and negative energy solution of

the Dirac-Hamiltonian by re-expression of the four component spinors into a two-component

picture. There are multiple variations to this type of procedure (X2C1e, X2Camfi, X2Cmmf ),

with the most accurate being the X2Cmmf . This is because while X2C1e and X2Camfi are

carried out before the relativistic HF SCF cycle, the X2Cmmf transformation is carried out

after. The advantage to this is that it yields results that are close to the full four component

treatment17 and the disadvantage is the need to run a four component DHF calculation

rather then two component. To test the accuracy of the X2Cmmf transformation we note

that the spectrum of the X2C matrix equation, should be identical to the positive energy

4



branch of the four component Dirac matrix equation.19 Let us write the X2C transformed

Hamiltonian for the valence electrons in normal-ordered form:

H =
∑
PQ

FQ
P {a†PaQ} +

1

4

∑
PQRS

V QS
PR {a†Pa†RaSaQ}, (4)

where brackets indicate normal ordering with respect to occupied (hole) and virtual (par-

ticle) orbitals, FQ
P are elements of the Fock matrix, and V QS

PR once again represents the

anti-symmetrized two-electron integrals. In this form, we observe that the matrix elements

FQ
P can be obtained from exact decoupling of the corresponding converged four component

molecular Fock matrix. As the basis chosen for the correlation calculation is taken to be

the canonical HF orbitals, the list of nonzero matrix elements reduces to the orbital energies

FQ
P = ϵP δPQ.19 This allows us check if positive energy branch of the four component Dirac

matrix is reproduced. After DHF calculations using Coulomb, Gaunt, and Breit interactions,

an X2Cmmf transformation is performed. The positive eigenvalues of the four component

DHF and the eigenvalues of the Fock matrix after the X2Cmmf are compared to ensure

that the spectrum of the X2C matrix equation, is identical to the positive energy branch

of the four component Dirac matrix equations. The results of these calculations are shown

in Figure 1 for the DC, DCG, and DGB Hamiltonian respectively. Observing that all the

ϵX2C
+ equal ϵDHF

+ shows that the X2Cmmf transformation replicates the the positive-energy

of the four component DHF for Coulomb, Coulomb-Gaunt, and Coulomb-Breit calculations

ensuring a proper transformation is achieved.
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Figure 1: Positive energy spectrum after X2Cmmf transformation versus positive energy
spectrum from four component DHF using one-electron, Coulomb, Coulomb-Gaunt, and
Coulomb-Breit Hamiltonian.

The second test performed in order to benchmark the code was to check the accuracy

of the CCSD implementation. This was accomplished by setting up CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHF

calculations in the code and the DIRAC code.25 We note there are a few subtle difference

between our implementation and Dirac. By default Dirac code uses a finite-size nuclear model

while PySCF uses a point nuclear model. Additionally, DIRAC code uses the unrestricted

kinetic balance while PySCF uses the restricted kinetic balance. Finally, light speed between

the two codes may be different at the 5th or 6th decimal place. In general, the expectation is

that the larger the variation between the ground-states, the larger the variation in the CCSD

correction. To mitigate floating-point error and limit approximation-induced variations in

the ground states, smaller molecules such as He, H2, Li-H, etc., were chosen.

Results in Figure 2-a shows on the y-axis the absolute difference of ground-state energy

for four component DHF obtained using PySCF and the DIRAC code. The x-axis shows

different basis where basis from left to right are generally considered better and larger (though

this statement is not absolute as some molecule may respond better to some basis). This

same type of figure is replicated in Figure 2-b but where now the y-axis shows the absolute

difference of CCSD energy correction obtained using code and PySCF ground-state (labeled

This Work) and the CCSD energy correction obtained using the DIRAC code for a variety
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Figure 2: (a) Absolute difference of ground-state energy for four component DHF obtained
using PySCF and the DIRAC code and (b) absolute difference of CCSD energy correction
obtained using the code and PySCF ground-state (labeled This Work) and the CCSD energy
correction obtained using the DIRAC code.

From these figures it is observed that the ground-state calculation differ around 10−5

Hartree while the CCSD energy corrections differ around 10−4 Hartree. Since the ground-

state energies differ by about 10−5 Hartree between two calculations using the same geometry

and basis set, we expect the corresponding CCSD total energies to differ by at least that

much and potentially a little more. This is because CCSD builds on the DHF reference

wavefunction, so even small differences in the HF energy typically reflect slight differences

in the orbitals or orbital energies, which influence the CCSD amplitude equations and the

resulting correlation energy. Therefore these variations are normal and expected, particularly

when SCF convergence thresholds, orbital choices, or numerical details differ slightly between

implementations. It is further observed that with increasing basis size the difference in

the CCSD energy correction decreases. Finally, it is observed that roughly molecules with

smaller ionic number show smaller differences in the CCSD energy correction (around 10−6
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Hartree) compared to larger molecules (as expected with a decrease in difference of ground-

state). Considering the differences in codes mentioned above, these results can be reasonably

expected.
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Figure 3: (a) Absolute difference of ground-state energy using Coulomb operator versus
Coulomb-Gaunt operator with calculation performed using PySCF and using the DIRAC
code and (b) absolute difference of CCSD energy correction using Coulomb operator versus
Coulomb-Gaunt operator with calculation performed using PySCF (labeled This Work) and
using the DIRAC code.

The final test was initiated to check if the introduction of the spin-orbit coupling trans-

formations were properly implemented. As previously mentioned, the DHF calculations

(using Coulomb, Gaunt, and Breit interactions) were run after which an X2Cmmf transfor-

mation was applied. Currently the DIRAC code allows for the same calculation but only for

Coulomb or Coulomb-Gaunt contributions.25 Figure 3-a shows on the y-axis the absolute

difference of ground-state energy using Coulomb operator versus Coulomb-Gaunt operator

with calculation performed using PySCF and using the DIRAC code. The x-axis shows dif-

ferent basis sets and the the legend indicates the molecule. Similarly, Figure 3-b shows the

absolute difference of the CCSD energy correction using Coulomb operator versus Coulomb-
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Gaunt operator with calculation performed (labeled This Work) and using the DIRAC code

for a variety of basis and molecules. From these figures, it is observed that the change in

energy with the introduction of the Gaunt terms is very similar for all cases tested using the

PySCF and DIRAC code reference except for Cl-F. However given the excellent agreement

of the other test cases and considering that Cl-F also exhibited the largest difference in

ground-state (see Figure 2-a), these results seem reasonable and correct.

The total dipole moment of a molecule is defined as47–49

µα =
Nnuc∑
i=1

ZiRiα −
∫

ρ(r)rαdr, (5)

where the first term accounts nuclear contributions and the second term accounts for elec-

tronic contributions. In Eq. 5, α denotes the axial direction, Zi charge of the i-th nu-

cleus, Nnuc the number of nuclei in the molecular structure, and R and r correspond to

the nuclear and electronic coordinates respectively. This operator governs key intermolec-

ular interactions—such as dipole–dipole forces, and thus influences physical properties like

phase behavior. Moreover, dipole moments are central to interpreting spectroscopic data

and predicting molecular responses to external electric fields, making them indispensable

in both theoretical and applied research. For some systems, the inclusion of relativistic ef-

fects becomes essential as when the nuclear charge increases, inner-shell electrons approach

velocities where relativistic corrections significantly alter orbital contraction, electron distri-

bution, and thus molecular properties—including the dipole moment. Ignoring these effects

can lead to inaccurate predictions of molecular structure, bonding, and reactivity. To gain

some insight into the effect of incorporating higher order corrections to the dipole moment

the dipole moments of Li-H and Cl-F were calculated. Li-H is of particular interest as it

remains theoretically the most efficient neutron shield material, showing great promise for

use in reactors50–52 while Cl-F is most often used as fluorinating reagent.53 The results of

these calculation were compared to experiment.54,55
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To calculate the dipole moment at the CCSD-HF level, one typically evaluates

µα =
Nnuc∑
i=1

ZiRiα −
∑
µ

∑
ν

γµ
ν ⟨ν|r̂α|µ⟩ (6)

where γµ
ν =

〈
Ψ|a†PaQ|Ψ

〉
is the 1-electron density matrix (1-RDM) in the atomic-orbitals

(AO) and ⟨ν|r̂α|µ⟩ =
∫
χ†
νrαχµ are the dipole moment integrals expressed in the AO basis.

As the CCSD method work in the molecular orbital (MO) basis, the corresponding 1-RDMs

are defined in the MO basis and must be transformed to the AO basis.50,56,57 This same pro-

cedure was used for the relativistic case except that the 1-RDM was now calculated28,29,56,57

from the singles amplitude, doubles amplitude, Fock matrix, and electron-electron tensor

after the X2Cmmf method was applied. Then the large components of the DHF coefficients

were used to approximate the MO to AO basis transformation. This therefore only allows

us to approximate the dipole moment as the transformation is no longer exact as in the non-

relativistic case. By applying this approximation is was observed that with each molecule,

increasing the fidelity of the basis initially caused the calculation to converge to the experi-

mental dipole moment after which it began to diverge. This divergence might be attributed

to the fact that as the basis increased in fidelity, the finer electronic structure of the system

come into focus, and is no longer properly captured in the approximate MO to AO basis

transformations. Therefore even though the basis used in the reported results were specif-

ically chosen to help minimize the observed divergent behavior while keeping the basis as

large as possible, these calculated dipole values are most suited for use in observing trends

as higher order corrections to the electron-electron are added (e.g. Coulomb, Gaunt, Breit).

The results of these calculations are shown in Tables 1 and 2 respectively.
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Table 1: Dipole moment of Li-H calculated using the presented CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHF28,58

and aug-cc-PVDZ basis compared to experiment.54 Note that the bond distance was set to
1.5949 Å

Data Type ETotal [Ha] Dipole Moment [D] CPU Time [s]
Experimental - 5.88 -

CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHFDC -8.02198 5.77718 76.65
CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHFDCG -8.02171 5.77728 96.66
CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHFDCB -8.01528 5.44186 222.9163

Table 2: Dipole moment of Cl-F calculated using the presented CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHF28,58

and uncontracted Dyall-V2Z basis compared to experiment.54 Note that the bond distance
was set to 1.6280 Å

Data Type ETotal [Ha] Dipole Moment [D] CPU Time [s]
Experimental - 0.88 -

CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHFDC -561.00880 0.89997 36468.39
CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHFDCG -560.87968 0.90023 36248.68
CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHFDCB -560.88.902 0.90015 37961.83

From Table 1 and 2, it is observed that with the introduction of higher order relativistic

corrections (Gaunt and Breit) to the calculation for CCSD-X2Cmmf -DHF, the diatomic

molecules, increase in their dipole moment with the introduction of the Gaunt term and

then decrease slightly with the introduction of the retardation effects.

Conclusion

As higher fidelity electronic structure is needed, the introduction of relativistic theories are

become increasingly important to characterize certain systems. In order to address this

issue, a code of CCSD was developed using the four component DHF ground state with

Coulomb, Gaunt, and Breit contributions and an X2Cmmf transformation. The CCSD-X2C-

DHF code was benchmarked against an existing similar implementation of CCSD-X2C-DHF

called DIRAC25 and found to be in good agreement with DIRAC. Using the implementa-

tion CCSD-X2C-DHF code, the dipole moment of Li-H and Cl-F were calculated using an

approximate MO to AO basis conversion. Using this framework, we have shown that the
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the Coulomb, Gaunt, and Breit operator in-conjunction with a transformed Coulomb inter-

action for electron-electron interactions is consistent with other methods already developed

and that the dipole moments approximated using the large DHF coefficient provides insight

into how polarizabilty is effected through used of higher order electron-electron interaction

terms providing insight to the effect of relativistic interactions. Overall, this work allows for

study of relativistic processes within this mean-field approach and lays the foundation for

future theoretical development of relativistic Coupled-Cluster Theory using a DHF reference

state within this framework
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correlated relativistic calculations. The Journal of chemical physics 2009, 131 .
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