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Coupled-cluster theory with single and double excitations (CCSD) is a promising ab initio method for the electronic

structure of three-dimensional metals, for which second-order perturbation theory (MP2) diverges in the thermody-

namic limit. However, due to the high cost and poor convergence of CCSD with respect to basis size, applying CCSD

to periodic systems often leads to large basis set errors. In a common “composite” method, MP2 is used to recover

the missing dynamical correlation energy through a focal-point correction, but the inadequacy of MP2 for metals raises

questions about this approach. Here we describe how high-energy excitations treated by MP2 can be “downfolded”

into a low-energy active space to be treated by CCSD. Comparing how the composite and downfolding approaches

perform for the uniform electron gas, we find that the latter converges more quickly with respect to the basis set size.

Nonetheless, the composite approach is surprisingly accurate because it removes the problematic MP2 treatment of

double excitations near the Fermi surface. Using the method to estimate the CCSD correlation energy in the combined

complete basis set and thermodynamic limits, we find CCSD recovers over 90% of the exact correlation energy at

rs = 4. We also test the composite and downfolding approaches with the random-phase approximation used in place of

MP2, yielding a method that is more effective but more expensive.

INTRODUCTION

Ground-state electronic properties of metallic solids have

traditionally been computed using density functional the-

ory (DFT),1–4 which is partially justified by the fact that

many popular functionals are parameterized by numerically

exact results on the uniform electron gas (UEG).5–8 In re-

cent years, interest has grown around the application of ab

initio, wavefunction-based electronic structure techniques for

condensed-phase systems,9–16 since they do not suffer from

uncontrolled errors inherent to the DFT exchange-correlation

functional.6,17,18 Promising methods in this direction include

the random-phase approximation (RPA)16,19,20 and coupled-

cluster theory.21–26 Importantly, both of these methods pre-

clude the well-known divergences of finite-order perturba-

tion theories, such as second-order Møllet-Plesset perturba-

tion theory (MP2), via an infinite-order resummation.27–31

Although coupled-cluster theory has been successfully ap-

plied to an increasing number of atomistic semiconduc-

tors and insulators,14,15,32–37 its applicability for metals has

been primarily focused around the UEG, also known as jel-

lium.29,38–45 Despite their reasonable accuracy, these calcu-

lations have demonstrated the typical slow convergence of

the correlation energy as a function of the number of vir-

tual (unoccupied) orbitals included.11,40,46,47 This slow con-

vergence is especially problematic because of the high cost of

coupled-cluster calculations with large basis sets. For exam-

ple, coupled-cluster theory with single and double excitations

(CCSD) has a computational cost that scales as O(N2M4),

where N and M are the number of electrons and basis func-

tions respectively. To date, results near the complete basis

set (CBS) limit have been primarily computed via the extrap-

olation of results obtained with a finite, increasing number

a)Electronic mail: tim.berkelbach@gmail.com

of basis functions,24,40,45 although explicitly correlated48 and

transcorrelated49,50 methods provide promising alternative ap-

proaches.

Composite methods (sometimes called focal point meth-

ods) are a simple, alternative class of approaches for recover-

ing dynamical correlation within large basis sets.51–53 A com-

mon composite scheme combines the results of high-level and

low-level theories using three calculations. For example, us-

ing CCSD as the high-level theory and MP2 as a low-level

theory, the CCSD correlation energy in a large basis is ap-

proximated as

ECCSD(M) ≈ ECCSD(Mact) + EMP2(M) − EMP2(Mact) (1)

where Mact < M is the number of “active” basis functions.

Refs. 54 and 55 provide a similar but more sophisticated

CCSD/MP2 composite method, based on an analysis of the

basis set convergence of various diagrammatic contributions

to the correlation energy. While such CCSD/MP2 compos-

ite approaches have been applied successfully to a number of

semiconductors and insulators,36,54,56,57 their applicability to

metals is questionable because of the failures of MP2 theory.

One goal of this work is to test the composite CCSD/MP2 ap-

proach for metals.

A more theoretically satisfying approach would be to per-

form a single calculation where low-energy excitations near

the Fermi surface are treated with CCSD and are coupled to

high-energy excitations treated with MP2. This particular ap-

proach, which is similar to tailored CC58 and the broader class

of active-space CC methods,59–63 has variously been called

CC/PT,64 CCSD-MP2,65 and multilevel CC.66,67 Two of us

(M.F.L. and T.C.B.) recently tested this method for a few sim-

ple atomistic semiconductors and insulators,56 and here we

aim to assess its performance for metals, where the differ-

ences between CCSD and MP2 are more striking. Since the

effects of the frozen high-energy MP2 amplitudes are folded

down onto the low-energy CCSD amplitudes (see below), we

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.06180v1
mailto:tim.berkelbach@gmail.com
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refer to this method as a “downfolding” approach. In prin-

ciple, this downfolding CCSD/MP2 method should provide

a distinct advantage over the conceptually simpler composite

approach, as downfolding does not include the MP2 treatment

of low-energy excitations that are responsible for divergence

in the thermodynamic limit (TDL). After providing theoretical

details of these two methods, we compare their performance

for the UEG at a fixed number of electrons and in the TDL.

Before concluding, we also examine the straightforward use

of the RPA in place of MP2.

THEORY

Here we briefly review the theory underlying the down-

folding and composite approaches. The N occupied spin-

orbitals are indexed by i, j, k, l; the (M − N) virtual orbitals by

a, b, c, d; and the M general orbitals by p, q, r, s. The MP2 and

coupled-cluster with double excitations (CCD) correlation en-

ergies are given by

Ec =
1

4

∑

i jab

tab
i j 〈i j||ab〉 (2)

where tab
i j

are amplitudes of the double excitation operator

T2 =
1
4

∑

i jab tab
i j

a
†
aa
†

b
a

j
a

i
and 〈pq||rs〉 are antisymmetrized

two-electron repulsion integrals; contributions from single ex-

citations vanish because the UEG has no capacity for orbital

relaxation by symmetry. At lowest order in perturbation the-

ory,

tab
i j =

〈ab||i j〉

εi + ε j − εa − εb

, (3)

and Eq. (2) gives the MP2 correlation energy. The high den-

sity of states at the Fermi surface and the long-ranged nature

of the Coulomb potential are together responsible for the di-

vergence of MP2 in the TDL. By contrast, the CCD ampli-

tudes solve a system of nonlinear equations

0 = 〈Φab
i j |e

−T2 HeT2 |Φ〉, (4)

where H is the electronic Hamiltonian. A standard approach

for reaching the CBS limit is to perform a series of calcula-

tions with increasing M and use a M−1 extrapolation.

In both the composite and downfolding approaches, we par-

tition the orbitals into a set of Mact active orbitals, composed

of all occupied orbitals and the low-energy virtual orbitals,

and a set of (M − Mact) frozen (inactive) orbitals, composed

of the high-energy virtual orbitals. In principle, occupied or-

bitals can also be partitioned, but typically they do not signif-

icantly contribute to the computational cost. In the composite

CCD/MP2 approach, the correlation energy is calculated ac-

cording to Eq. (1). Importantly for metals, the low-energy

active space double excitations are treated by CCD and not

by MP2, so we expect the method to be well-behaved in the

thermodynamic limit.

In the downfolding CCD/MP2 approach, the double exci-

tation operator T2 is partitioned into internal excitations fully

contained within the active space and external excitations that

involve at least one frozen orbital, T2 = T
(int)

2
+ T

(ext)

2
. Fix-

ing the T
(ext)

2
amplitudes to their MP2 values via Eq. (3), the

downfolding method involves first solving Eqs. (4) for only

the internal amplitudes and then evaluating the correlation en-

ergy expression Eq. (2) using both the internal and external

amplitudes. Compared to the O(N2M4) cost of full CCD, the

composite approach has O(N2 M4
act) + O(N2M2) cost and the

downfolding approach has O(N2M2
actM

2) cost, which can pro-

vide significant savings, depending on the practical value of

the ratio Mact/M.

Let us now provide more insight into the “downfolding”

perspective. Note that, because the internal and external exci-

tation operators commute, the defining energy and amplitude

equations of the downfolding approach can also be written

Ec = 〈Φ|e
−T

(int)

2 (H̄ − EHF)eT
(int)

2 |Φ〉

= E
(ext)

MP2
+

1

4

active
∑

i jab

tab
i j 〈i j||ab〉

(5a)

0 = 〈Φab
i j |e
−T

(int)

2 H̄eT
(int)

2 |Φ〉 (i, j, a, b) active (5b)

where H̄ = e−T
(ext)

2 HeT
(ext)

2 (with fixed T
(ext)

2
as detailed above)

and E
(ext)

MP2
= 1

4

∑(ext)

i jab
tab
i j
〈i j||ab〉 is the MP2 correlation energy

due to external excitations. These resemble ordinary CCD

energy and amplitude equations within the active space only,

except that the bare Hamiltonian H is replaced by an effective

Hamiltonian H̄ that is similarity-transformed by the external

excitation amplitudes. The effective Hamiltonian within the

active space can be expressed as

H̄ − EHF = E
(ext)

MP2
+

active
∑

pq

Fpq{a
†
paq}

+
1

4

active
∑

pqrs

Wpqrs{a
†
pa†qasar} + . . . ,

(6)

where {. . . } indicates normal ordering of the operators. This

effective Hamiltonian can be seen to contain effective one-

and two-body interactions that are frequency independent,21

in contrast to other downfolding approaches like the con-

strained random-phase approximation.68,69 For example, the

all-occupied two-body interaction becomes

Wi jkl = 〈i j||kl〉 +
1

2

∑

ab

′ 〈i j||ab〉〈ab||kl〉

εk + εl − εa − εb

, (7)

where the primed summation indicates that one or both of

a, b are inactive virtual orbitals. The frequency independence

can be understood because our observable is the total energy

rather than a spectral function. To summarize, an approach

that solves the internal CCD amplitude equations in the pres-

ence of frozen external amplitudes is equivalent to a CCD

calculation in an active space of orbitals using an effective

(downfolded) Hamiltonian that is similarity-transformed by

the external excitation operator.
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FIG. 1. Basis set convergence of the correlation energy of the rs = 4

UEG with N = 332 electrons for MP2 (squares), CCD (circles), com-

posite CCD/MP2 (crosses), and downfolding CCD/MP2 (diamonds).

The top axis shows the percentage of virtual orbitals that are active

for the composite and downfolding methods, compared to the “tar-

get” calculation with M = 1502. Both the composite and down-

folding methods interpolate between the “target” MP2 calculation

(leftmost square) and the “target” CCD calculation (leftmost circle).

It is straightforward to show that the composite approach,

normally understood as a three-step procedure as shown in

Eq. (1), is equivalent to Eqs. (5) but where the effective Hamil-

tonian H̄ is replaced by the bare Hamiltonian H in the am-

plitude equations (5b). From this perspective, the perfor-

mance differences between the downfolding and composite

approaches are attributable to the screening of the integrals

in the effective Hamiltonian when determining the internal

amplitudes. Nevertheless, we reiterate that the composite

CCD/MP2 approach is expected to perform well because it

replaces the problematic MP2 treatment of low-energy, inter-

nal double excitations with a well-behaved CCD treatment.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We study the UEG as the simplest model of metals. A brief

review of the UEG model in finite cells with finite plane-wave

basis sets is given in the Appendix and we refer the reader to

the literature for more details.31,40,70 To illustrate the perfor-

mance of the composite and downfolding methods, we focus

on the Wigner-Seitz radius rs = 4 (corresponding to the ap-

proximate valence electron density of metallic sodium), where

CCD has been found to recover about 85% of the correlation

energy.40,43 We use a twisted boundary condition by perform-

ing calculations at the Baldereschi point,71 which has been

shown to provide smoother convergence to the TDL.72,73

In Fig. 1, we show basis set convergence of the correlation

energy for a finite UEG with N = 332 electrons. The uncor-
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FIG. 2. Absolute error in the correlation energy for the data in Fig-

ure 1, shown on a logarithmic scale, relative to the “target” CCD

result with M = 1502. The top axis and symbols have the same

meaning as Figure 1. Dotted black lines are shown as a guide for

various power law exponents α as discussed in the text.

rected MP2 and CCD correlation energies exhibit their typi-

cal slow convergence with increasing basis set size and show

asymptotic behavior where the basis set error decays as M−1.

Extrapolation to the CBS limit yields Ec/N = −0.0401 Eh for

MP2 and Ec/N = −0.0262 Eh for CCD. At the largest finite

basis shown, M = 1502, the results exhibit a significant basis

set error of about 0.01 Eh for both methods, highlighting the

challenge of recovering dynamical correlation in metals with

large basis sets. Importantly, we emphasize that the MP2 cor-

relation energy does not diverge for any finite system but only

upon extrapolation to the TDL (see below).

Recall that the CCD/MP2 composite and downfolding ap-

proaches involve both a “target” number of orbitals M and an

active number of orbitals Mact. In Fig. 1, we show results ob-

tained for M = 1502 as Mact is varied. By construction, both

methods yield the target MP2 correlation energy when there

are no active virtual orbitals (Mact = N) and the target CCD

correlation energy when all orbitals are active (Mact = M).

We observe that both methods converge smoothly to the tar-

get CCD result and that the downfolding approach exhibits a

faster convergence, due to its coupling between the internal

and external excitation spaces. We also see similar behavior

for other numbers of electrons and densities (not shown), in-

dicating that neither finite-size effects nor the specific metallic

density changes the overall picture.

To better quantify the rate of convergence, in Fig. 2 we plot

the absolute deviation of the correlation energy from the “tar-

get” CCD result obtained with M = 1502. The error is plotted

as a function of the difference between the inverse number of

active orbitals and the inverse number of total orbitals and an-

alyzed in terms of the power law |∆Ec| ∝
[

M−1
act − M−1

]α
. We

compare the convergence of traditional CCD, the composite
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approach, and the downfolding approach. For plain CCD, we

see linear convergence of the correlation energy, with α ≈ 1,

over a large range of basis set sizes. The composite method

exhibits an early, rapid convergence reaching a maximum

scaling of around α ≈ 2 before slowing to the same α ≈ 1

convergence as Mact approaches M. The rapid convergence

for small Mact is responsible for absolute errors that are about

one order of magnitude better than those obtained by simple

truncation. In fact, the plain CCD result does not obtain mEh

accuracy until essentially all orbitals are correlated, whereas

the composite result achieves this accuracy when only 50% of

the virtual orbitals are correlated in the expensive CCD cal-

culation; this results in a speedup of a factor of 16 compared

to the full CCD calculation. Finally, the downfolding result

exhibits rapid but non-monotonic convergence, making it dif-

ficult to extract a power law. Before slightly overshooting the

“target”, the power law exponent reaches α ≈ 3 or better, a

significant improvement over the composite CCD/MP2 and

standard CCD approaches. This fast rate of convergence pro-

vides mEh accuracy when about one third of the virtual or-

bitals are correlated, giving a speedup of a factor of 9.

The good performance of the composite approach indicates

that MP2, while an inapplicable theory for three-dimensional

metals, is safe to use for basis set corrections. As discussed

above, the reason for this applicability can be understood by

considering the MP2 correction that is applied in Eq. (1). This

correction is a difference between two MP2 correlation ener-

gies, both of which correlate orbitals near the Fermi surface.

These two MP2 energies are separately divergent in the TDL,

but their difference is not; moreover, this difference is pre-

cisely E
(ext)

MP2
defined previously.

The reliable scaling of the MP2 basis set error at large M

suggests that the MP2 CBS limit can be obtained by extrapola-

tion for any given number of electrons. In contrast, the asymp-

totic scaling regime for the CCD correlation energy cannot al-

ways be reached. Thus, for any calculation performed with a

given M, we propose to add the MP2 correlation energy differ-

ence δ(2) (M) = EMP2 (∞) − EMP2 (M), where EMP2 (∞) is ob-

tained by M−1 extrapolation. Having obtained an estimate of

the CBS limit for a given number of electrons, the finite-size

extrapolation to the TDL can be done separately. We expect

this scheme to be not only more reliable than extrapolating

CCD on its own but also less costly since it involves more

MP2 and fewer CCD calculations.

In Fig. 3(a), we plot the MP2 correlation energy as a func-

tion of the inverse number of electrons for finite UEG sys-

tems containing N = 90–2392 electrons. For each system

size, we performed MP2 calculations at different basis set

sizes (grey squares), and the top four grey curves connect

systems with a similar ratio of M/N. We then performed

M−1 extrapolations at each particle number using data from

M/N ≈ 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5 to obtain the CBS limit at each sys-

tem size (black stars). On approach to the TDL, the MP2 cor-

relation energy diverges, as seen most easily in our largest

calculations for the smaller values of M/N. Despite the diver-

gence of its components, the MP2 CBS correction δ(2), plotted

explicitly in Fig. 3(a) for M/N ≈ 4 (pink thin diamonds), does

not diverge and is thus safe for use in metallic systems.
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FIG. 3. Thermodynamic limit convergence of the correlation energy

of the rs = 4 UEG for systems with N = 90–2392 electrons. (a) MP2

results for basis set sizes indicated (squares) and in the extrapolated

CBS limit (stars). Thin diamonds show the CBS MP2 correction,

δ(2) (M/N ≈ 4.0), indicated by the double-headed arrow at N = 210.

(b) CCD (circles) and composite CCD/MP2 (crosses) results at the

same (active) basis set sizes. For composite CCD/MP2, we applied

the CBS MP2 correction δ(2) (M). The grey line shows our TDL

extrapolation using the largest five systems for M/N ≈ 4.0.

To confirm that the success of the composite CCD/MP2

method holds on approach to the TDL, in Fig. 3(b) we plot

results for CCD (green circles) and composite CCD/MP2 (or-

ange crosses). For the composite CCD/MP2 result, we ap-

plied the MP2 CBS correction δ(2) (M), although we note that

a similar CBS correction could also be combined with the
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FIG. 4. The same as in Fig. 1, except for rs = 1. In addition to the

methods shown in Fig. 1, we also include RPA (pentagons), compos-

ite CCD/RPA (thin crosses), and downfolding CCD/RPA (pluses).

downfolding CCD/MP2 approach. In contrast to MP2, CCD

is well-defined in the TDL; however, at each system size, con-

vergence to the CBS limit is slow, as shown by the green data

sets. In contrast, we observe that composite CCD/MP2 has

much faster convergence to the TDL, as shown by the or-

ange data sets. Performing a N−1 extrapolation of the CBS-

corrected M/N ≈ 4.0 results gives us a CBS and TDL ex-

trapolated correlation energy of Ec = −0.0293 Eh, in general

agreement with past CCD results.40 For comparison, the ex-

act value74 is Ec = −0.0318 Eh, indicating that CCD recov-

ers over 90% of the correlation energy. The same finite-size

extrapolation of the CBS-corrected M/N ≈ 3.0 data gives a

correlation energy that differs by only 0.7 mEh, indicating the

excellent convergence of the composite method.

Before concluding, we recognize that a variety of other low-

level theories can be combined with CCD, in both the compos-

ite and downfolding manner. Of particular interest is the RPA,

which is more appropriate for metals than MP2 but also more

expensive. The so-called direct RPA is most promising com-

putationally due to its low cost when two-electron integrals

are handled by density fitting. Here we instead test the full

particle-hole RPA, where the T2 amplitudes maintain proper

anti-symmetry so that the theory is free of self-interaction er-

ror. The RPA amplitudes are the solution of the CCD equa-

tions where only selected terms are retained.70,75 In Fig. 4, we

show the same results as in Fig. 1, except for the electron den-

sity corresponding to rs = 1 (due to RPA convergence prob-

lems at larger values of rs
70). We observe the same overall

trends as we did at rs = 4 for the MP2 and CCD calculations

with finite basis sets. However, the RPA results follow the

CCD results much more closely, which also makes composite

and downfolding CCD/RPA significantly outperform the cor-

responding MP2 methods. Unsurprisingly, the improved per-

formance of the downfolding approach compared to the com-

posite approach is even more marginal than for CCD/MP2.

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have described and analyzed two approaches for elimi-

nating basis set error in the CCD correlation energy of metals,

using the simple UEG model. Our results indicate that these

methods allow for aggressive freezing of virtual orbitals or

approximation of external amplitudes, leading to significant

reductions in computational cost. Although the downfolding

CCD/MP2 approach is slightly more accurate, we find that the

simpler composite CCD/MP2 approach is surprisingly effec-

tive because divergent contributions near the Fermi surface do

not contribute to the basis set correction.

In this work, we have addressed post-Hartree-Fock basis

set errors in the canonical orbital basis, but the methods we

presented could also be straightforwardly applied in a basis

of localized orbitals. For example, Refs. 57 and 76 used

CCSD/MP2 and CCSD/RPA composite approaches to miti-

gate basis set errors in quantum embedding calculations. Lo-

calized orbital basis sets mix orbitals near and far from the

Fermi surface, so it will be interesting to test how the com-

posite and downfolding approaches perform when using these

localized orbitals for metals.

Future work will focus on applying these techniques to

atomistic metals using natural orbitals,77 to the excited-

state properties of metals,41,44 and to higher-level theories

of correlation.43 For example, we imagine that a composite

CCSDT/CCSD or CCSDT/CCSD(T) approach would provide

quantitative accuracy for metals while precluding the failure31

of the otherwise successful treatment of perturbative triple ex-

citations.
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APPENDIX: UNIFORM ELECTRON GAS

Working in a single-particle basis of plane waves with mo-

menta k = (2π/L)(nx, ny, nz) and cell of volume L3 with peri-
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odic boundary conditions, the UEG Hamiltonian is given by

H =
∑

kσ

k2

2
a
†

kσ
akσ

+
1

2

′
∑

k1k2k3k4

∑

σσ′

〈k1σ,k2σ
′|k3σ,k4σ

′〉a
†

k1σ
a
†

k2σ
′ak4σ

′ak3σ

(8)

where the primed summation requires k1 +k2 = k3 +k4. The

two-electron repulsion integrals are given by

〈k1σ,k2σ
′|k3σ,k4σ

′〉 = v(k1 − k3)δk1+k2,k3+k4
(9)

where the Ewald potential is

v(k) =































4π

L3k2
k , 0

vM k = 0,

(10)

and vM = 2.837297479/L is the Madelung constant of the

cell.78 The N-electron reference determinant has the lowest-

energy N/2 plane wave orbitals doubly occupied and the HF

orbital energies are given by ε(k) = k2/2− vMθ(kF − k), where

kF is the Fermi momentum. We restrict our calculations to

closed-shell configurations, which allows only certain “magic

numbers” of electrons and orbitals. At the Baldereschi point,

the first few magic numbers are 2, 8, 14, 22, 34, 40, 52.
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11J. J. Shepherd, A. Grüneis, G. H. Booth, G. Kresse, and A. Alavi,

“Convergence of many-body wave-function expansions using a plane-

wave basis: From homogeneous electron gas to solid state systems,”

Phys. Rev. B 86, 035111 (2012).
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33T. Gruber and A. Grüneis, “Ab initio calculations of carbon and boron ni-

tride allotropes and their structural phase transitions using periodic coupled

cluster theory,” Phys. Rev. B 98, 134108 (2018).
34A. Dittmer, R. Izsák, F. Neese, and D. Maganas, “Accurate Band

Gap Predictions of Semiconductors in the Framework of the Sim-

ilarity Transformed Equation of Motion Coupled Cluster Theory,”

Inorg. Chem. 58, 9303–9315 (2019).
35Y. Gao, Q. Sun, J. M. Yu, M. Motta, J. McClain, A. F. White,

A. J. Minnich, and G. K. L. Chan, “Electronic structure of bulk

manganese oxide and nickel oxide from coupled cluster theory,”

Phys. Rev. B 101, 165138 (2020).
36X. Wang and T. C. Berkelbach, “Excitons in Solids

from Periodic Equation-of-Motion Coupled-Cluster Theory,”

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://doi.org/10.1016/0927-0256(96)00008-0
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4704546
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.87.897
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.45.566
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.physchem.59.032607.093528
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511619915
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1257
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20975
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3466765
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.035111
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11770
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1254419
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b00049
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021043
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.8b03679
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4984048
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1357
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.056401
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3250347
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511596834
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.76
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmats.2019.00123
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-44677-6_9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2008.12.042
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b00793
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.106.364
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.107.71
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.15.5512
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.291
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.226401
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4964307
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.134108
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.9b00994
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.165138


7

J. Chem. Theory Comput. 16, 3095–3103 (2020).
37A. Pulkin and G. K. L. Chan, “First-principles coupled cluster the-

ory of the electronic spectrum of transition metal dichalcogenides,”

Phys. Rev. B 101, 241113 (2020).
38D. L. Freeman, “Application of the coupled-cluster expansion to the cor-

relation energy of electrons in two-dimensional and quasi-two-dimensional

systems,” Solid State Commun. 26, 289–293 (1978).
39D. L. Freeman, “Coupled-cluster summation of the particle-

particle ladder diagrams for the two-dimensional electron gas,”

J. Phys. C Solid State 16, 711–727 (1983).
40J. J. Shepherd, “Communication: Convergence of many-body wave-

function expansions using a plane-wave basis in the thermodynamic limit,”

J. Chem. Phys. 145, 031104 (2016).
41J. McClain, J. Lischner, T. Watson, D. A. Matthews, E. Ronca, S. G. Louie,

T. C. Berkelbach, and G. K. L. Chan, “Spectral functions of the uniform

electron gas via coupled-cluster theory and comparison to the GW and re-

lated approximations,” Phys. Rev. B 93, 235139 (2016).
42J. S. Spencer and A. J. W. Thom, “Developments in stochastic coupled clus-

ter theory: The initiator approximation and application to the uniform elec-

tron gas,” J. Chem. Phys. 144, 084108 (2016).
43V. A. Neufeld and A. J. Thom, “A study of the dense uniform electron gas

with high orders of coupled cluster,” J. Chem. Phys. 147, 194105 (2017).
44A. M. Lewis and T. C. Berkelbach, “Ab Initio Lifetime and Concomi-

tant Double-Excitation Character of Plasmons at Metallic Densities,”

Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 226402 (2019).
45A. F. White and G. Kin-Lic Chan, “Finite-temperature coupled clus-

ter: Efficient implementation and application to prototypical systems,”

J. Chem. Phys. 152, 224104 (2020).
46J. J. Shepherd, G. Booth, A. Grüneis, and A. Alavi, “Full con-
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coupled cluster theory into the random phase approximation using plane

waves,” J. Chem. Phys. 154, 011101 (2021).
77A. Grüneis, G. H. Booth, M. Marsman, J. Spencer, A. Alavi, and G. Kresse,

“Natural Orbitals for Wave Function Based Correlated Calculations Using

a Plane Wave Basis Set,” J. Chem. Theory Comput. 7, 2780–2785 (2011).
78C. A. Sholl, “The calculation of electrostatic energies of metals by plane-

wise summation,” Proc. Phys. Soc. 92, 434–445 (1967).

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.0c00101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.241113
https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(78)91095-5
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/16/4/017
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4958461
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.235139
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4942173
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5003794
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.226402
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0009845
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.081103
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr200168z
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4818753
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b01257
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.03176
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b00654
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.6b11410
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0004863
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.156401
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5110885
https://doi.org/10.1080/00268976.2020.1808726
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.0c03274
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2000251
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.479968
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(00)01449-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/00268976.2010.522608
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3700802
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4976130
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.480445
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1935508
https://doi.org/10.1080/00268976.2013.798435
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4903195
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.195104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.085122
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4867783
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.7.5212
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.125106
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5091445
https://doi.org/10.1139/p80-159
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3043729
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0036363
https://doi.org/10.1021/ct200263g
https://doi.org/10.1088/0370-1328/92/2/321

