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S1. TIME-STEP ERROR OF THE TOTAL ENERGY FOR ALL-ELECTRON SYSTEMS

In Fig. S1 we show the time-step errors for three all-electron (no pseudopotential) systems - Be, Ne and
Ny - using the reweighting factor of Eq. 13. We employ Slater rather than Gaussian basis functions and
impose the electron-nucleus cusp conditions. Specifically, we used the CVB1 Slater basis' and 2 CSFs (4
determinants) for Be, the CVB2 Slater basis' and 442 CSFs (12,898 determinants) for Ne, and the CVB2
Slater basis' and 1880 CSFs (12,138 determinants) for Ny. 7%-order electron-electron-nucleus Jastrow
factors? were used for all the systems. For the new reweighting scheme, we show curves both for values of
¢ obtained from Eq. 15 (shown in Table S1) as well as for some other values of c. It is clear that the new
reweighting along with the ¢ values from Eq. 15 and k£ = 15.51 give much flatter curves than the naive and
the UNR93 reweighting. The flattest curves for all three systems are remarkably flat and correspond to
using k£ = 12 in Eq. 15. Since the use of pseudopotentials makes QMC calculations much more efficient,
the new reweighting factor was originally developed and tested on pseudopotential systems only. So, it is
remarkable that the reduction in the time-step errors are even greater for the all-electron systems than for
the pseudopotential systems.

TABLE S1. Autocorrelation times in Monte Carlo steps for 7 = 0.01 Ha~! and ¢ according to Eq. 15 for the all-
electron systems studied. For these systems, flatter curves can be obtained by using k£ = 12 rather than & = 15.51
as can be seen from Fig. S1.

System Teorr |€ using k=15.51|c using k=12
Be CVBI1, 2-CSF 8.04 5.85 4.52

Be CVB2, 100-CSF | 6.83 6.42 4.97
Ne CVB2, 442-CSF | 2.44 12.92 10.

N, CVB2, 1880-CSF| 4.06 8.87 6.86

We have argued in the text that the new reweighting scheme does not change the slope of the energy
versus 7 curve at 7 = 0. However some of the plots in the main paper and the supplementary material
appear to contradict this. The resolution of this seeming contradiction is that although the slope at 7 =0

a taabb@Q@cornell.edu

b Manolo.Per@data61.csiro.au
¢ CyrusUmrigar@Qcornell.edu



is unchanged, it does change rather rapidly for small 7 particularly for large values of ¢ in Egs. 13 and 14.
It is apparent that this must happen because for ¢ — oo the energy must be the fixed-node DMC energy
at 7 = 0, but, it must equal the VMC energy for all other values of 7. To make this plausible, we show in
Fig. S1(b) the energy versus 7 curves for Be using a finer scale than in Fig. S1(a).

Next we demonstrate that the difference in the time-step error resulting from using Eq. 13 or Eq. 14
is minor compared to the time-step error of the naive and UNR93 reweighting schemes. We do this by
showing in Fig. S2 the energy versus 7 curves for a Be atom using the CVB2 basis and 100 CSFs (764

-14.6668 -14.66700 Be, CVBT 2 CSF
-14.6670 | -14.66705 |
-14.6672 j -14.66710 | Naive +——|
UNR93 +—%—
__-14.6674 | Be, CVB1, 2 CSF Naive 1 — 1466715 | Eq. 13, c=1 —=—|
Q] UNR93 ] . Eq. 13, c=4.5 (k=12) +—e—
5-14.6676 - Eq. 13,c=1 —=— 5_14 66720 | E. 13, 0-5.85 (k=15§1) ’_:_;
5 14 6678 L e 5 Fa 13,020
= - .13, ¢=5.85 (k=15.51) —— - - ’
I e 13, ot0 —— LI~14.66725 | )
- L Eq. 13,c=20 —+— |
14.6680 -14.66730 |
14.6682 |
-14.66735 |
-14.6684 |
‘ -14.66740 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.1 0.2 03 04 05 0 002 004 006 008 0.1
1 (Ha™) 1 (Ha™)
(a) (b)
-128.935 ‘ ; -109.535
———
126540 Ne, CVB2, 442 CSF -109.540
: 109,545 | N,, CVB2, 1880 CSF
T -128.945 | T 109550 |
5 5 I
5 e | £-109.555
e UNaSS -109.560 | |
Eq. 13 Eg'(g" C1=53 . UN?QSS -~
. , C= . —— —%—
128.955 | Eq. 13, 6129 (£q. 15) 109565 [ £q 13,07 (B 15) s
Eg. 13, ¢=8.87 (Eq. 15) —s—
‘ ‘ ‘ -109.570 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
1 (Ha™) t(Ha)
(c) (d)

FIG. S1. Comparison of time-step errors of the total energy for the naive, UNR93 and new reweighting factors
for Be, Ne and Ng. The new reweighting curves are shown for a few different values of ¢, including the values
prescribed by Eq. 15 for k£ = 15.51 (blue curves) and k = 12 (web-green curves). Fig. S1(b) is the same as Fig.
S1(a) but on a finer scale. The curves for ¢ =1, ¢ = 10 and ¢ = 20 for Be are plotted simply to demonstrate that
in the ¢ — 0 the curve tends to the one for the naive reweighting, and that in the ¢ — oo limit the energy tends
to the VMC energy for all values of 7 except 7 = 0.



determinants). Note that Fig. S2 employs a finer scale on the energy axis than the Be curves in Fig. S1
because the improved wave function has a smaller time-step error for all reweighting schemes. We note
that for this system (as well as for other all-electron systems we have studied but not presented in this
paper) the curve resulting from using Eq. 13 is even flatter than that from Eq. 14.

-14.66730

Be, CVB2, 100 CSF

e P ————

-14.66735 |

—

©
T
=-14.66740
[e]

uj

Naive ——

-14.66745 | Eq. LNRIS
Eq. 14, c=5 ~ -o-
-14.66750 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
T (Ha™)

FIG. S2. Comparison of time-step errors of the total energy for the naive, UNR93 and new reweighting factors for
Be using the CVB2 basis and 100 CSFs. The reweighting factors of both Eq. 13 and Eq. 14 give very flat curves,
and Eq. 13 gives an even flatter curve than Eq. 14.

S2. TIME-STEP ERROR OF KINETIC ENERGY

Here we show the reduction in the time-step error of the kinetic energy resulting from our new reweighting
factor. The improvement in the time-step error is not as large as the improvement for the total energy
shown in the main text. In the case of 1-CSF carbon, the new reweighting in fact gives a larger time-step
error than the naive and the UNR93 reweighting factors. However, this is simply because the naive and
UNR93 reweighting factors by chance happen to give a very small time step error for this particular system.
This is evidenced by the fact that for 7 = 0.5 the naive reweighting has a 7 mHa error for 29-CSF carbon
but only a 1 mHa error for 1-CSF carbon.



3.386

3.385 |
3.384 |
3.383 |

T 3.382 |

3

23381 |

L7 3.380 |
3379 |
3378 |
3377 |

3.376

C,1-CSF

Naive —+—
UNR93 +—»— |
Eqg. 14,¢c=3.5 + -=- -
Eq. 14, ¢=3.5 (Eq. 15) —— 1

45.81

45.80

45.79

Ey, (Ha)

45.76

4578 |*

4577 H -

45.75

Naive +——
UNR93 +—x— |
Eq. 14,¢c=3.5 + -=- -
Eq. 14, c=8.1 (Eq. 15) —=— |

0 0.02

0.04 0.06
t(Ha")

0.08 0.1

()

Butadiene

Naive +——

UNR93 +——x—

Eq. 14,¢=3.5 + -=-

Eq. 14, c=3.4 (Eq. 15) —e—

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

1 (Ha)
(e)

5445 C, 29-CSF
3.444 | e
3.443 |
Naive —+—
3.442 + UNR93 +——
o Eq. 14, =35 - -=-
53.441 - Eq. 14, c=4.2 (Eq. 15) ——
£3.440 |
L
3.439 |
3.438 |
3.437 |
3.436 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
1 (Ha™)
(b)
13.720 ‘
H,0
13.700
Naive +——
UNR93 +—x—
13.680 Eq. 14,0=35 - = -
= EQ. 14, c=4.6 (Eq. 15) ——
13,660 | 1048 (Ea 19

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05
1 (Ha™)
(d)
23.310 _
Sijs
23.305 |
23.300 |
ﬁ 23.295 |
$23.290 |
L
23.285 | Naive
UNR93 +—*—
23.280 | Eq. 14,0=35 + =
Eq. 14, c=2.5 (Eq. 15) ——
23.275 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05
1 (Ha™)
()

FIG. S3. Comparison of time-step errors of the total kinetic for the naive, UNR93 and new reweighting factors.
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