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1 Abstract

Accurate treatment of amide resonancengportant in electronic structure calculation of protein, for
Resonancéssisted Hydrogen Bondirig-3], RAHB, in the hydrogen bonded chains of backbone
amides of potein secondary structuresuch as beta shegf4] and alpha helicefb] is determined by

amide resonance. Variation in amide resonance is the means by which the hydrogen bonding in these

chains is cooperative.

Amide carbonyl orbitals are revealed by Natural Bond Orp@d], NBO, analysis to substantially
maintain sigma/pi separation in the presence of torsional hyperconjugdtyenteractions with
wavefunction methods but not with established Density Functional Thi€a0], DFT, methods. This
DFTerror is most pronounced with small basis sets such as are used with DFT for proteins to reduce
the basis function count. Thesror disturbs calculation of a range of amide doramceptor and steric

interactions.



This finding has important implications for the selection of electronic structure methods and basis sets
for protein calculations. For example, great caution is neededterpreting the results of applying
established DFT methods to proteins containamy beta shees. We recommend that every protein

DFT calculation be accompanied by NBO assessment of maintenance of amide carbonyl sigma/p
separation and absence of carbdtwpnd bending. Further, we propose that these metrics be standard

benchmarks of electronic structure methods and basis sets.

2 Notation
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Examples: N(Ip) for the amide nitrogen lone pair NBO,-p)(ljpr the oxygen fiype lone pair NBO,
O(lps) for the srich lone pair NBO, -O(p)* for the pi carbonyl antibonding orbital NBO and

N(Ip}>GO(p)* for the primary amide resonance type charge transfer.

3 Overview

NBO analysis provides an optimal account of correlated electron density which is useful for
determiningdifferences in electron density. Differences in N&&ived quantities are not arbitrary

with respect to electron density. NBOs are not unitarily equivalent to molecular orfitHls

NBO is not committed to maintenance of sigma/pi separation of orbitals of maltiphds. The NBO
account of sigma/pi separation varies according to electron density. NBO analysis may reveal loss of
sigma/pi separation in the presence of angular strain or chemical bonding. In the case of double bonds
having hyperconjugative interactian there exists a significant difference between the electron
density calculated by established DFT methods versus MBP2and in the extent of sigma/pi
separation. This context is not particularly multireference. MP2 langalytains sigma/pi separation

and absence of bond bending, while DFT methods show large variation in the extent of sigma/pi
separation and bond bending. This Ddfifor is sensitive to basis set and in vinylamine is reduced at

the correlation consistent lms se{13] level aig-ccpV5Z thoughremains significant atug-ccpV6Z.

Calculated amide electronic interactions disturbed by #mi©r are not limited to loss of sigma/pi
separation and carbonyldnd bending, and include variation of charge transfer from the nitrogen lone

pair to carbonyl antibonding orbitals and steric interactiongD@)|GO(p), O(Ips)|C-O(s) and
O(Ips)|C-O(p).

Vinylamine, ethanamide and polyvaline and polyalanine antipara#iel shees are used for these

investigations. Ethanamide is used as a minimal example of the amide group having hyperconjugative



interactions with the carbonyl group. Results of applying 43-double hybrid DFT14, 15] methods
in combination with 9 basis sets are reported. That these DFT issues also apply to protein beta sheet

is shown with L&yPBH16], though these issues are not limited to that method.

Reduction of sigma/pi separation and increase in bond bending in the amide carbonyl group gives a
reduction in calculated amide resonance. This necessarily means that RAHB of hymboded
chains of protein backbone amide groups is inaccurately calculated. RAHB is cooperatameoemith

calculated amide resonance may also be regarded as cooperative.

These findings have important implications for the selection of electronic structure methad
protein structure. Depending on method/basis set, any calculation of a range of internal amide
electronic interactions may have a surprisingly laeger. Results of calculation of cooperativity in
backbone amid hydrogen bond, HB, chaining withirbata sheet using DFT will be significantly in
error even when medium size basis sets are used, and in practice small basis sets have been used du
to the secondary structure atom and basis function count. Hyperconjugative interactions with the
backbone aride carbonyl group occur in other hydrogen bonded secondary structure types, so this
warning applies to proteins generally. Also, we have observed but do not otherwise report on
variability in the amineacid residuespecific extent of loss of sigma/pi seption and increase in bond
bending. We recommend that every DFT calculation of protein be accompanied by NBO assessment o

the extent of amide carbonyl sigma/pi separation and bond bending.

These findings lead to the proposal that these molecular sitnatibe regarded as standard
benchmarks of electronic structure methods and basis sets, and be used for refining parameter values

where a method takes parameters.

A second kind dafrror arising from double bonds having hyperconjugative interactions isejsmted

here. This seconérror applies to the amide group, and results in pyramidalization at the amide
nitrogen. It occurs depending on basis set when using wavefunction methods. The resulteofahis

may be seen in coordinate geometry, though NBQ i@ used to quantitate the extent of the shift of
nitrogen from sp2 to sp3 hybridization. Tkisor is similar to the benzene ngplanarity failures arising

from negative outof-plane bending frequencies reported [47]. Thiserror also reduces amide
resonance since the nitrogen sp3 hybridization is necessarily in competition with amide resonance.
The above remarks about accuracy in calculations of RAHB also applyetochi$his secondrror is
corrected by geometry optimization on the Counterpoise Corredtl@potential energy surface with

fragment boundary defined at the-® bond of ethanamide, but not at the©bond.



4 Introduction

The Natural Bond Orbital analysis procedure has propeittiat particularly recommend it for the
analysis of electron density. Natural orbitals are natural in the sense of being the best possible account
of correlated electron densitj6], which suggests their use as the standard form for comparison of
electron density. The localization of natural orbitals without loss frimation as is done by NBO
increases suitability for this purpose. NBO igally directed to analysis of bonding similarity across
molecular contexts, but here we use NBO to analyselibndingdifferencesresuting from different

methodsapplied inthe same maocular context.

The present study focuses particular on the Natural Hybrid Orbitgls], NHOs, for these describe
bond bending and sigma, pi and higher angular momentum character of bonds. There is 40 built
bias or geometric preconception embedded in NHO description of bonds, and all aspects of
hybridizaton are converged to an optimal description of electron denfily The NBO account of
electron density can report reduction in sigma/pi separation and increase in bond bending, depending
on the electron densityAs mentioned above,ifferences in NB@erived quantities are not arbitrary

with respect to electron density

Density Difference Representatidt9] is not oriented to chemical bonding and so the chemical

significance of dnsity change is not available in that representation.

NBO is the onlghemical bonding analysis used in the presgudy, and justification for this is left to

a recent review20] whichis very briefly summarizeit the present paragrapiNBO preserves Pauli
exclusion and Hermitian energetics anthigs free of the overlapping attributions arising from orbital

or wavefunction nororthogonality. NBO is based only on theigenor intrinsic properties of the
interadions of the electronic firsbrder reduced density matrix {RDM), rather than any assumptions
concerning geometry or symmetry and is independent of the form of the original wavefunction. This

basis in theeigenpropetties of the 1-RDM yields consistenend predictive capacity.

We used\BO to quantifghe extent of sigma/pi separation and bond bending in double bonds having
hyperconjugative interactions in vinylamine, ethanamide an@ntiparallel beta sheet. In vinylamine
and ethanamide, torsion is camained across the single bond central to hyperconjugation during
geometry optimization. In beta shegtno geometry optimizationconstraints are necessary to
maintain the torsion for nosplanar hyperconjugation. The surveys reported here use constrained
ethanamide as a model for protein backbone amide groups, tmadrelevance of this model is
supported by NBO analysis of fuljgometryoptimized polyalanine and polyvaline protein secondary

structures.



Backbone amide resonance is central to RAHB in prb@ikbone amide hydrogen bond chaining of
certain potein secondary structurescluding beta sheat Accurate calculation &AHB cooperativity

is important in calculatig protein electroni@and geometric structure.

5 Methods

Methods used in experiments aes implemented by Gaussian 09 D[@1], Orca 3.0.322-24] and
TeraChem 1.5K25-28].

A prerelease version of NB[9] was used for its XMI30] output option. The XML was queried with
XQuery 3.031] or XSLT 3.[B2] as implemented by SaxePE 9.6.0.433], and the results imported
into Excel 201834].

Jmol 14.2.2_2014.06.435] was used for visualization of orbitals.

Except where otherwise stated, the default integration grid of the respective quantum chemistry
package is usedExcept where otherwise statedheé SCF convergence dafilt was used for Gaussian
andVeryTightSCF was speciffed Orca.Thediffering default SCF procedures were used for Gaussian
and OrcaWhere resultsdiffer between packageghe possibility that these differences are due to
differences in default paraeters isexplored In the case of the second problem mentioned in the
overview, the results of Gaussian and Orca differ, and-default values for integration grids, SCF

convergence values and SCF procedures are explored.

6 Results and discussion

6.1 Vinylamire

As a prelimary note, for charts wittmany methods named on the horizontal axis, the first of which
is AplFigure25x DI dza a A | y Q& dtavidalore YuSctiondlaie Hdupe &dording to the
classifications of pure, hyiol, range separated hybrid and double hybi@®]. VSXJ37] to N12[38]

are pure functionals, B3LYB9] to MN12SX[40] are hybrid functionals, wB9[A1] to LCwPBEare
range separated hybrids and #2YH14] to mPW2PLYP[}42] are double hybrids. The Gaussian
implementdion of MP2 and HF appetr the right of mPW2PLYPDOrca implementations of methods
appear to the right of HF. MP2 appearsdejionce as a Gaussian implementation and once as an Orca

implementation.

The results appearing [i6] of loss of sigma/pi symmetry in vinylamine at 1@oese GGN-H Torsion
with B3LYB-311++G** are in accord with our resuliBigurel and AplFigure25). Howeverthe
~20% loss of p charactertviB3LYP becomes less than 1% WitP2 (Ap1Figure23 and AplFigure
25). Only with the smallédasis sets used,-BLG** and @&f2-SVP, does the loss of p character with



MP2approach 1%, and with other basis sets is ~0.5%. Of the basis sets {Bdd;+5** gives the

least loss of p character with MP2.

The GC NBO morphologies for B3LYBMBL++G** and MP2/6B11++G** can be seen igure6 to
Figurel3. These graphics are for 10 degree torsion, which we use for commonality8jvitinough
greatest loss of sigma/pi symmetry is found at 15 to 30 degrees hyperconjugative torsienditep

on basis set except foug-ccpVTZ Figurel and AplFigure23).

NHO deviation from line of centers, bond bending, also differs significantly between DFT methods and
wavefunction methods. These deviations are charteBligare2, AplFigure24and AplFigure26. For
the GO(pi) NHOs, 90 degrees is no deviation from expectation based on line of centers. For some basis
sets with B3LYP the bond bending is as large as 45 deguaethk reference 90, contrastingith the

7 degree maimum bond bending with MP2.

Differences in the polarization of the@sigma) and -O(pi) NBOs is shown in Apigure27 and
AplFigure28. The variable performancef different DFT methods withugrccpVTZ can be seen.
Broadly, aig-ccpVTZ is most associated with greatest difference between DFT methods, and between
DFT métods and wavefunction methodsugccpVDZ offers markedly less DFT divergence, which is
frequently doserved in this work. As is udua this work, there is greatly less divergence between

properties calculated with correlated wavefunction methods than with DFT methods.

The B3LYP and MP2 results are dichotomous, and nomination of which is in sudrrargemost
desirable. It is at a given at the outset that therror is with B3LYP, for DFT methods are in principle
capable of incorporating static correlation and uncorrected MP2 is not. In answering this question we
refer to the results of other DFT methods including double hybmiethods[14], corrected MR
methods[43, 44], DLPNECSD(T24] and the multireference MRCI+H@5], and note that B3LYP loss

of symmety begins to collapse at wetarge basis sets starting aigacc-pV5Z Figure3 to Figureb).

AplFigure25to AplFigure28 show sigma/pi symmetry,dnd bending and polarization at a range of
DFT methods including hybrid methods, lelagge corrected method$46] and double hybrid
methods, and some corrected MP2 methods, the invariably wpesforming method HF [34] and
single point calculation at DLPMZCSD(T). The double hylfid] methods tested have only twice the

smallerror of MP2, but computational cost scales similarly.

The poor performance of HF anaigie hybrid methods and better performance of double hybrid and
MP2 variants yields suggests an underlying mechanism of #resss, that being different treatment

of multicenter exchange delocalization. DFT single hybrid and GGA exchange does not have
multicenter delocalization, HE Y dzft G A OSYy G SNJ SEOKI y3S RSt 201 t ATt
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We anticipate that with optinzation at CCS[%8] or above, the loss of p character will be further
reduced from the already small MP2 figure. Wher@RDCCSD(T) has been used in this work, it has
necessarily been used for single point energy calculation, with geometry optimization abNgTS

MP2 and ag-ccpVTZaugccpVQZor def2-QZVPP
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Figure9. MP2/6:311++G** GC(sigma) NBO in Vinylamine at 10 Degr&eNH Torsion
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Figurel3. MP2/6311++G** GC(sigma)* NBO in Vinylamine at 10 DedFeesion
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6.2 Ethanamide

6.2.1 Carbonybrbital disturbances

Ethanamide is the simplest molecule that can demonstrate the hyperconjugative interactions with the
amide carbonyl grup that may be seen in peptide backbongsparallel beta strands, the-OCAHA

torsion may be taken as 173 degrees and in antiparallel beta strand$aslegree$49], being 7 and

15 degrees respectively frofreing perfecty antiperiplanar. We denote the ethanamide namide
carbon as CA for commonality with peptides. @ittee equivalence of the hydrogens connected to CA

in ethanamide, rather than refer to them as HAL, HA2 and HA3, we refer to them generically as H,

referring to them by @CCAH dihedral angle.

Figure1l4 and AplFigure29 contrast the difference in lossf sigma/pi symmetry of the chpnyl

orbitals when B3LYP BP2 is used. The y axis scales differ markedly, for the B3LYP loss of p character
is ~5% for basiets 631G** and @&kf2-SVP at 175 deges OCGCAH torsion. Of secondary significance,

with basis sets ef2-TZVP, ef2-TZVPP andug-ccpVTZ the loss of p character approachéfd at 165
degrees torsion. Thdata shovs that a geometry away from perfectly antiperiplanar is necessary for
hyperconjugationto disturb sigma/pi symmetry, and later figures bear out disturbances of other
properties also requirageometry away from perfett antiperiplanar. The 180 to 60 degree sweep of
O-GCAH dihedrals does not quite complete the cycle of values, for ondytbin CAd is constrained,

an arrangement that was selected to mimic peptide backbones in which only one of the substituents
of CA is torsionally constrained. The unconstrained H that is moving into antiperiplanar dihedral angle

does not remairat precisdy 120 degreeelative to the constrained H throughout the rotation.

Hyperconjugation between the sigma carbonyl orbitals aneHd# centered at @-CAH torsion of
180 degrees, and hyperconjugation between the pi carbonyl orbitals is centeredC&AMH torsion
of 90 degrees. Disturbances of properties at torsional angles associated with pi carbonyl

hyperconjugation can be seen Apigure31, AplFigure32and AplFigure3s.

Figure 16 shows a reduction in Secotdrder Perturbative Analysis, SOPT, of deswgeptor
interactions[6] for the primary amide resonance delocalization of ~61 kcal/mol to ~41 kcal/mol in 5
degrees of torsion from antipgrianar with B3LYP and basis 8&1G**, and also large reduction with
def2-SVP. ApEigure22 shows the N(Ip) delocalization into@s)* rather than €(p)*. However,
with 6-311++G**, the variation in amide resonance delocalization throughout the rahgmrsion is

only ~2 kcal/molThis is a veriarge variation between basis sets.

AplFigurel9shows that the steric exchange energy éD(3)|CGO(p) increases from 0 to ~25 kcal/mol
with 6-31G** in 5 degrees of @-CAH torsion from antiperiplanar. ApEigure20 shows that in the
same torsional range O@)|C-O(p) increases from 0 to ~7.5 kcal/mol witilBBG**. AplFigure2l
shows that in this torsional range O@)C-O(s) decreases by ~6 kcal/mol witi3B5G**.
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N(Ip}>CO(p)* SOPT Energy is shown with varying torsional hypercatifugfor a selection of
Minnesotadensity functionamethods[50] in Ap1Figure37 and other DFethods from theTruhlar
group inAplFigure38. MN12L[51], MN12SXand MO6HF[52] are less afflictedf error at torsional
hyperconjugatiorthan other DFT methods tested heréach of these three methods is testedh a
range of basis sets, anasults are shown in AplFigure 58, AplFigure 56 and Apl¥Figure 57
respectively. Of theltree methods, MN12. isthe best performer, which is convenient from the point
of view of protein calculéons since it is a locand hence better scalingiethod [53]. MN12-SX is a
range separated hybrid and M@8F is a global hylor[53], solocal, range separated versuigél
nature of methods is not key to alleviation of tleeror at torsional hyperconjugationThey are all
metaGGA methds, with MN12] 6 SAy3 G 2yf & {KS [54K5 anRhakdzy 3

zero percentage exact exchange.

While it is variationin rather than absolute value dfi(Ip}>CO(p)* SOPT energy due to torsional
hyperconjugation that is the focus of interest here, it must be remarked that the differendaid
guantity between the methods at perfectly antiperiplanar geometry is the next conceassessing
DFT methods applied to proteins. At thigitest quality basis set usegf@-QZVPP, the difference in
N(Ip}>CGO(p)* SOPT Energy between MN1and M®-HF is greater than 40 kcal/mol. This difference

in calculating ande resonance will have largeonsequences for calculated RAHW/hile
MN12-L/def2-QZVPP or linear scaling variant thereof might be recommended for application to
proteins on the basis of gpopriaterelativeamide resonancessponse to torsional hyperconjugatipn
error in calculatinghe absolute value cimideresonances a major obstacle. The occupancies of N(Ip)
and CO(p)* in ethanamide calculated with wavefunction methods and DFT ndsthway be compared

to gauge amide resonance. N(Ip) occupancy, calculated at high quality basis sets, can be seen ir
AplFigure50, AplFigure51land AplFigure52 and CO(p)* ocaipancy can be sedn AplFigure53,
AplFigureb4and AplFigure55. GO(p)* occupancies amgreater with DLPN@CSD(T) than with any

of the DFT methods showmith MN12-L havimg the largest @(p)* occupancies of the three favoured
Minnesota density functionalsCASSCF(8/RK)RCI+Q/éf2-TZVPP in turrgives greater ©(p)*
occupancythan DLPNECSD(TWhile the second configuration weightd CASSCF/MRCI+Q are less
than 0.02 Table 2) indicating the calculation isot particularly multireference it seems that
improvement on even CCSD(fe gold standard of single reference quantum chemisgyneeded

for calculation of amide resonancklultireferencemethods that scale to proteins may be necessary

for calculation for protein RAHB.

The influence othe D2[56], D3[27] and D3BJ28] empirical dispersion correctioren the torsional
hyperconjugativesrror reported here is shown where available g&lected methodsind the 631G**

basis setin AplFigure42, AplFigure43 and AplFigue 44 respectively None of the empirical
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dispersion schemes tested alleviates the torsicradr, thoughD3BJalonecan be recommended as

not making theerror any worse.

The influence of the omega parameter of-wEBE with @1G** on the torsional hyperconjugative
error reported here is shown i\plFigure46. It can be seen that no listed value gives a result usable
for proteins, and values less than Gdhr! give the worst results. Gaussian 09 D.01 has no label for
LGWPBEN57], so the equivalent LEBEhPBE is used. The influeoicdhe HF exchangeoefficient on

the error is shown for selected values of omegailFigure46, AplFigure47 and AplFigure48. At
omega=0.6bohr?, small exchange coefficients are least alisiured, and at omega=0lohr! and
omega=0.2bohr?, large exchange coefficients are least disfavoured. It is likely that there exist no

values for omega antthe exchange coefficient that yield a method useful for proteins.

To explore whether thénypercajugative error is due more to the exchange functional or to the
correlation functional of pure DFT methods,@mbinations ofxchangdunctionals and correlation
FTdzy O A2yl ta tAadSR A y[3aitestd i@ thiseirar with §31@G*thResuitssanD) &
shown for all listed exchange functionals with the PBE correlation funcib8jalAplFigure60), the
VWN correlation functiona]59] (Ap1Figure6l) and the LYP correlation functioriélo] (AplFigure

62). With the exception when in combination withe exchange functionals which are quite erratic
during torsional changehe choice of correlation functional is relatively unimportant in this test. The
G96 exchange functiongd1] has the shallowest N(I®GO(p)* SOPT energy wells throughG-CAH
torsion with all the listed correlation functior&Results are shown for all listed correlation functionals
with the XA exchange function@2-64] (Ap1Figure63), the BRx exchandenctional[65] (Figure64)

and the Slater exchange functiof&P-64] (AplFigure65), and in these figures the curvase usually

so little different that they partially overlay, again indicating that the choice of correlation functional
is secondary in these tests. This is further show\jrd Figure59 by the use of the three listed
exchange dnctionals that can standalone compared with results when combined with the VWN
correlation functional. The torsional hyperconjugatierror principally arises oérrors in exchange

functionals.

The variation in ©(s)* and €)(p)* energy leveldor seleced Minnesota density functionalsith
6-31G** during change of @-CAH torsionis shown iMAplFigure39and AplFigure40respectively.
The torsional hyperconjugatioarror is associated with the energgvels of @O(s)* and €(p)*
becoming closer. Decrease in th€(3)* energy level makes the orbital a more inviting charge transfer
acceptor. Thetorsional hyperconjugativesrror is likely due to réhybridization unduly favouring
hyperconjugative charg&ansferor sigma acceptor orbitalsSThe @(p)* energy level variation for
MN12-L for selected basis sets is showpil Figure4l. 6-311++G** behaves erratically, though 6
311++G(3df,3pd) performs well as determined by theidaet wesuggest be taken as canonical,

def2-QZVPPThere aretwo efficiency merits of MN12/def2-QZVPP, begqmthat MN12L is local and
14



that def2-QZVPRIoes not have diffuseuhctions. Tie accuracy of MN1h [66] in calculating amide
resonancewill be investigatedn future, though theaccuracy demands of calculatingsonance in

RAHB whererrors are ooperative ardikely forbidding

The influence of basis set diffuse functions on the torsional hyperconjugation is explored for
B3LYP AplFigure66) and MN12L AplFigure67). The introduction of diffuse functions to-&LG**

to form 6-31++G** is very beneficial he torsional hyperconjugatioerror is very large for cpvVDZ
which has no diffuse functionsThe calendar variations of correlation consistent basis sets are shown,
though the lines are not distinct for ajpcpVDZ, mayxcpVDZ and juitcpVDZ for B3LYP and aqur

pVDZ and magcpVDZ for MN12.. The augcpVDZ curve hathe deepest wells of any of the
calendar variations of ggvVDZ, and the removal of the diffuse functions on hydrogen to forragul
pVDZ somewhat flattens the curve. Further removal of diffuse functions to form the other calendar
correlation consistent bas sets makes little differencé wider selection of Pople basis sets is shown
in AplFigure68, and the introduction of polarization functions is associated with a worsening of the
torsional hyperconjugatiorrror. A wider seletion of correlation consistent basis sets is shown in
AplFigure69, and it can be seen that very high quality correlation consistent basis sets¢aM§)Z)

give energy wellgduring OGCAH for primary amide SOPT that are sfgantly deeper than the.7
kcal/mol given by MN212/def2-QZVPPThe good performance of MN12 /def2-QZVPRthough
absoluteamide resonance irrespective of@CAH torsion must also be considereal) ethanamide

and the poor performance of B3LYR3&1++G* on vinylamineindicate that diffuse functions are not

in general necessary or sufficient to accurately model torsional hyperconjugation in conjugative
systems. Ay method/basis combinationfor proteins must be benchmarked on théorsional
hyperconjugatie problemas described herd-urther, tie introduction of diffuse functions markedly
increases the computational cost of electronic structure methods and @se® convergence

difficulties, most ofterprohibiting their use oreventhe smallest proteins.

6.2.2 Pyramidalization at nitrogen

Figurel7 shows how erratic ®11++G** is with MP2. This accords with the modern practice of using
correlation consistent rather than Pople basis 468 with wavefunction methods. MP2/811++G**

is greatly disturbed by correlation associated with each of sigma and pi carbonyl hyperconjugation.
Figurel18 shows the loss of @N-H planarity associated with this disturbance. During the rotation,
planarity is lost B 15 degrees in both directions from the amide plane. Correlation associated with
hyperconjugation makes sp3 pyramidalization of N more favourable than planarity, weakening the
amide resonance. At 95 degrees torsion, just 5 degrees from maximum pi hypegaton, the
dihedral describing the neplanarity changes sign, breaking the symmetry centered at 120 degrees O
G-CAH torsion. Norplanarity is not limitel to Pople basis sets. Witkef2-TZVP, the noplanarity is

quite ggnificant at ~7 degrees, withet?-QZVPP at ~5 andugccpVTZ at ~3 degrees. At the
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hyperconjugative torsions at which amide nplanarity occurs, calculated amide resonance is
impaired and necessarily so is the RAHB in which the amide might participate and hence cooperativity
in hydragen bonded secondary structures. The resonance of only one amide group in a hydrogen
bonded chain need be erroneously calculated for RAHB throughout the chain teerirSince these

errors all result in reduction of amide resonance, there are no carsgengerrors. Errors in the
calculation of the resonance of multiple groups cooperate in produemgr in calculation of the
hydrogen bonding of the chain. Due to this cooperativityeobrs, it is quite important that amide
resorance be accurately talated. &f2-QZVPP andugrccpVTZ are of reasonable size and repute,

and this pyramidalization calls into question the use of MP2 for geometry optimization of
peptides/proteins. This test is suitable for benchmarking during and after development of MP2
variants. Perhaps CCSD does not fail in this manner, but optimization with CCSD with large basis set

is not yet viable for extensive studies.

The findings of pyramidalization at amide N witlP®1are similar to a report afon-planarity of
benzeng[17]. Basis sets passing the benzene planarity test by having positive vibratianaricies

at planarity, such asugrccpVTZ, do not fare altogether well in the geometry optimization tests used
here although the correlation consistent basis sets are constructed to provide basis set incompleteness
error, BSIE, balance. The repattributes the failures to elevated sigra correlation.The reporigives

that one-electron theories such as DFT arariome to this tweelectron BSIE. Bherrors with DFT
described in the present woike then of different origin, but will still be a result of incorrect emphasis
on certain correlations. The repopoints out that Atomic Natural Orbit#b8, 69], ANO, basis sets are
better again than correlation consistent basis sets, since ANO minimizes basis set superpusitso

We have not used ANO basis sets due to their computational expdime.pyramidalization at
MP2/6-311++G** is correctable by geometry optimization on the Counterpoise Correction potential
energy surface with fragment boundaries defined at thsl Gond of ethanamide, but not at the©
bond (Ap2Table3).

AplFigure72shows that the SCS correction to MP2 slightly attenuates resorgpeedelocalization

from the nitrogen lone p@ NBO, but not in conjunction with Orbital Optimizatiofhe resultof
DLPNGCCSD(T) single point adition over geometry optimized withlP2/aug-ccpVQZ is itkkeeping

with the geometry optimizedsCSorrected but not orbitaloptimized results. This sugsts suitability

of SCMP2 optimization for DLPNOCSD(T) single point calculation for such studies. Since the SCS
MP2 and RECSMP2 results do not differ appreciably -C9MP2 is useful for its reduced rdimes.

The DFT methods that produce resulkssest to those of S@8P2 are VSXC, tHC[I#], B97DJ 28,

56] and N12 The furthest are byM11-L [71], M06 [72], wB97 and LGVPBE, and these will
underestimate amide resonance. As always, HF is far outlying and greatly underestimates amide

resonanceFurther light is cast on the irregular MiL1results seen in figures Apigure70, AplFigure
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71, AplFigure73 and AplFigure74 by the QGN-H dihedral values seen in Apigure75 in which
variation with basis set is ~20 degrees. M1iks subject to the pyramidalization at nitrogegen with
MP2.1t can be seen ifigure37 and AplFigure38 how low the N(Ip>GO(p)* SOPT energy of M11

L, MO6L, M06, N12 and SOGGA1l become \ligh noted standardized geometrySince
pyramidalization at amide N adIp}>CO(p)* are necessarily in competitipinis to be expected that

low N(Ip}>GO(p)* is associated with pyramidalization at N. It is anticipated that this is the connection
between carbonyl orbital disturbances and pyramidalization at N, and hovedE wavefunction
methods can both manifest pyramidalization affie ~13 degree pyramidalization seen with Gaussian

at MP2/6:311++G** is not seen with Orca even when the NoFrozenCore option is used for greater
commonality with Gaussian defaults. The &gian option Stable=Opt reveals that the wavefunctions
for both M1L:L and MP2 are stable at the optimized geome@gussian Stable=Opt also deems the
wavefunction associated with the Orpeoduced geometry to be stable. The vibrational frequencies
check 6r geometric stability is not applicable since constraints are used. When Gaussian optimization
proceeds from the Orcaptimized geometry, the highly pyramidalized geometry results. When Orca
optimization proceeds from the Gaussiaptimized geometry, thehighly pyramidalized geometry
remains. The Orca stationary point is evidently not seen by Gaussian, though the Gaussian stationary
point is seen by Orca. Developers and users of MP2 variant methods need to be aware of this variation
in optimized geometryfor from it follows significant consequences for amide resonance and flexibility
of protein backbones. A pyramidalization of ~13 degrees might be converted to such a
pyramidalization in the other direction by backbone strain, giving a ~26 degree flgxibil@dach
protein backbone omega (@&N-/ | QU0 { 2 NR[X3R(F, YMRCI+@5] with def2-TZVPP and
auxiliary @f2-TZVPP/C over ¢h MP2/6311++G* geometry gives 0.8372 weighbn a single
configuration in ground statavith next configuration weight in ground state being less than 0do2

this pyramidalized geometry is only weakly associated with multireference chardg@iable 1

gives the results of this multireference method for the ARoyramidalized geometries arising from bet
strand psi torsions with MP2layccpVQZ, showinggood agreement with single reference

wavefunction methods, and that the prtgm is not particularly multireference.
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6.3 Antiparallel beta sheet

Ap2Table4 and Ap2Table5 refer to gas phase antiparallel beta sheets which have been geometry
optimized with TeraChem 1.5K wittGwPBE (keyword wpbe in TeraChemmnega®.4 bohr! and
6-31G**. While the ethanamide model requires optimization constraints to demonstiatsional
hyperconjugation, these beta shesequire no constraints, that is, they are fully optimized. Ajgitile

4 refers to a polyvalinetaucture and ApZTable5to a polyalanine structure.

By extending ethanamide to species resembling alanine and valine, it can be shown that these
backboneerrors are very sensitive to sidechain even for uncharged anebotar resdues, so that the

utility of methods afflicted of theserrors is dubious in the case of heterogeneous amino acid residues.
Also, it might be erroneously concluded that this modulation of backbone amide resonance by

sidechain is a means by which sidechadgtermines protein fold.

The variation inthe N(p¥Gh 6 LA OF { ht ¢ oa{ 2LJit ¢ O2f dz¥yyo KI &
tends to cause amide resonance in hydrogen bonded amide chain to peak in the middle of the chain
and be lowest at the ends, and thdfects being discussed here, bond bendingldoss of local
symmetry. Thetables mentioned abovemake the point that this bond bending and loss of local

symmetry exists in beta shemtather than onlyin the ethanamide model.
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These tables are sortedonb@n 6 SYRAY 3 64a5S@¢ O2f dzyYyovood 2 KAES
be dependent of d orbital involvement to give noglindrically symmetric orbitals so the hybrids can

point at each other, these tables, particularly Ap&ble4, do not strongly bear out this notion.

SOPT kcal/mol values under 1.0 do not appear in these tables. Noteworthy are the variations in
Nip)>Gh 6 LIOF {ht ¢ OSdapBRhididaERN {WtRC bdd LBLI{ £¢-ved is¢ K| {

evidence of carbonyl orbitalisturbance.

There is a strong but imperfect association between the occupancya{s¢ and bond bending and
loss of carbonyl sigma/pi symmetry. Perhaps 4wlmuble hybrid DFT methods do not deal well with

the situation in which there is occupancy 60)* in the cantext of large occupancy @O(p)*.

In Ap2Tableb, the least bond bending is associated witCGAHA dihedral of ~150 degrees, which
corresponds to the optimal angle (90 degrees) for hyperconjugation involvid(pi* orbitals. This

suggests that this hyperconjugation is not disruptive as hyperconjugation invokd{g)€

Moderate SOPT kcal/mol values are proportional to resondyyge charge transfel6]. The difference
between hyperconjugative charge transfer from the methyl group ird(g)* and GO(s)* has some
associaibn with bond bending and loss of sigma/pi symmetry. The variation in individual and collective

hyperconjugative SOPT values is less than that of amide resonance, suggestive of a failure of method

7 Conclusion

In contrast to single and multireference wavetiion methods, in the molecules studied, established
DFT methods do not substantially maintain sigma/pi separation or bond straightness in double bonds
that have hyperconjugative interactions at other than perfgcintiperiplanar geometry. Unlike
ethenewith GC torsion, these failures are not due to the problem bestrgnglymultireference. The
double hybrid DFT methods are considerably better than other DFT methods, but do not quite attain
the accuracy of MP2 methods though they incur similar componati costs. This DFdrror is
encountered irthe study of proteins which include parallel and antiparallel beta sbaetl attenuates

amide resonance and hence necessarily RAHB in the hydrogen bonded chains of backbone amides
Since RAHB is cooperativealiferrors in calculations of amide resonance give values that are lower
than accurate, then therrors themselves may be seen as cooperative. Since every backbone amide
in a beta sheet is subject to roughly the same toraldmyperconjugationhydrogen londingin the

beta sheetis cooperatively reduced. While the smaller basis sets such as DB&**6-31G** and
def2-SVP[75] are associated with the largest reductions in amide resonance, these basis sets have
been popular becausdey are the largest that could be used at the atom cewhibeta sheets. Great

caution is needed in interpreting the results of applying bthed DFT methods to proteins.
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Of the nondouble hybrid DFT methods and basg$ combinations tested, MN1R/def2-QZVPP is least
disturbed by torsioal hyperconjugationMN15L and MN15[76] havenot yet been testedMN12-L

being aocal functionahnd def2-QZVPP having no diffuse functions allows for efficiency of calculation,
but no nondouble hybrid DFT method tested yields occupanciespayable to those calculated by
wavefunction methods and correlation consistent basis sets for the orbitals central to amide
resonance, N(Ip) and-G(p)*. Though the multireference @nacter of the problem is slight
CASSCF/MRCI+Q gives occupancies assbaigth greater resonance thadoes DLPNGCCSD(T)
leadingto the concern that multireference methods may be necessary for accurate calculation of RAHB
in proteins.Perhapsmuchimproved scalin@pproximationgo full configurationinteraction [77, 78]

will be useful DLPNGCCSD(T) in turn calculates occupancies associated with greater resonance than
do nondouble hybrid DFT methods, so ndouble hybrid DFT methodshen fail to accurately

calculateabsoluteamide resonance regardless of@CAH torsion.

While this work is focuseah amide resonance and RAHB, any-donble hybrid DFT calculated amide
propetty is at risk of being significantly inaccurate due to érier. A range of quantities amdisturbed

by thiserror along with carbonyl sigma/pi separation and bond straightness, including charge transfers
N(p}>CGO(p)* and N(pPGO(s)* and steric intactions GO(p)|GO(s), O(Igs)|C-O(p) and
O(Ips)|C-O(s).

It can be shown with molecular species extending ethanamide to approximate alanine and valine that
the loss of local symmetry with DFT is very sensitive to residue type alWétierogeneous amio-acid

beta sheet, DFT geometry optimization will be erratic rather than reliably wrong. Also, this sensitivity
invites the erroneous conclusion that protein folding is influenced by this sidechain modulation of

backbone amide resonance.

MP2 has a basis sand optimization implementation dependent propensity for large variation in
pyramidalization at the amide nitrogen in ethanamide aC& torsion. This pyramidalization
necessarily competes with amide resonance. Whenretieneoustendency to pyramidalizeecomes
dominant, calculation will undeestimate RAHB for hydrogen bonded chains in which the amide is
potentially involved. Also, the flexibility of a protein backbone is incorrectly increased since the
pyramidalization may be switched from one sideaatwther by backbone strain, giving large backbone
amide omega torsion. This variation is not limitedPmple basis sets, and is seen lesser extent and

in smdl ranges of €CA torsion with df2-TZVP, ef2-QZVPP andugrccpVTZ. This is not exclusivaly

MP2 issue, for the quite recent DFT method Mlklso demonstrates this pyramidalization at
antiparallel beta strand psi torsion with most basis sets tested. This pyramidaliztionis not
unambiguously present in geometoptimized protein coordiates since this pyramidalization may
arise by other means such as backbone strain and hydrogen bonding, so validation of methods with

respect to thiserror is best done on small amides such as ethanamide-brebhylethanamide. In
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ethanamide, this second pblem can be corrected by geometry optimization on the Counterpoise
Corrected potential energy surface by definition of fragment boundaries at tNebGnd, but not at

the CC bond.

We recommend that nowwvavefunction electronic structure calculation of pean be accompanied by

NBO analysis of backbone amide carbonyl local symmetry and bond bending. Since hyperconjugation:
involving GO(s)* and &)(p)* are available at various@A torsions, this recommendation extends
beyond the secondary structusdested here, antiparallel beta shestto other potein secondary
structures that have hydrogen bonded chains of backbone amides. While the consequences of
inaccurate calculationf amide resonancgare not amplified in random coil as in secondary structure,
they may be expected to be significant in determining random coil structure and hydrogen bonding

networks.

NBGbased assessment of maintenance of local symmetry and bond bending is proposed for
evaluation of existing or development of new electronic structgystem methods. The tests used

here involving vinylamine and ethanamide could serve as standard benchmarks. Measurement of
pyramidalization and NBO assessment of sp hybridization at the amide nitrogen in ethanamide with

carbonyl hyperconjugation d-Ctorsion could similarly serve as a standard benchmark.
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Figure42. Ethanamide N(Ip>CGO(p)* SOPEnergywith B3LYP/&1G** and UtraFineGridat Varying
O-GCAH Torsion and Empirical Dispersion Scheme
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Figure46. Ethanamide N(Ip¥GO(p)* SOPT Energy with-BBEhPBE at Omega=0.6 and Varykg O
CAH Torsion and HF Exchange Coefficient
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Figure47. Ethanamide N(Ip¥GO(p)* SOPT Energy with-BBEhPBE at Omega=0.4 and Varyi@ O
CAH Torsion and HF Exchange Coefficient
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Figure48. Ethanamide N(Ip¥GO(p)* SOPT Energy with-BBEhPBE Omega=0.2 and Varyh@G
H Torsion and HF Exchange Coefficient
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Figure51. Ethanamide N(Ip) OccupancytivDLPNGCCSD(T) over SMIE2/def2-QZVPP Optimized
Geometry with Varying @-CAH Torsion and Basis Set
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Figure52. Ethanande N(Ip) Occupancy at S&P2/def2-QZVPP Optimized Geometry and Varying O
GCAH Torsion and Method/Basis Set
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Experiment 5448
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Figure53. Etranamide @O(p)* Occupancy withef2-QZVPP UltraFineGrid and S@82/def2-QzZVPP
Optimized Geometry and Varying@CAH Torsion and Method
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Figure54. Ethanamide @(p)* Occupancyith DLPNGCCSD(T) at S®&P®2/def2-QZVPROptimized
Geometry and Varying-O-CAH Torsion Basis Set
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Figure 55. EthanamideGO(p)* Occupancy with S@&2/def2-QZVPP Optimized Geometry and
Varying @GCAH Torsion and Method/Basis

Experiment 5440
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Figure56. Ethanamide N(Ip>GO(p)* SOPT Energy with MNSX UltraFineGrid and VaryingdCA
H Torsion and Basis Set
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Experiment 5441

180175170165160155150145140135130125120115110105100 95 90 85 80 75 70 65 60
Torsion (degrees)

—0—6-31G** —0—6-311++G** —0—6-311++G(3df,3pd)
Def2SVP —@— Def2TZVP —8— Def2TZVPP
—e— Def2QZVPP —@— Aug-cc-pVDZ —8— Aug-cc-pVTZ

Figure57. Ethanamide N(Ip»CGO(p)* SOPT Energy with MO6HF UltraFineGrid and VarythGA&H
Torsion and Basis Set
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Experiment 5454
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Figure58. Ethanamide N(IpFCO(p)* SOPT Energy with MNL2JItraFineGrid and Varying@CAH
Torsion and Basis Set

47



Experiment 5442
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Figure59. Ethanamide N(Ip»GO(p)* SOPT Energy at3@G** UltraFineGrid at Varying-OCAH
Torsion and Method
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Figure60. Ethanamide N(Ip»CO(p)* SOPT Energy with38 G** and UltraFineGrid and Varying®
CAH Torsion and Method having PBE Correlation
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Experiment 5429
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Figure6l. Ethanamide N(Ip¥GO(p)* SOPT Energy withBLG** UltraFineGrid and Varying@CAH
Torsion and Method having VWN Correlation
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Figure62. Ethanamide N(Ip¥GO(p)* SOPT Energy with3a G** UltraFineGrid and Varying@CAH
Torsion and Method having L@®@rrelation
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