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A quantum M onte C arlo m ethod is presented for determm ining m ulti-determ inantal Jastrow -Slater
wave functions for which the energy is stationary with respect to the sim ultaneous optim ization
of orbials and con guration interaction coe cients. T he approach is within the fram ework of the
so—called energy uctuation potential m ethod which m Inin izes the energy in an iterative fashion
based on M onte Carlo sam pling and a tting of the localenergy uctuations. T he optin ization of
the orbitals is com bined w ith the optim ization of the con guration interaction coe cients through
the use of additional single excitations to a set of extemal orbitals. A new set of orbitals is then
obtained from the naturalorbitals of this enlarged con guration interaction expansion. For excited
states, the approach is extended to treat the average of several states w ithin the sam e irreducible
representation of the pointgroup ofthem olecule. T he relationship of our optin ization m ethod w ith
the stochastic recon guration technigue by Sorella et al. is exam ined. F inally, the perform ance of
our approach is illustrated w ith the lowest states of ethene, in particular w ith the di cul case of

the 1'B1, state.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum M onte Carlo QM C) methods have been
successfully em ployed over the last decade to com pute
groung state electronic properties of large m olecules and
so]jdslg . Compared to other electronic structure ap-
proaches, QM C has the advantage that it can be applied
to su clently lJarge system s and still provide an accurate
description of both dynam ical and static electronic cor-
relation. Recently, QM C m ethods Ihlayq. also been used
for the calculations of excited state?2?, a rather novel
direction where relatively little experience exists.

In both variationalM onte Carlo (VM C) and di usion
M onte Carlo DM C), them any-body trialwave function
determ ines the quality of the calculation and is com —
m only chosen to be of the Jastrow -Slater type: a sihgle-
or m ulti-determ inant wave function is multiplied by a
correlation Jastrow factor to partly account for dynam ic
electronic correlation. W hile the Jastrow factor is gen—
erally optin ized within QM C usig the variance m ini
m ization m ethod®, the determ nantal com ponent of the
w ave function is com puted w ith m ethods such asH artree—
Fock, multicon guration self consistent eldd M CSCF,
CASSCF) or small scale con guration interaction C1I),
and, In m ost cases, is keft unchanged when the Jastrow
factor is added. H ow ever, the Jastrow factor isa positive
function of the interparticle coordinates and, therefore,
does not change the nodal surface ofthe trialwave func—
tion. Consequently, the xed-nodeDM C energy is sokly
determ ned by the determ inantal part of the trial wave
fiinction?. Any approach aim ed at in proving the xed—
nodeDM C energy using a Jastrow -Slatertrialw ave func—
tion m ust therefore recptin ize the determm inantalpart in
the presence of the Jastrow factor.

Recently, the energy uctuation potential EFP) ap-—
proach to the optim ization of Jastrow -Slater wave func—
tionshasbeen developed and applied to ground state cal-
culations: the energy hasbeen m Inin ized w ith respect to

a subset of the,orbital param eters in single-determ inant
wave finctions, the C I coe cients in m ulti-determ iant

wave flipetions?, and the Jastrow param eters in periodic
system £9. In the EFP m ethod, the optin ization is per—
form ed iteratively through M onte Carlo sam pling and
the tting of the energy uctuations. Here, we extend

the EFP m ethod to the sinulaneous fill optim ization
0fC I coe cients and single-particle orbitalsby reform u—

lating the optin ization of the orbitals as a super< I ap—
proach?} for Jastrow -Slater wave finction: the orbital
variations are expressed as single excitations to a set of
extemal orbitals and the in proved orbitals are then ob—
tained from the natural orbitals of this super< I expan—
sion. M oreover, for excited states, we further develop
the EFP technique to treat an average of several states
w ithin the sam e irreduchble representation of the point-
group ofthem olecule. W ith these additions, the m ethod
closely resem bles the state-averaged M C SCF approach?s.
W hen one treats m ultiple states, the resulting Jastrow —
Slater wave functions are how ever not orthogonal since
orthogonality isonly ensured forthe determ inantalparts.

To illustrate the perform ance of our optim iza—
tion approach, we study the 1'B;, state of ethene
which has been the subject of much theoretical
debate and, -over m ore than twenty

ng the l Blu can bem aJn]y ascr:bed to the fact that any
m ethod insu ciently accounting for electron correlation

w ill strongly m ix this valence state w ith R ydberg states.
E xplicit inclusion of dynam ic correlation In the reference
w ave flinction appears to be necessary to avoid such m ix—
Ing but this renders the construction of a reference for
highly correlated quantum chem ical calculations partic—
ularly com plicated. In addition, the result is sensitive to
the choice of the basis and to the optim ization ofthe oc—
cupiled -—orbialswhich cannot allbe treated as frozen.
QM C calculations forthe 1'B, state arealso a ected by
sin ilarproblem sand, to cbtain a satisfactory description
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of this state, we nd it necessary to optin ize the deter—
m inantal part of the wave function in the presence of
the Jastrow factor, that is to include the feedback ofdy—
nam ic correlation on the detem nnantal reference. The
Rydberg character of the initial trial wave function is
successfully corrected by our EFP optim ization, and the
DM C excitation energy is lowered by about 0.5 €V upon
optim ization of the orbials and brought in very good
agreem entw ith them ost sophisticated quantum chem ical
results. O ur optin ization approach is very e cient and
robust, converging In a an all num ber of iterations even
when the initial trialwave function is worsened by m ak—
Ing the sihgleparticle basism ore di use. W e nd that
the EFP optin ization has superior convergence praper—
ties than the stochastic recon guration m ethoded 23 by
Sorella et al F inally, we considertw o R ydberg-like states
2'A4 and 2'B, asexam ples of states which are not the
Iowest ones in their irreduchble representations and for
which we successfully em ploy our extension of the EFP
approach to the sin ultaneous optin ization of multiple
states. In a related paper??, we firther investigate the
stateaverage EFP approach by studying conform ational
changes in form aldim ine, form aldehyde and a protonated
Schi base m odel, and nd that the optim ization of ex—
cited states In the absence of symm etry constraints al-
ways works reliably.

In Sec. II, we review the EFP approach and introduce
our m ethod to fillly optim ize C I and orbital coe cients
for ground and excited states. T he relationship w ith the
stochastic recon guration m ethod by Sorella etal isalso
exam Ined. Com putational details are given in Sec. :]‘ZI;'[
and the num ericalresults for ethene are shown in Sec.-'_I\[: .
Finally, we present our conclusions in Sec. :y:.

II. OPTIM IZATION OF JASTROW -SLATER
WAVE FUNCTION S

The trial wave functions comm only used in quantum
M onte C arlo calculations are of the Jastrow -Slater fom :

GCij @)

where J isthe Jastrow factorw hich explicitly dependson
electron-electron separations and partially accounts for
dynam ic correlation. The C;’s are a set of spin-adapted
con guration state functions (C SF) expressed as linear
com binations of Slater determ inants:

dj_'D j : (2)

For a given Jastrow factor, we want to m Inim ize the en—
ergy w ith respect to the C Icoe cientsc ; and the orbials
In the determm inantalpart of the wave function.

A . Optim ization of C I coe cients

Letusassum e that the determ inantalcom ponent ofthe
wave function 1 CEq.:}') is an eigenstate ofa CIHam i
tonian in the basis of the con guration state functions
C;i. Since the con guration state functions C; and the
orthonomm aleigenstates ; ofthisH am iltonian span the
sam e space, we can express the in nitesim alvariations in
the ¢ coe clentsof 1 asvarationsw ith respect to the
elgenstates ; otherthan ::

r=J o! 2=4J o+ kK k7 @)
k>0
w here, w thout loss ofgenerality, we have set 1 equalto

the Iowest elgenstate (. T he corresponding derivatives
of the energy are given by:

@2 _ e nimils
@ x =0 @x h%j%i =0
= h€r, E)Ox Ox)i: 4)

whereh i denotes the average w ith respect to the square
of trialwave fiinction, j 1 §, which can be conveniently
com puted by M onte Carlo sampling. We de ned E =
HEpiand Ox = IOxiwhere

T .

0= — and E, =
0 T

)

T he energy is stationary w ith respect to variations ofthe
C I coe cients if these derivatives are zero. A s shown in
Eqg. :ff, the uctuations of the local energy becom e then
uncorrelated w ith the uctuations of the finctions O,
w hich m eans that the rem aining uctuations ofthe local
energy cannot be fiirther reduced by adding som e com —
bination ofthe functions Oy .

The energy uctuation potential EFP) method is
based on this last cbservation, and reform ulates the en—
ergy m inin ization problem as a lastsquares t of the

uctuations of the localenergy w ith an arbitrary combi-
nation of the functions Oy :
X
Vi0x)?1: ©)
k

= hE,

A m nin ization of ? with respect to the paxam eters Vy
leads to the Hllow ing set of lnear equation®?:

X
ELOni= VO xOp 1i: (7)
K
The equation for the trial state ¢ issinply
X
E =Vy+ VO i; (8)

k>0

and can be used to elim nate Vo from the other equations
which, form > 0, becom e:
X
hE O 1=
k>0

Vih O ¢ O ni; )



with E=E; Hpiand O, = O, O, i. The eft-
hand side ofthese equations correspond to the derivatives
of the energy w ith respect to variations in the C I coef-

cients Eg. :ﬁ]:) . Therefore, the tting param eters Vs g
are all zero ifand only ifall the derivatives of the energy
are zeroktd.

For an arbitrary trialwave function t = J o, the
param eters Vi which solve these linear set of equations
will be di erent from zero. In order to understand how
to use the coe cientsV y to obtain a new sest of CI coe —
clents (or ; coe cientsin Eq. 3;5, et us rst consider the
case when there is no Jastrow factor and suppose that

o is the eigenstate éo) of an incorrect C I Ham iltonian
HO:

0) . (0). 0) .
E3 O Oy (10)

k

g © =

w here the states 10) are not the C I eigenstates for the

given set of con guration state functions C;. The coe —
cients Vk(o) are easily obtained from Eq.-'g as

0 . 0) .
v =n a3 i 1)
T herefore, the oonectjonsvk(o) corresoond to o -diagonal
elem ents of the correct CI Ham iltonian coupling to the
lowest state. W ith the use of these coe cients, a new
Ham iltonian H ) is constructed as

X

gorh—pgo g \%
k>0
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T he updated H am ilttonian is diagonalized, yielding a new
set of states :fl), and the procedure is repeated until
convergence. An iterative approach is necessary because
only the row and the colum n ofthe C I H am iltonian cor-
responding to (¢ are corrected at each step. At conver—
gence, one ocbtainsVy = h ¢H j yi= 0 and the correct
CIeigenstate (. Therefore, we have devised an iera—
tive schem e to In prove on the starting w ave finction and
perfom a CIcalculation for g.

A fter reintroducing the Jastrow factor, weproceed m o—
tivated by the above schem e developed in the absence
of the Jastrow factor and by the observation that, if

r = J o were an eigenstate of the Ham iltonian H ,

o would be a right eigenstate of the operator J 'H J
w ith the sam e eigenvalue. T herefore, for Jastrow -Slater
w ave functions, the EFP m ethod constructs iteratively an
e ective Ham iltonian H . which approxinatesJ 'H J
as far as the action on the trial state ( is concemed.
One can then interpret Eq.:_Sji as obtained from a least—
squares t of the local energy of the e ective H am ilto—
nian J 'HJ acting on the detem inantal part of the
trialwave function
J sy , X

2 = ny( ViOy)?is (13)

0 k

T his interpretation allow s us to use the corrections Vi to

update the approxin ate e ective Ham iltonian H . 1n an
iterative schem e as in the absence of the Jastrow factor.

The nitialguess orH . isarbirary but, ifwe assum e
that an niialCI or M CSCF calculation yields a wave
finction not too far from the nalone, we can construct
a reasonable starting Ham iltonian using a com plete set
ofstates y (ie. asm any statesasC SF') and the associ-
ated energies Ey from such a calculation. T ypically, the
QM C trial state ¢ is truncated according to a thresh—
old on the C SF coe cients. Since the correctionsto H
are sampled from J (, where ( is assumed to be an
eigenstate ofH . , i is In portant to keep H . consistent
wih (.Tothisend,H, ismodied to yield the trun—
cated ¢ as an eigenstate by setting to zero the m atrix
elem ents between the CSF’s included In ¢ and the ones
om itted.

A s the fterative process proceeds, the e ective H am it
tonian w illcontain m ore and m ore contributions sam pled
w ithin quantum M onte Carlo and thus Incorporate sta—
tistical noise. C onsequently, sym m etries inherent to the
true H am ittonian could by broken. This can be avoided
by using sym m etry adapted expansion finctions instead
of sin ple Slater determm inants. Ifm olecular pointgroups
are restricted to A belian groups, individualdetermm inants
of symm etry adapted orbials are proper spatial basis
functions and only soin sym m etry has to be considered.

Recently, Um ezawa and T suneyukfig- proposed an opti-
m ization m ethod for a single determ inant Jastrow -Slater
wave; function based on the m inin ization of the quan-—
tity dR™ H. D EgueeD)? whereH, = J 'HJ.
W ithin this approach, the derivatives of the energy w ith
respect to the param eters in the determm inant are in gen-
eralnot zero upon convergence.

B . Optim ization of O rbitals

In order to obtain m ore com pact wave functions, it is
In portant to optin ize the orbitals com prising the Slater
determm nants along w ith the coe cients in front ofthese
determm inants. W ithin the traditional quantum chem —
istry fram ew ork, this approach is known asthe M CSCF
m ethod, which isem ployed in the generation of reference
wave functions for both com plete-active-space second—
order perturbation theory (CASPT2) and M RCI m uli-
reference CI). O rbital optim ization can be achieved ei-
ther by using Lagrange m ultipliers, a m ethod sim ilarbut
much more involved then the SCF method, or using a
so-called super< I expansion®i84. W ithin the latter ap—
proach, the original reference space is augm ented by all
possbl single excitations w ith respect to a set of exter—
nalorbitals, lreading to the super< I wave function

|
X X '
aCi+  eCH b o 14)
i k1

SCI ™

The notation C¥' ! m eans that in the reference CSF C;
an electron from the spin-orbial k is prom oted to the
extermal spin-orbjal 1. By virtue of the B rilbuin-Levy—
Berthier theorem %, it can be shown that the orbitals



of the reference space are optin alw ith respect to varia—
tions in the extemal space if the coe cients in front of

appropriate com binations of single excitations vanish. If
convergence hasnot been reached, the coe cientse y; can

be used to generate in proved reference orbitals. Here, we
Hllow Ruedenbery et alll in generating new orbitals via
natural orbitals of the super< I wave function.

W e reform ulate the m Inim ization problem of the or-
bials In a Jastrow -Slater wave function as a super<1I
approach. T he resulting procedure consists of the follow —
ng steps:

Step 1. Fora given trialwave function 1 =J g,all
single excitations out ofthe determ inantalcom ponent
are generated. In thisenlarged space ofC SF'’s, the super—
CIHam ittonian isset up and modi ed to yield o (@nd
not sc1) as an eigenstate. Thus, a starting e ective
©) ®©q.10) isobtaned with

superC THam iltonian H ¢
0)

as . Thequantities appearing In the linear equations
Eqg. -_9) are then sam pled in a vardationalM onte Carlo
run with wave function 1, and the corrections Vy are

obtained and added to the original Ham iltonian H S0, .

The new e ective Ham iltonian H élc)l is diagonalized to
@

yield a new state |
Step 2. Thenaturalorbitals (ie.the elgenvectorsofthe

sihgle particle density m atrix) are com puted for the state

él) . The new reference orbitals are then obtained by

dem anding that the natural orbitals ofthe new reference
wave function colncide w ith the natural orbitals of the
super< I wave finction as explained in A ppendix :5: .

Step 3. A fter the orbital update is perform ed, the
super<C I H am iltonian needs to be recalculated in the ba-—
sis given by the new orbitals. W hilk this is of course
possbl in the context ofusualM CSCF, i isnot in the
case of the EFP since the e ective H am iltonian consid—
ered here contains contributions sam pled wihin QM C.
Instead, we transform the e ective H am iltonian approxi-
m ately by pro fcting it onto a set ofC SF' consisting ofthe
new orbialsbut having the sam e occupation pattems as
the old CSF . Subsequent QM C sam pling of the m atrix
elem ents of the e ective H am iltonian as described above
w il correct this approxin ation.

Let us denote with ;, C; and D; the old orbials,
CSF'’s, and detem inants, respectively, and w ith a tilde
the corresponding new quantities. W e progct the old set
0of C SF' s onto the new ones

X
Ci= eix Cx ; (15)
k

where the expansion coe cients are given by e i =
ICiTvi. If the reference space is complte (CASSCF),
this relation would be exact. O therwise, it Jeads to a
progction ofthe new e ective H am iltonian onto the new
st ofCSF'’s Cj;.

Since the CSF's are linear com binations of determ i-
nants CEq.:é) w ith the sam e set of coe cientsd j for the
old and new orbitals, the expansion coe cients e x can

be evaluated as

X X
ek = Ainlgp D 1Pk 1 16)

1 m

T he overlap of two Slater detem nants is com puted as
the determ inant ofthe overlap m atrix ofthe soin orbitals
occupied in the determm inants under consideration :

D Pxi= det( ) det( ;)i @a7)

where , = h,;j, i, wih
In the detem inant.
Finally, the e ective Ham iltonian is expressed in the
progcted basis C; as
X X

; the ith orbital of spin

KiHe £5i= ejxelCy He F1i: (18)

k 1

To ilustrate the e ect of the profction, ket us con—
sider a system of two electrons and two orbitals 1;
w here the reference determ inant (‘active space’) is |, 4,
and the single excitations Into , (‘extemal space’) yield
the detem inants ; , and , ;. W ith a new orbital
1= 1+ o 2, the (progcted) m atrix elem ent of the
new reference determ lnant ~; 7; ism issing the contribu-
tion from the determ inant , , which isproportionalto
¢ and issnallif ™ iscloseto ;. In general, ifthe new
orbitals do not signi cantly di er from the old ones (ie.
the occupation num bers of the corresponding naturalor-
bialsarecloseto 0,1, and 2, respectively), the pro fgction
approxin ation is expected to be quite accurate.

C. M ultiple states

Even though, in the above description of the EFP
m ethod, we choose the trial state 1 to be the lowest
state J ¢, this is not a requirem ent. Since the EFP
conditions lead to a state for which the energy is station—
ary w ith respect to param eter variations, arbirary states
could be optim ized ifa close enough starting guess ispro—
vided. However, in optin izing a higher state, one som e~
tin es faces the socalled root Ippihg problem known
from CIand M CSCF calculations of excited states: the
higher state is owered so much in energy that i ap-—
proaches (and m ixes w ith) an initially lower state of the
sam e symm etry which is not being optim ized. W hen
this happens, the procedure either converges to the lower
state or, m ore likely, does not converge at all.

W ithin theM CSCF fram ew ork, a wellestablished solu—
tion to the root ipping problem isthe.so-called state av—
eragedM CSCF (SA-M CSCF) m ethod. In SA-M CSCF,
the optin ized quantity is the weighted average ofthe en—
ergies of the states under consideration:

X . I
Bop = wi il @9)

oa h ;j ;i



where the weights w; are xed and F ;wi = 1. The
m ultideterm inant wave finctions ; depend on their n—
dividual sets of C I-coe cients ¢ ;. but on a comm on set
oforbitals. T herefore, if the averaged energy Esa is sta—
tionary w ith respect to all param eter variations, the in—
dividual state energies E ; are stationary w ith respect to
variations of the C I-coe cients but not w ith respect to
variations ofthe orbitals. In SA-M CSCF, the wave func-
tions are kept Quthogonal and a generalized variational
theorem appliedi.

T he concept of state averaging is introduced into the
EFP fram ework by oons:idelg'ng several states ;12 A,
and associated weightsw; ( ;w; = 1) instead ofa sin—
gk trial state 1. In the EFP procedure, one needs to
m odify how the corrections to the e ective Ham iltonian
are obtained and how the naturalorbitals are com puted.

Form ultiple states, we start from a least squaresprob—
lem lke In Eq.:ﬁ, but w ith the sihglk trial finction re-
plced by the ensemble ;= J ;12 A,wih thesame
Jastrow factor for all states:

X .
2 = wih®E "
i2A k

ViiOxi)?is ; (0)

w here the Iocalenergy and the fiinctions Oy; are de ned
as before but refer now to the di erent trial states,

w_ H i
R

and O, = —= @1)

i i

E

and h ;idenotes the average w ith respect to j ;¥ . Sioe
the optin ization of orbitals is expressed as optin ization
of CI coe cients in the extermal space, all param eters
becom e state-speci ¢ and the m nin ization of 2 leads
to a di erent set of linear equations for each state. The
corrections Vi i from these equations are then com bined
w ith the weights w; to yield a new sihgle approxim ate
e ective Ham iltonian.

A fter this averaged e ective H am iltonian has been di-
agonalized, a set of naturalorbitals com m on to all states
is obtained from the averaged singl particle density m a—
trix

X
sA = Wi i@ 22)

As a result of this last step, the corrections Vy; cor-
responding to extemal excitations do not vanish upon
convergence and, as in the SA-M CSCF, only the aver-
aged energy w ill becom e stationary w ith respect to or—
bital variations.

Since ourprocedure in poses orthogonality only am ong
the detem nantal parts i, the full wave functions ;
w il In general not be orthogonal due to the presence of
the Jastrow factor. T herefore, the generalized variational
theorem providing low er bounds for the excited state en—
ergies can be violated.

D . The stochastic recon guration approach to
w ave function optim ization

W e brie v review the-so—called stochastic recon gu-—
ration (SR) approach?4?? of Sorella et al. and discuss
sim flarities and di erences w ith the EFP m ethod.

In the SR method, an In proved state is obtained by
applying the operator H to the current trial state

o= w) @ @3)
where is an energy shift which controls the rate of
convergence.

Ifthere is a param eterized ansatz for ®) w ith param —
eters ;k= 1:::p, a linear variation w ith respect to all
param eters can be w ritten as

P
n+1) _

Ok ™ (4)
k=0

w here the quantities Oy wih k > 0 are the logarithm ic
derivatives of @) with respect to the param eter

&

n (1'1); 25
e . @3)

Ok=

and x denotesa change in the param eter . T he oper—
ator O is the dentity and the associated param eter
corresponds to an overall scaling of the wave fiinction.

T he central idea ofthe SR approach is to apply H
to the current trial wave function and progct the result
onto the space de ned by the param eterization. This
Jeads to the conditions

h (n)j)k( H)j (l’l)i:h (n):pkj (1'1+1)i: (26)
A fler inserting Eq.24 or “*Y and replacing  ®) with
1, the ©llow ing equations are obtained fork = 0:::m :
X
E L )l:
=0

l’Ok( ll'OkO]_iZ (27)

The k = 0 equation yilds the scaling ¢ in tem s of
X
0= E ]_l'o li: (28)

>0

A fter substitution of , the equationsw ith k > 0 becom e

X
E}"Okl l’OkELi= 1(1'OkOli I'Okil'Oli); (29)
>0
which can be rew ritten as
X
hOyx Ei= thO 10 iz (30)
>0

These equations coincide, apart from the m nus sign,
w ith the working equations of the EFP m ethod (Eq.-_é) .
However, they describe di erent quantities: changes in



the wave function ( ;) In the SR m ethod, and changes to
the Ham iltonian (V;) in the EFP m ethod.

T o Investigate the connection between the EFP and the
SR m ethod, ket us suppose that the new eigenstatesofthe
EFP e ective H am ittonian are not obtained through di-
agonalization but approxim ately to rst order in the per-
turbation given by the correctionsV;. T hen, the change
of the trial state w ith respect to the k-th eigenstate i
of the old e ective H am iltonian is given by

=J ! J Vi 31)
T 0 - 0 Ek Eo k 2

while, in the SR m ethod, the sam e quantity is obtained
as

ot — x 32)

w here the param eter  corresoonds to a variation w ith
regpect to the eigenstate . Therefore, them ain di er—
ence between the two m ethods seem s to be a param eter
speci ¢ scaling in the EFP as opposed to a global one
In the SR m ethod. W e found this di erence to a ect the
convergence rate of the m ethods som etin es considerably,
asw illbe shown in Sec. :_B[: .

A s pointed out by Sorella et al,, there is a relation-
ship between the choice of the energy shift param eter

and the am ount of sam pling to detem ine the correc—
tions x In each iteration. Them ore accurately these are
sam pled, the am aller one can m ake , achieving faster
convergence. However, as shown in Appendix :13-:, a sin —
pl consideration of the convergence behavior suggests
that there exists a critical . below which convergence
can notbe achieved, a nding which is In agreem ent w ith
our num erical resuts.

III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

T he vertical excitations of ethene are com puted using
the experin ental ground state geom etry which is ofD ,p
symmetry Rcyg = 1:086A,Rcc = 1339 and $HCH =
1176 )El: . Themolculk is placed in the yz—plane w ith
the m olecular axis along the z direction.

The carbon 1ls electrons are replaced by a nom —
conserving s-non-local pseudopotential generated In an
altelectron HartreeFock calculation for the carbon
atom . The potential of the hydrogen atom is softened
by rem oving the C oulom bic divergence.

The G aussian basis sets are optim ized for our soft
pseudopotentials and augm ented w ith polarization and
di use fiinctions. The calculations are perform ed w ith
two dierent basis sets. Basis @A) is a contracted
(12s12p2d)/ Bs5p2d]basisw ith them ost di use exponent
being 0.02. Basis B) consists of basis &) augm ented
with two m ore di use s and p functions w ith exponents
0.005 and 0.002.

The Hartree¥Fock and CASSCF caloylations are per—
form ed with the program GAMESS (US)%%. In all SA-
M CSCF calculations, equalweights are em ployed for the
two states. The program package CHAMPS3 is used for
the quantum M onte Carlo calculations. D i erent Jas—
trow factors are used to describe the correlation with
a hydrogen and a carbon atom , and their param eters
are optin ized w ithin QM C using the variance m inin iza-
tion m ethod?. W e em ploy both a R2-body’ Jastrow fac—
tor consisting of electron-electron and electron-nucleus
temm s, and a 3-body’ Jastrow factor wherg.additionally
electron-electron-nucleus termm s are jnc]uded'z4 .An in ag-
inary tin e step of 0075 H ! isused in the DM C calou—
lations.

Singular value decom position wih a threshold of
0:0001 is used for inverting the matrix hO ; O xi In
Eq.:g. W e always nd a large gap In the spectrum of
this m atrix so that the results are not sensitive to the
precise value of the threshold.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A1l traditional quantum chem istry as well as QM C
techniques rely on the fact that their reference or trial
wave function captures the essential nature of the state
under consideration, w hose description is then re ned by
Including dynam ic correlation. T his precisely fails in the
case of the valence 1'B;, state of ethene shoe explicit
Inclision of dynam ic correlation already in the reference
seam s necessary to avoid m ixing w ith Rydberg states.
M oreover, the problem worsens w ith increasing single-
particle basis set, especially with the addition of m ore
di use functions, since a sin ple reference wave finction
yields a state of even m ore R ydberg nature.

An additional com plication w ith this state is posed by
theoccupied orbitalswhich respondtothe ! exci-
tation and cannot be treated as frozen. A though ethene
seam s to be a very special case, sin ilar problem s are
expected to be present in m any photoactive m olecules,
possbly In a m ider but also lss clearcut way. For all
these reasons, the 1'B1, state ofethene represents a very
stringent test form ethods which aspire to provide highly
accurate excitation energies, and is therefore chosen here
as an illustrative exam ple to dem onstrate the e ective—
ness of our EFP optim ization m ethod.

A though the 1'B;, state of ethene is an ideal test
case for sophisticated correlation m ethods, a down-side
must be m entioned: it is very di cult to extract reliable
estin ates of this vertical excitation from gas phase ex—
perin ents since ethene starts In m ediately to tw ist upon
photoexcitation . C urrent interpretationsofthem easured
data seem to indicate 7.7 €V as a lower hoynd to the
1'B;, vertical excitation energy of ethené®38%. Theo-
retical excitation energies obtained with contem porary
quantym chem istry m ethods vary between 7.69 €V from
MRC®Y and 8.4 ev from CASPT 284,

In Table :_i, we present the VM C and xed-nodeDM C



TABLE I:TotalVM C and DM C energies in H artree and spatial extent of the wave function hX i aﬁ for the states 11Ag,
1'B1y, 21Ag, 2'B1, and 3'B1, of ethene. D i erent com binations of basis sets and active spaces are used. A 2-body Jastrow

factor is em ployed unless indicated as "3body-d’. T he total num ber of occupied orbitals in the reference is listed for each wave
function type, together w ith the num ber of optin ized orbitals and variational param eters. The DM C excitation energies in
eV are com puted with respect to the ground state energy obtained w ith the sam e basis and Jastrow factor as in the excited
state. W e do not report the ground state DM C energies for basis B) for reoptim ized orbitals or a 3-body Jastrow factor since
the sam e behavior is observed as for basis A ). The num bers in parentheses are the statistical errors. See text for a detailed

explanation.
state basis wave function occupied orb. optin ized orb. param eters E ypc W 2%i Egne E (V)
1'Aq A HF 6 0 - -13.6744(5) 12 -13.7194 4) -
6 101 136797 (5) 12 -13.7204 4) -
3body-J 6 101 -13.6935(5) 11 -13.7203(4) -
B HF 6 0 - -13.6737(5) 12 -13.7191 @) -
1'B 1y A CAS 22 7 0 - 133502 (5) 37 -13.4095(4) 8.45(2)
7 0 - 133321 (5) 12 -134116(4) 8.40(Q)
2 17 133694 (5) 20 -13.4245(4) 8.05(2)
7 201 -133738(5) 20 -13.4257(4) 8.02(Q)
3body-J 7 201 -13.4011(5) 19 -13.4292(4) 7.92(Q)
CAS 66 9 0 - -133546 (5) 32 -<13.4134(4) 835(2)
9 858 -13.3803(5) 18 -13.4280(4) 7.95(2)
3body-J 9 858 -13.4008(5) 19 -13.4285(5) 7.94()
B CAS 22 7 0 - 133517 (5) 52 134091 (4) 847(Q)
7 233 -133739(5) 22 -13.4245(4) 8.05(2)
3body-J 7 233 -13.4004 (5) 24 -13.4289(4) 7.93(Q)
2'a, A CAS 22 7 0 - -133687(5) 52 -13.4279(4) 7.96(2)
7 293 -133708(5) 46 -13.4129(4) 836(2)
3body-J 7 293 -13.3868(4) 49 -13.4129(4) 836()
2'B 1y A CAS 23 8 0 - -133058(5) 42 -13.3877(4) 9.05(2)
8 401 -133136(5) 49 133699 (4) 9.53()
3body-J 8 401 -133439(4) 52 -13.3758(4) 937(2)
1'Bi, (SA)° CAS 23 8 8 401 -133718(5) 22 -13.4233(4) 8.08(2)
3body-J 8 401 133994 (5) 20 -13.4279(4) 7.95(Q)
1°B 1y A CAS 22 7 7 293 -135118(5) 12 -13.5553(4) 4.49(2)

a Two-detem nant wave fiinction w ith triplet orbitals.
b T his state is obtained in a state-average (SA ) calculation w ith the corresponding 2'B1, state.

TABLE II: Comparison of vertical excitation energies of
ethene from xed-nodeDM C w ith experin ent and other the—
oretical studies. A 1l excitation energies are in €V .

State DMC Exp. MRCI

1'B1,  7.93(Q) >77% 769,78 ...79% 7.96°
1°Biy  449(Q) 450(3)° 436%, 449°

2'a,  836(Q) g29* 821

2'B1,  937(@) 933 917

a Ref. :255:, bRef. éi, cRef. ié, dRef. ié, e Ref. éi

energies for the ground state 1'A4 and the 1'B;, state
ofethene. W e also list the VM C expectation value ofthe
soread ofthe wave fiinctions in the djre<:§jon perpendicu-
lartothemokcularplane, 1X ?i=h 3 ;x}j 11, since

this quantity has proven usefiil to di erentiate between
the valence and R ydberg nature ofa state. A dditionally,
we show results for the higher singkt states 2'A4 and
2'B1, and the 1°B, triplkt state.

Forthe 1'B,, state, we nvestigate how the QM C exci-
tation energy varieswhen going from basisset @) to the
more di use basis set B), and whether our EFP opti-
m ization m ethod is able in both casesto correct the Ry—
dberg character of the startingM C SCF reference used in
the Jastrow -Slater wave fiinction. Sihce the 1'B;, state
is expected to have a pronounced HOM O -LUM O charac-
ter,we rstemply a sin ple two-determ inant wave func—
tion, corresponding to a 2 electron in 2 orbitalsCA SSCF
wave function (denoted by 'CAS 2-2’). To in prove on
possbl de ciencies of this description, we also consider
a 6 electron in 6 orbitals CASSCFEF wave function (de-
noted by 'CAS 6-6’) where the active space consists of



the orbitals 1y, sy, 2ag;1bsg, 2byy, and 2b, . Sihce
optin izing both CI coe clents and orbials for this ac-
tive space would result in m ore than 10° CSF'’s which
is not feasble w ith our present in plem entation, we rst
optim ize the CI coe cients w ith respect to a xed set
of orbials. Upon convergence, we apply a threshold of
0.01 to the coe cients of the C SF’s and augm ent the re—
sulting truncated C I expansion w ith single excitations in
order to relax the orbitals. In this last step, single ex—
citations from ’‘core’ orbitals, ie. occupied orbitals that
were not included in the CA S, can be considered as well.
T he num ber of virtual orbials for single exciations is
dictated by technical Im iations: while, orthe CAS 22
w ave function, allvirtualoroitals can be used, in the case
of the truncated CA S 66 wave function, we include the
Jowest 50 virtualorbitals. An illustration ofthe two-step
procedure is given in Fig.il: after the initial optin iza—
tion of the CI coe cients, the orbitals in the reference
com prised by the relevant C SF's are relaxed. This two-—
step approach is justi ed by the very di erent role ofthe
reference wave fiinction in QM C com pared to traditional
quantum chem istry m ethods: a sm aller num ber of de—
termm nants is needed in a Jastrow -Slater wave function
since the reference does not de ne the available excita—
tion space for the description ofdynam ical correlation as
it is the case for a m ethod lke M RC I. F nally, we inves—
tigate the e ect on the excitation energy asan increasing
num ber of occupied orbitals are reoptin ized, and the In —
pact of using a 3-body versus a 2-body Jastrow factor.

The results in Tabk T for the 1'B;, state can be sum ~
m arized as follows. The initial M CSCF Jastrow -Slater
wave functions have a substantial R ydberg contribution
which, as expected, Increaseswhen the basis set becom es
more di use. The spread hX i in the direction perpen—
dicular to the m olcular plane increases from 37 a2 w ith
basis @) to 52 ag with basis B) forthe CA S 22 wave
function. The resulting xed-nodeDM C exciation ener-
gies are about 8.5 €V, thus m uch higher than what was
found iIn other benchm ark ab initio calculations. They
roughly agree with CASP T2 results which are believed
to su er from the sam e de ciency.

O ptin izing the orbitals in the presence of the Jastrow
factor, ie. including the feedback of dynam ic correlation
on the reference, reduces the soread ofthe wave function
to 1822 a2, slightly larger than the ground state valie.
The DM C excitation energies are lowered by asm uch as
05-0.6 &V . A fter optim ization, the results obtained w ith
basisA and basis B are indistinguishable.

For CA S 22 wave functions, the m ost substantial re—
duction in the VM C and DM C energies and in hX %1 is
obtained when the active orbials are optin ized In the
presence of the Jastrow factor. If orbials are nclided
In the optin ization, further sn aller In provem ents are
gained at the variational level whilke the DM C energies
rem ain rather nsensitive. Using a CA'S 66 wave func-
tion instead ofthe two-determm inant w ave fiinction yields
Iower VM C energiesbut, for xed-nodeDM C, the e ect
ofthe multicon guration trialwave function is not very

large. In fact, after the optim ization, there rem ain only
10 detem nants with CI coe cients above our thresh—

old of 001 whilk, in the nitial CA S 66 wave function
from M CSCF, 36 determ inants m eet the sam e criterion.
W hen a 3-body Jastrow factor is em ployed, the di er-
ence between a CAS 66 and a CA S 22 energy becom es
negligble also at the VM C lvel. In general, the use
of a 3-body instead of a 2-body Jastrow factor always
gives Iow,er VM C energies and low er excited-state DM C

energied! while the DM C energies of the ground state
are ratheruna ected. T he resulting in provem ent on the
DM C excitation energy is visble only when a CAS 22
Jastrow -Slater w ave finction isused to localize the pseu—
dopotential .
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FIG .1: Exam ple ofthe convergence ofthe VM C energy and
the spatial extent hX 21 of the wave function in the EFP opti-
m ization ofa CA S 66 wave function w ith basis @ ). niiall,
only the C I coe cients are being optin ized. A fferthe »st 10
iterations, a threshold of 0.01 is applied to the coe cients of
the C SF’s and only single excitations on top ofthis truncated
C Iwave functions are considered to optim ize all the occupied
orbitals. The statistical error is am aller than the size of the
sym bols. See the text for m ore details.

T he reduction of the spatial extent of the trial wave
fiinction after reoptin ization to values around 20 ag? is
In qualitative agreem ent w ith the ndings of Buenker et
al'¥ and Lischka et al2} although we observe a consider-
ably larger spread of the values depending on the details
ofthe optin ization. A sF jg.:}' lustrates, the convergence
of X 2i w ith the num ber of steps in the EFP optin iza—
tion ismuch slower than the convergence of the energy
and harderto establish. Interestingly, the EFP optim iza—
tion appears to be sensitive to quantities other than the
energy : even though the energy is practically converged,
additional optin ization steps yield a system atic low ering
ofhX 2i.

Our nalDM C results are summ arized and com pared
w ith experin ent and other theoreticalstudies in Table,I.
T he best estin ate ©r the excitation energy ofthe 1'B 1,



state is 7:92 002 &V, in good agreem ent w ith m ost
other ab initio caloulationd 429, H owever, it is higher by
about 023 &V than the valuie 0£7.69 €V recently obtained
by Lischka et al. using a sophisticated M RC I approach
w ith up to 12 electrons in 12 orbitals reference spaces. It
should be noted that such M RC Icalculations su er from
a size-consistency problem which can be approxin ately
corrected using a tem proposed by D avidson (see eg.
Ref. 2-]_:) . For the present exam ple, the D avidson correc—
tion am ounts to about 0.1 &(y-and Buenker and K rebs
questioned its trustw orthinesd 4.

The M RCI results of Buenker and K rebs were partly
obtained usingM C SCF triplet orbitalswhich areascom -
pact as the ground state orbials. Follow ing this estab—
lished strategy, recent DM C calculations also em ployed
triplet orbitals in trialwave finctions or shglkt stated .
However, when we use this recipe for ethene, the corre-
soonding xed-nodeDM C valieis8:4 0:02eV,which is
com parablew ith the value obtained from singletM CSCF
orbitals.

In the case of the 2'A, and 2'B;, states, we emply
our stateaveraged EFP optin ization approach because
these states are not the lowest in their irreducible repre—
sentation and, therefore, have to be optin ized in the pres—
enceofthe 1'A, and 1'B, states, respectively. nDM C,
we rely instead on the xed-node approxim ation to pre-
vent a collapse to the low er states (see A ppendix E:) . The
EFP optin ization ofm ultiple states is found to be quite
stable: both VM C and DM C energies of the 1'B,, state
taken from the stateaveraged optin ization (denoted by
'SA’ in Tabl :_i) are In agreem ent w ith the correspond-—
Ing values obtained by optin izing the lower state alone.
M oreover, upon optim ization, the DM C excited state en—
ergies are substantially higher than those obtained us—
IngM CSCF orbitalswhich give excitation energies lower
than the experin ental valuies by 033 eV for the 2'A,
and 048 eV fr the 2'B,, state. This can possbly be
understood from the fact that valenceR ydbergm ixing in
the niialM CSCF wave function raises the lower state
and lowers the higher one. As in the case of the 1'B 1,
state, the best excitation energy forthe 2'B 1, state iscb—
tained when a 3-body Jastrow factor is em ployed, while
the 2'A , excitation is insensitive to the change from a 2—
body to a 3-body Jastrow factor. Our nalDM C excita—
tion energiesof8:36 0:02eV Hr2Ag and 937 0:02eV
or 2'B,, are only slightly higher than the correspond—
ing experim entalvaliedd 0f829 eV and 933 eV, respec—
tively.

For the 1°B ., state we obtain an excitation energy of
4:49 0:02eV which agreesw ith the recent DM C resulf’
of E 1A kram ine et al., the experim ental value quoted, In
Reft} and theM RC Icalulation ofK rebsand Buenkerd.
The higher M RC.T value of 4:61€V reported by G em ein
and P eyerin ho 24 seem sto result from using a som ew hat
di erent geom etry.

Finally, we exam ine the di erences between our EFP
approach and the stochastic recon guration m ethod by
Sorell et al. A s explained in Sec.-'_]i[ﬁ_:, the SR m ethod

VMC Energy

E ( Hartree)
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FIG .2: Convergence ofthe VM C energy and the spatial ex—
tent hX ?iofthe ethene 1'B 1, statew ith the iteration num ber
in the optin ization. The EFP and the SR m ethod with two
di erent values of the param eter are used to optim ize the
two active orbitals in a two-detem inant wave function w ith
basis @).For values of Ilower than -10 au., the SR opti-
m ization is unstable. T he statistical error is sm aller than the
size of the sym bols. See text for m ore details.

applied to the optin ization of the determm inantalpart of
the trial wave function can be considered as a simnplr
variant ofthe EFP approach that should lead to the sam e
solution upon convergencebutm ay have di erent conver-
gence properties. In F ig. :g, the di erent perform ance of
the two approaches is illustrated w ith the optin ization
of the two active orbitals In a two-determ inant basis—@ )
wave function of the 1'B;, state of ethene. Both calcu-
lations are perform ed using the sam e am ount of M onte
Carlo sam pling per iteration. W hile the EFP m ethod is
param eter-free, the convergence of the SR approach de—
pends on the choice of the parameter . We nd the
optin alvalie of Ileading to the fastest convergence to
be about 10 au. a valie which approxin ately agrees
w ith our sin ple estin ate of the critical valuie . given
n Appendix I_E;: Valies of higherthan . yield slower
convergence as can be seen in Fjg.rg. O n the otherhand,
decreasing below . results in the divergence ofthe en—
ergy since the contributions of som e excited states in the
wave function start to be am pli ed instead of dam ped.
W hiletheEFP optim ization isessentially converged after
about 10 iterations, the SR approach even at the optin al
valueof = 10 au.takesm ore than 100 ierations to
converge. A s explained in A ppendix :1_3:, the critical value
¢ Is related to the energy spread inside the variational
space w hich, in the case of orbital variations, is the space
spanned by the single excitations from the reference con—
gurations Into the set of adm itted virtual orbitals. For
basis &) and a two-determ inant reference, if we use all
virtualorbitals of proper sym m etry, this soread am ounts
to about 6 au. Ifwe reduce the energy spread by exclud—
ing high-lying virtual orbitals w hich are not expected to
contribute signi cantly to the optin ization, canbe fur-



ther decreased, yielding a faster convergence. H ow ever,
the convergence of the SR approach is expected to be-
com e slow er as the size of the system Increases since the
energy spread of the varational space w ill ncrease as
well

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e extended the energy uctuation potential EFP)
m ethod to sin ultaneously optim ize the orbitals and the
C1I coe cients in Jastrow -Slater wave functions via a
super< I approach, and to treat stateaveraging for the
optim ization of multiple states of the sam e symm etry.
W ith these additions, the m ethod becom es a usefiil and
e ective tool to optin ize trial wave functions for both
ground and excited states, which can then be used in

xednode di usion M onte C arlo.

A s illustrative exam ples, w e considered severalvertical
excitations of ethene, In particular the di cul valence
1'B,, state. For this state, the EFP approach leads to
strongly im proved trialwave fiinctions upon the starting
Rydberg-lkeM C SCF reference, as can especially be seen
from the reduced spatial spread of the optim ized wave
function. A 1l resuls seem in reasonable agreem ent w ith
experim ent and other quantum chem ical m ethods. In
contrast to techniques llkeM RCIand CASPT 2, i isnot
necessary to use m ulti-con guration trialwave functions
once the orbitals are optin ized In the presence of the
Jastrow factor. A lso, usihg triplet orbials for singlet
states does not appear to be a reliabl recipe or xed-
nodeDMC.

OurEFP optin ization ofm uliple stateswasem ployed
frthe two R ydberg-like states 2'A 4 and 2' B, ofethene,
which are not the lowest ones in their irreducble rep—
resentations. T he optim ization procedure is stable and
yields substantially higher DM C excited state energies
than the ones obtained with M CSCF orbitals, bringing
the corregponding excitation energies in better agreem ent
w ith the experim ental values.

In addition, we also com pared the EFP method,to
the stochastic recon guration m ethod of Sorella et alls.
These two m ethods stem from quite di erent theoreti-
calbackgroundsbut, for practicalpurposes, the EFP ap—
proach can be regarded asa m ore sophisticated variant of
the SR schem e. In general, the EFP m ethod show sm uch
faster convergence than the SR approach. O n the other
hand, the SR technique can be applied to the optin iza—
tion ofarbitrarily param eterized w ave fiinctionsw hile the
EFP method is alwaysbased on a suitabl factorization
of the wave function.
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APPENDIX A:ORBITAL TRANSFORMATION

Let U be the orthogonal transform ation between the
current orbitals and the corresponding naturalorbitals
nat ref of the reference w ave fiinction

nat ref _
1 =

Al

A fter updating and rediagonalizing the superC I H am it
tonian (ie. reference plus single excitations), the natural
orbitals of this wave function are given by the transfor-
mation V :

A2)

=1

Here,M and N N M ) denote the din ensions of the
reference space and the super< I space, respectively. T he
new reference orbitals ~ are now obtained as

b.
i= Ujivjk k i=1:::M 7
j=1lk=1

@3)

where the orthogonality of U U ! = UT) was used.
U pon convergence, this ensures that the naturalorbitals
of the reference wave function coincide w ith the corre-
soonding subset of the natural orbitals of the super<€I
expansion.

A s the new virtualorbials (T;;i= M + 1:::N ) one
can use the orbitals [2*°*%;i= M + 1:::N sice they
are orthogonal to the occupied ones. A fematively, one
can obtain a new set of virtual orbitals by explicit or-
thogonalization of the orbitals of the previous iteration
to the new occupied orbitals.

Tt should be noted that In the case of a com plete ref-
erence space (CAS) the natural orbitals of the super< I
expansion could be used instead ofthe orbitals from the
transform ation above, since the CA S wave function is
Invariant w ith respect to transform ations am ong the ac—
tive orbitals. H ow ever, subsequent truncation ofthe wave
finction (om ission of determm inants w ith coe cients be—
low som ethreshold) could lead to slightly di erent results
depending on the orbital transform ation em ployed.

APPENDIX B:CRITICAL SCALING
PARAMETER OF THE SR METHOD

Let us suppose that the M eigenstates of som e H am il-
tonian H are known

B1)



An approxim ation to the state ( can be written as

i B2)

T he variations w ith respect to the states i> 0 are intro—
duced as

0 X X
= + i i= ot G i i ®B3)
>0 >0
A cting w ith the operator H on vyields
T= H)
X
= Eg) ot ci( Eji) i: B4)
>0
T herefre, after dividing by E, and equating %with
~, we obtain that the corrections ; are given by
E;
= ——— ¢ 5
i E, B5)

Here, there is no need for a proction since applying

H does not give rise to contributions outside the
variational space. T he m ethod converges if

Jjij< 1 8i; B6)

where ; = 0 would give convergence In one step whilke
ratios closer to 1 yield slower convergence. T his trans-
lates Into the condition c= Eo+ Ey )=2. At
the critical value , the contrbution due to ; willbe
suppressed at the rate

- Ey Eo+ 2E0 Ei) &7
Ey  Eo
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w hich becom es am aller as the energy soread in the vari-
ational subspace E y Eo Increases.

APPENDIX C:FIXED NODE DIFFUSION
M ONTE CARLO AND EXCITED STATES

In di usion quantum M onte Carlo OM C), the Im ag—
nary tim e evolution operator is used to stochastically
proect a trialwave function t onto the lowest energy
state ( ofthe system towhich  isnot orthogonal:

o=J,J'mleXPf Hg r: Cc1
For fermm ions, the socalled xed-node approxin ation is
generally introduced in order to prevent collapse to the
bosonic solution: the result of the profction is con—
strained to have the sam e nodal surface as a given trial
wave function 1. This is equivalent to separately solv—
Ing the Schrodinger equation in the regions of constant
sign (nodalpockets) of r subfct to D irichlt bound-
ary conditions. T he nodalpockets ofa ground state wave
function can be shown to be equivalent, and good ground
state trialw ave finctions seem to approxin ate this prop—
erty well

In the sam e way as a trialwave finction can be used
w ithin the xed-node approxim ation to prevent collapse
to the energetically Jow erbosonic state, it can alsobeem —
ployed foran excited state calculation to prevent collapse
to lower states. If the excited state trial wave function
has the exact nodes, the exact excited state energy is re—
covered. However, w ith approxin ate nodes, the m ethod
is not variational exoept for the low est state of each one-
din ensional irreducible representation of the pointgroup
of the m olecuk®d .
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