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D espite signi cant advances in electronic structure m ethods for the treatm ent of excited states,
attaining an accurate description of the photoinduced processes in photoactive biom olecules is prov—
ing very di culk. For the prototypical photosensitive m olecules, form aldin ine, form aldehyde and a
m Inin al protonated Schi base m odel of the retinal chrom ophore, we investigate the perform ance
of various approaches generally considered prom ising for the com putation of excited potential en—
ergy surfaces. W e show that quantum M onte C arlo can accurately estin ate the excitation energies
of the studied system s if one constructs carefully the trial wave function, lncluding In m ost cases
the reoptim ization of its detem inantal part within quantum M onte Carlo. W hilk tin edependent
density fnctional theory and quantum M onte Carlo are generally In reasonable agreem ent, they
yield a qualitatively di erent description of the isom erization of the Schi base m odel. Finally, we

nd that the restricted open shell K ohn-Sham m ethod is at variance w ith quantum M onte C arlo
n estin ating the lowest-singlet excited state potential energy surface for low -sym m etry m olecular

structures.
I. NTRODUCTION

T he absorption of visble light and its conversion to
other form s ofenergy is at the heart of som e ofthem ost
fundam ental processes in bioclogy. A fam iliar exam ple
of light absorption initiating a biological response is the
prin ary event of vision: light induces a conform ational
change in rhodopsin, the photoreceptor in the retina,
which is ollowed by a cascade of chem ical reactions cul-
m hating In the stim ulation of the optical nerve. A m i-
croscopic understanding of light induced confom ational
changes in photoactive biom olecules is both im portant
from a fuindam entalpoint ofview and because ofexisting
and potential applications in biology and bictechnology.

The advances in understanding biological photosys—
tem s are so far mainly due to experim ental discoveries
since theoretical studies are currently hindered by the
lack of a theoretical approach which is applicable to
realistically large system s while possessing a su cient
degree of reliability. On the one hand, several accu—
rate quantum chem ical approaches have been developed
for a proper description of excited states but they are
only applicable to relatively sm all system s. For instance,
com plete getive space second-order perturbation theory
(CASPT2)® has been em ployed to investigate the pho—
toisom erization m echanism i gip,ple m odels of the reti-
nal chrom ophore of thodopsin?®£# . T he approach is able
to accurately describe the excited state potential energy
surface along the photoisom erization path, but it is lin —
ited to relatively sm all m odel com pounds and a proper
description of the In portant ligand-protein interactions
is still com putationally prohdbiive. O n the other hand,
density functionaltheory O FT) based approaches have
a much more favorabl scaling with system size than
CASPT2 and can therefore be applied to considerably
larger m olecules. In particular, the restricted open-shell
K ohn-Sham m ethod ROK S)22 hasbeen recently devel-

oped to study the dynam ics in low -goin excited statesand
used tom odelthe full retinal chrom ophqye, ncluding rel-
evant parts of the protein environm ent!. The resulting
excited state potential energy surface along the isom er—
ization coordinate is qualitatively di erent from the one
derived w ith the CASPT 2 m ethod?, though the m odel
system s used In these two works are di erent and there-
fore a direct com parison isnot possble. T herefore, while
the RO K Sm ethod isappealing forthe low com putational
cost and for the possibility of perform ing m olecular dy-—
nam ics in the excited state, its adequateness needs to be
further validated. A fematively, linear response calcu-—
ltions w ithin tim e-dependent density functional theory
(TDDFT)? often yield accurate excitation energies but
fail for instance in descrbing extended conjigated sys—
tem & or proton transfer? in excited states, that is, sys—
tem s closely related to photoactive m olecules. T he capa—
bilities and lin itations of TDDFT in describbing excied
state potential surfaces of conjigated organic m olecules
have been extensively investigated in Ref. 1.

Quantum Monte Carlo QM C) is an altemative to
conventional quantum chem ical and density functional
m ethods, and hasbeen successfully em ployed to com pute
ground state properties of large m olecules and soliddd.
C om pared to other theoretical approaches, QM C hasthe
advantage that it can be applied to su ciently large sys—
tem s and still provide an accurate description of both
dynam ical and static electronic correlation. D espite the
successfuluse of QM C for ground state problem s, there
is relgtidyely- Jittle experience on its application to excited
state3242944 . The recent QM C com putation. of exci-
tation energies of large silicon nanostructuredd is very
encouraging but the smple HOM O-LUM O wave fiinc-
tions em ployed there are not likely to be adequate for
photoactire system s due to the m ore com plex nature of
their electronic excitation.

To com pare the accuracy ofROK S, TDDFT andQM C
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In the study ofphotochem icalprocesses, we com pute the
excitation to the lowest singlet state for a set of proto—
typical photoactive m olecules: form aldim ine CH,NH),
form aldehyde (CH,0) and a m Inin al protonated Schi
basem odel (CsHgN Hg ) of the retinal chrom ophore. For
form aldim Ine and the protonated Schi base m odel, we

nd that ROK S di ers quantitatively and qualitatively
from the other methods under consideration at low-—
symm etry m olecular structures. W hilke TDDFT exci-
tation energies are fairly accurate In m ost situations,
this m ethod gives a qualitatively di erent result along
a com plteactive-space selfconsistent-eld (CASSCF)
m ininum energy path for the isom erization of the pro-
tonated Schi base model. Finally, we nd that QM C
provides a reliable estin ate of the lowest sihglet exci-
tation energies of the studied m olecules, provided one
m akes an adequate and carefiil choice of the trial wave
function. A lthough sinple mean-eld HOM O-LUMO
Jastrow -Slater wave fiinctions are not always adequate
for these system s, we can recover accurate excitations
energies by using a relatively sm all expansion in Slater
determ nants, whose orbitals and/or coe cients are re—
optim ized within QM C .

In Sec. II, we review the theoretical approaches em —
plyed In this work. The com putational details are
given In Sec. ]I[ and the num erical results are shown in
Sec. 'IV A' and -N B' Finally, In Sec. h/ C we discuss the
sensitivity of the QM C resuls to the choice of the trial
wave function.

II. THEORETICALMETHODS

W e brie y review the theoreticalm ethods used in this
work for the com putation of excited states, and refer or
m ore details to the literature.

The, restricted open-shell Kohn-Sham ROKS) me-
thod2# is a recent m odi cation ofthe SCF approach
used for the com putation ofm ultiplt splittingL 2442929 .
In the ROK S approach, the energies ofthe statesgiven by
sinhgle determ inants are not com puted in separate calcula—
tionsasin SCF,but the linear com bination correspond—
Ing to the desired state ofpure sym m etry is directly m in—
In ized under the constraint of orthogonality am ong the
K ohn-Sham orbitals. In particular, the energy ofan open
shell singlet isestim ated asE (s) = 2Em) E (t), where
E fm) is the energy of the m ixed sihglt con guration,
ie. a single determm mnant having the open shell orbitals
occupied w ith electrons ofopposite spin, and E (t) the en—
ergy of the corresponding triplet con guration. W ihin
ROKS, the energy E (s) is optim ized using conventional
ground state density fuinctionals and a comm on. set of
orthogonalorbitals is used forboth contributions.

Both the SCF and ROK S approaches o er a practi-
cal recipe to the com putation of excited states but they
cannot be fiillly justi ed from a theoretical point of view
and their validity m ust be em pirically corroborated. An
appealing feature of ROK S is that the m ethod can be

easily combined with ab-initio m olecular dynam ics and
used to optin ize the geom etries in the excited state, ac—
cess adiabatig,excitations, and study the dynam ics in the
excited state?®22324 | T general, even though the ROK S
m ethod tends to underestin ate theexcitation energies in
particular or ! transition£%2%24, it was shown to
give a good description of the optin al geom etries of the
Jowest excited states of an all.organ:c m olecules, espe-
cially orn ! transitions?23 .

T In edependent density functional theory (TDDFT)
is a di erent fram ework for the calculations of excited
state propgrties which has become widely used in re-
cent year®. The method can handle large systems
and, di erently from SCF or ROKS, is form ally ex—
act even though, In practice, one has to resort to ap-—
proxim ate exchange-correlation functionals. TDDFT has
been extensively applied to the com putation of vertical
excitation energies since the calculation of forces w thin
TDDFT isnot straightforward and only recently a few
In plem entation and applications of TDDFT to com pute
excited state geoxn.et.t:es and adiabatic excitations have

Severalquantum chem icalapproacheshavebeen devel-
oped for a proper description of excited states. M ethods
such asm ulttireference con guration interaction M RCI)
and com plete active space second-orderperturbation the—
ory (CASPT2) rely on expanding, explicitly or in plicitly,
the wave function in Slater detem inants. A s the system
size increases and the energies of the single-particle or-
bitals becom e closely spaced, the space of orbitals which
must be Included in the expansion to recover a signi —
cant fraction of electronic correlation grow s enomm ously.
T herefore, these techniques are very accurate but can
only be applied to an all system s. Even though CASPT 2
w as origihally proposed as a m ethod to com pute excited
state energiesw ith an accuracy not betterthan 05€&V, it
isnow regarded as an approach which on average yields
excitatjons in agreem ent w ith experim ents to better than
02 ev¥. The method is quite sensitive to the construc—
tion ofthe active space which m ust include all in portant
orbital excitations and is lim ted on current com puters
to amaxinum ofabout 15 active orhitals.

Quantum M onte Carb techniqued? is an altemative
to density functional and conventional quantum chem —
istry approaches. W hilem any studies have dem onstrated
the use and reliability of QM C for the description of
ground state properties of m olecular and solid system s,
relatively little experience exists conceming is applica-
tion to low -lying excited states. Recent studies ofthe ex—
cited states ofm ethane, ethene, and an all hydrogenated
Si clusters indicate that the m ethod is capabl of re—
producing the excitatjon.- en.ergjes of accurate quantum
chem istry calulationd 31489, The oM C approach was
also recently applied to the st:udy of the exciations of
large silicon nano-glusters, in com bination wih sinple
trialwave finctiondd. QM C m ethods provide a stochas-
tic solution of the Schrodinger equation: in di usion
M onte Carlo OM C), the im agihary-tim e evolution op-—



eratorexp ( H ) isused to progct out the ground state
from a given trialwave ﬁmctjoné . To prevent the colk
lapse to the bosonic ground state in ferm ionic system s,
one works in the xed-node approxin ation, that is, nds
the best solution which has the sam e nodes as a given
trial wave function. The solution is variational for the
Jow est state ofa given spin sym m etry belonging to a one—
din ensional irreducihble representation of the point group
ofthem olecule. It is exact for any state if the nodes are
exact. Therefore, if the nodal surface of the trial wave
function isa good approxin ation to the excited state one,
the xed-node constraint can be used to access accurate
excitation energies also of states w hich are not the lowest
In their symm etry.
The trial m any-body wave fiinction em ployed in this
paper is of the SlaterJastrow fom :
X
o= 4D D}

n ij

J (tiyiry jry ) ¢

D, and D} are Slater determ inants of single particle or-
bitals for the up—and down-spin electrons, respectively,
and the orbitals are represented using atom ic G aussian
basis. The Jastrow factor correlates pairs of electrons i
and jw ith each other, and w ith every nucleus , and dif-
ferent Jastrow factorsare used to describe the correlation
w ith di erent typesofatom s. T he param eters in the Jas—
trow factorare optin jzed within QM C using the variance
m inin ization m ethod®3. The Jastrow factor is positive
and does not alter the nodalsurface of the wave function
which is nstead xed by the detem mantalpart®3. Par-
ticular attention m ust therefore be paid to the choice of
the Slater com ponent which is usually a linear com bina—
tion ofa an allnum ber ofdeterm nants. In the context of
excited states, the com pleteactive-space self-consistent—
eld (CASSCF) variant of the multicon guration self-
consistent- eld m ethod M CSCF) is particularly usefiil.
T hese wave functions inclide all possible exciations for
a given set of electrons wihin a chosen set of orbials.
W hen the excited state is not orthogonal to the ground
state by sym m etry, the determ inantal com ponent of the
trial wave function is obtained in a stateaverage M C-—
SCF approachﬁ‘f, that is, by optin izing an average of the
ground and excited state energies. Thus, the orbitals
represent a com prom ise for describing both states.

Since the optim alorbitals and expansion coe cients in
the presence of the Jastrow factorm ay di er from their
optim al values in its absence, it is im portant to reop-—
tin ize them In the presence of the Jastrow com ponent.
To this end, we extended the energy uctuation poten—
tial €FP) method®d to sim ultaneously m inin ize the en—
ergy w ih respect to the orbials and the expansion co—
e cients of a SlaterJastrow wave fiinction, as well as
to handle state averaging necessary for excited statestd.
In the absence of the Jastrow com ponent, the m ethod is
analogous to the M CSCF technique for the lowest-state
ofa given symm etry, and to a state-averageM CSCF ap-—
proach if the excited state of interest isnot the lowest in
its symm etry. O nce the Jastrow factor is included, the

orthogonality between the ground and excited states is
only approxim ately preserved in the stateaverage EFP

approach. The approach was tested for several singlet
states ofethene and was show n to system atically im prove
the starting trialw ave functions, correcting the iniialex—
citation energies by asmuch as 05-0.6 €V and, yielding
results in excellent agreem ent w ith experin ent£¢.

III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

The ground-state DF T, and the excited-state ROK S
and TDDFT calculations are perform ed w ith, the Car-
Parrinellb molkcular dynam ics CPMD code?d8l. We
employ the BLYP generalized gradient apprpx;m ation
fr the exchange and comrelation finctionaf%89, the
G oeded<erpseudopotentja]§0:, an energy cuto of 70 Ry
for the plane-w ave expansion, and a box size about 5 A
largerthen the size ofthem olecule. In orderto avoid the
Inherent periodicity of a plane=wave calculation, we use
the m ethod described in Ref?l, which solves the Pois—
son equation for non-periodic boundary conditions, thus
enabling the study of isolated m olecules.

For form aldin ine, the multireference con guration
Interaction sihgles and doubles M R-CISD) calcula—
tions and the optin ization of the excited state ge-—
om etry wihin the stateaverage CASSCF method are
perform ed with the COLUMBUS quantum chem istry pro—
gram“3. Equal weights are used in the state-average
CA SSCF calculations for the optin ization of the geom e~
tries. The reference space or M RC1I is of 6 active elec—
trons in 6 orbitals and the nal M RCI energetics in—
clide D avidson corrections. It must be stressed that
theseM RC Icalculationswere perform ed w ith a m oderate
basis ((10s6p3d)=Ks3pld] for carbon and nirogen, and
(7s3p)=PRslp] or hydrogen) and could certainly be in —
proved. However, for the purpose of establishing the re—
liability of the other theoretical approaches, we consider
the accuracy ofthe M RC I energetics to be su cient.

For the QM C calculations, we use the CHAMP quan-—
tum M onte Carb code!? and nom -conserving sp-non-
Jocal pseudopotentials for carbon, nirogen and oxigen,
generated,in an alltelectron H artreeFock calculation for
the atom ££4. The orbitals in the determ fnantal com po—
nent of the wave finctions are expanded in the G aus—
sian basis sets (11s11p2d)/ Bsd4p2d] for carbon, nitrogen,
and oxigen, and (10s2p)/ Bs2p] for hydrogen. T he basis
sets are optin ized at the HF level for form aldim ine and
form aldehyde. T he determ inantalpart ofthe wave func—
tion, before reoptin ization n QM C, is generated w ithin
HartreeFock, CASSCF or stateaverage CA SSCF, using
the quantum chem istry package GAMESS (US)fS-. Equal
weights are used in the stateaverage CASSCF calcula—
tions, and in the stateaverage EFP optin ization of the
wave function. The Jastrow factor contains electron—
electron, elkectronnuclkus and elctron-elkectron-nuclkus
tem s and is describbed in Ref. :_4§I For reasons of ef-

ciency, m ost calculations are perform ed om itting the



electron-electronnucleus tem s since the excitation en—
ergies for these system s com puted w ith or w ithout the
thyeebody tem s are the sam e wihin better than 01
ev83. The di usion M onte C arlo tin estep used Hrthese
molecules is 0075 H ' . M ost of the QM C results pre—
sented below are obtained in di usion M onteC arlo. Vari-
ationalM onte Carlo (VM C) is also used to com pute var—
Jous expectation values of the trial Jastrow -Slater wave
function.

IVv.. RESULTS

The photosensitive molecules we investigate are
schem atically shown in Fig. :14' In form aldin ine and
form aldehyde, the low est singlet excitation has predom i~
nantly an ! character and, in the protonated Schi
bassmodel,a ! character. T he perform ance ofthe
DFT -based approaches m ay di er for the two types of
excitation, as has previously been stated for the ROK S
m ethod.

W hile QM C doesnot seem to be sensitive to the char-
acter ofthe excitation, a di erent com plication isencoun—
tered when perform ing excited state QM C calculations.
If the excited state of Interest is the lowest state of a
given spin symm etry belonging to a one-din ensional ir-
reducible representation, the DM C energy is variational.
In all other cases, DM C is no longer variational and
the quality of the trial wave function becom es increas—
ingly in portant. The vertical and adiabatic excitations
of form aldin Ine and form aldehydebelong to the rstcat-
egory while the excitations of the m inim al protonated
Schi base m odel and of form aldim ine along is isom er—
ization path belong to the other case.

Formaldehyde Formaldimine

- %:C
o—Cc_ H/N

Protonated Schiff base

A / AN
- \C%:C/
/ \

FIG. 1: Structure of the investigated m olecules. In
form aldin ne and the protonated Schi base m odel, the iso-
m erization is around the bond indicated wih an arrow.
H1CNH isthe dyhedralanglk varied in form aldin ine.

A . Formm aldim ine and form aldehyde

In the n ! excitation of form aldim ine and
form aldehyde, a lonepair electron is transferred to a

antbonding orbital. T he excitation is alm ost purely
ofthe HOM O LUM O type and has therefore been con—
sidered ideal fr the ROK S approach?, which was also
used to study the excited state cis-trans isom erization of
form aldin ine ;n a Bom-O ppenhein erm olecular dynam —
ics simulation® and, m gre recently, n a non-adiabatic
C arP arrinello dynam ic®.

TABLE I:Verticaland adiabatic lowest sihglet excitation en—
ergies in eV for form aldehyde and form aldin ine, calculated
wihin ROKS,TDDFT and DM C .The num bers in parenthe—
ses are the statistical errors on the DM C resuls.

system excitation ROKS TDDFT DMC Expt

CH,0 vertical 358 390 424(@) 3.94%,407°,42°
adiabatic 313 351 3.74(Q) 3507

CH,NH vertical 4.63 534 532() 50{54°
adisbatic 285 _ 323 321() {

a Ref.4], bRef. 8, cRef. 49, d Ref. 50.

In Tabk T, we list the verticaland adiabatic Iow est sin-
gkt excitation energies, evaluated ushng ROK S, TDDFT
and DM C . T he vertical excitations are com puted on the
ground state DF'T geom etries, while the adiabatic exci
tations on the geom etries optin ized in the excited state
using ROK S. T he adiabatic geom etry of orm aldehyde js
know n experin entally and iswell reproduced by ROK S2.
Vertical and adiabatic transitions are underestin ated by
ROKS by asmuch as05 &V, whilke the TDDFT results
are in reasonable agreem ent w ith experim ents. These

ndings are consistent w ith previous ROK S calculations
forbothm oleculexx, and with TDDFT calculationsofthe
vertica®l and adiabati®i excitations of orm aldehyde.

The DM C excitations are obtained using a com para—
ble description of the ground and excited states. A one-
detemm inant trial wave function is used for the ground
state, and a two-determm inant singlet wave function for
the excited state, corresponding to a single excitation
from the doubly-occupied n HOM O to the LUMO.
T he starting orbitals in the detem inantal com ponent of
the QM C wave function are from a HF calculation in
the ground state, and a two-determ inant M CSCF cal-
culation in the excited state. For both states, all or-
bitals are subsequently optin ized in the presence of the
Jastrow factor with the EFP method. For form alde-
hyde, the DM C excitation energies are slightly higher
than available experin ental num bers and results from
highly-correlated quantum chem istry calculations, which
however show a signi cant spread. T he vertical excita—
tion energies, com puted w ith quantum chem istry tech-
njque§4'§3:'§4."§5. range between 398 &V from EOM CC
and 419 eV from M RC £3, while M RC I calculations for
the adizbatic transition?d yield an excitation energy of
3.603.66 €V . For form aldin ine, the DM C vertical and
adiabatic excitations are In good agreem ent with M RC I
calulation€?.

W hile the success of DM C in describing these vertical
and adiabatic excitations is encouraging, it is im portant



to assess its perform ance when variationality is lost as
happens along the low -sym m etry isom erization path in-
duced by the excitation. W e therefore consider the proto—
typical case of the isom erization of form aldin ine around
the C-N doubl bond. The isom erization path is con—
structed by constraining the torsionalangle HICNH (see
Fjg.-';') at values between 0 and 90 degrees, w ith incre—
m ents of15 degrees. Them olecule hasCg symm etry at 0
and 90 degrees, and no sym m etry at interm ediate angles.

Formaldimine: ROKS geometries

50 e DMC i
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FIG . 2: Lowest—singlt excitation energies of form aldin ine
in eV calculated with ROKS, TDDFT,MRCIand DM C on
the excited state geom etries optin ized wih ROK S at con—
strained torsional angles. The excitations com puted w ithin
a two-determm inant M CSCF calculation ("# #") are also
shown. The statistical error on the DM C results is sm aller
than the size of the sym bols.

In Fig.d, we show the ROKS, TDDFT, DMC and
M RC1I excitation energies on the excited state geom e-
tries optim ized wih ROK S at constrained torsional an—
gles. The exciation energies are given w ith respect to
the ground state energy consistently com puted w ithin
the sam e approach on the DFT ground state geom etry at
zero torsionalangle. TheDM C excited state energiesare
obtained w ith a trialwave finction from a state-average
CA SSCF w ith an active space of 6 electrons in 6 orbitals,
w hose expansion coe cients are then reoptim ized in the
presence of the Jastrow factorw ith a stateaverage EFP
m ethod. TheDM C ground state energy at zero torsional
angle is com puted w ith an unoptin ized HF determ inan-—
tal com ponent. The DM C excitations are in very good
agreem ent w ith the M RC I values, wih a m axinum de-
viation 0f0.13 €V along the curve.

W hile the TDDFT excitations agree wih the M RCI
values to better than 02 €V ,the ROK S curve di ers sig—
ni cantly. In particular, M RC I gives a barrier to isom er-
ization along the geom etries corresponding to an energy
m ihinum path lnh ROKS.One can possbly understand
the behavior ofRO K S by looking at the resuls obtained
w ith a two-determ inant M CSCF (w ithout state-average)
approach along the sam e path. A s shown in Fig. -'2:, the
tw o-determ nantM C SCF curve is qualitatively very sin —

ilar to the ROK S curve. For the two-determ nant M C —
SCF calculation, only the orthogonality constraint on the
open shell orbitals keeps the wave function from com -
plktely collapsing to the ground state. By analogy, the
ROK S approach is likely to su er from the sam e prob—
Jem whenever ground and excited states do not belong to
di erent irreducb’ representations?a.

Formaldimine: CASSCF geometries
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FIG . 3: Lowestsihglkt excitation energies of form aldim ine
in eV calculated with ROKS, TDDFT,MRCIand DM C on
the excited state geom etries optin ized using a state-average
CASSCF (see text) at constrained torsional angles.

To further nvestigate the constraint isom erization
path of form aldin ine, we optim ize the geom etries using
the excied-state forces from a stateaverage CASSCF
approach wih an active space of 6 electrons in 6 or-
bials. As already pointed, out In early M RC I studies
by BonacicK outecky et alfq, to properly describe the
isom erization of form aldim Ine, one should m ap the po—
tential energy surface w ith respect to the CNH valence
angle and a properly sym m etrized dyhedralangle. How —
ever, the path obtained within CASSCF by only con—
straining the H1CNH dyhedralanglk is reasonably close
to the optin alpath. W e nd that them ain di erencebe-
tween the ROK S and CA SSCF paths is In the behavior
ofthe angle CNH which, In ROK S, takeshis nalvalie
corresponding to a torsional angle of 90 degrees as soon
as them olecule is displaced from planarity.

T he excitationscom puted with TDDFT ,ROKS,DM C
and MRCI on the CASSCF geom etries are shown in
FJg:_Zi’ The DM C calculations are perform ed w ith the
sam e type ofw ave finction previously used forthe ROK S
path. The energy barrier to isom erization present in
Fig. :_2 disappears in M RC1I as this barrder was an ar-
tifact of using the geom etries optin ized w ithin ROK S.
TheDM C excitation energiesare very close to the M RC I
valiles wih a maximum dierence of 0.1 €V along the
CASSCF path. TDDFT is n reasonable agreem ent w ith
QM C also along thispath. For the CA SSCF geom etries,
ROK S calculations produce a curve of sim ilar shape as
those obtained w ith the otherm ethods, but signi cantly



shifted tow ard lower energies.

B . Protonated Shi base m odel

The CsH¢NH, protonated Shi base m okcul repre-
sents am nin alm odel for studying the retinal photoiso—
m erization process in rthodopsin. G iven its relevance and
com bined sim plicity, this m olecule is ideal for acocessing
the relative accuracy of di erent theoretical approaches.
M oreover, thism odelhasbeen extensively studied w ithin
CASPT2ushn geom etries optim ized in the excited gtate
with CASSCFe® and, m ore recently, w ith CASPT28.

Sihce ROK S was previously em ployed to study the ex—
cited state ofthe il retinal chrom ophore ncliding rele-
vant parts ofthe protein environm ent?, it is interesting to
use the sam e approach to optin ize the structure of this
sinplrmodel. Tn Fig.4, we show the ROKS, TDDFT
and DM C energetics com puted on the geom etries opti-
m Ized within ROK S along the relevant isom erization co-
ordinate represented by the torsional angl around the
central C€ doublk bond (see Fig.il). W hen optin iz—
Ing the excited state geom etry with ROK S, them olecule
rem ains planar and the m ain e ect of the excitation is
a considerable lengthening of the doubl bonds and a
shortening of the single bonds, thus reversing the con-
Jugation of the m olecule. The ROK S potential energy
surface along the torsion is quite at with a m axim um
at 90 degrees. This behavior is qualitatively di erent
from the CASSCF and CASPT?2 energy pro ¥?, where
the torsion accelrates the system towards the conical
Intersection, thus spontaneously inducing the photoiso—
m erization. T herefore, while the ROK S m ethod shows a
stretching m ode starting from the Franck-C ondon region
sim ilar to the CASSCF resul, i does not reproduce the
qualitative shape of the excited state CA SSCF potential
energy surface along the torsionalm ode.

The DM C excited state energies in Fjg.-'_4 are com —
puted on the ROK S geom etriesw ith a trialw ave function
from a stateaverage CASSCF w ih an active space of 6
electrons in 6 orbitals, whose expansion coe cients are
then reoptin ized iIn the presence of the Jastrow factor
with a stateaverage EFP method. The TDDFT exci-
tation energies are higher than the ROK S values by as
much as 2 €V, and in agreem ent with the DM C resuls
to better than 02 V. The TDDFT and DM C poten—
tial energy curves have a very di erent shape than the
one obtained w ithin ROK S. In the protonated Schi base
m odel, the ground and excited statesbelong to the sam e
irreducible representation both when them olecule ispla—
nar and twisted. The behavior of ROK S can possbly
be explained as due to a contam ination of the excied
state wih the ground state as in the case of tw isted
form aldim Ine.

To allow for a com parison w ith existing CASPT 2 cal-
culations on this m odel, we consider three geom etries
which were optim ized in Ref. '@: w ithin state-average
CA SSCF and where the CA SP T 2 energies are also avail-
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FIG . 4: Lowestsinglet excitations energies for the protonated
Schi basemodelin €V calculated wih ROKS, TDDFT and
DM C on the excited state geom etries optin ized wih ROK S
at constrained torsional angles. The excitation energies are
given with respect to the ground state energy consistently
com puted w ithin the sam e approach on theD FT ground state
cisgeom etry at zero torsional angle.

able. T hese structures corresoond to the ground state cis—
con guration where the Franck-Condon ('C) exciation
is com puted, to the geom etry which dem arcates where
torsion becom es dom inant along the isom erization path
(denoted w ith HM in Ref.d), and to the Sy/S; conicalin—
tersection (CI).W ithout a direct com parison w ith exper—
In entaldata, it isdi cul to access the accuracy ofthese
excited state structures: for instance, when com pared to
geom etries optm ized with CASPT 2, the CASSCF struc—
tures are very sim ilar at the conical intersection buf sig—
ni cantly di erent at constrained planar symm etry®.

TABLE II: Lowest—sihglkt excitation energies for the pro-
tonated Schi base model in €V, calculated with TDDFT,
CASPT2 and DM C on the ground state ciscon guration
FC), on the geometry (HM ) which dem arcates where tor-
sion becom es dom inant, and on the conical intersection (C1I).
The'CASSCF geom etries and the CA SP T 2 num bers are from

Ref.g%. T he excitation energies are given w ith respect to the
ground state energy consistently com puted w ithin the sam e
approach on the CASSCF ground state cis-geom etry at zero
torsional angle.

Geometry TDDFT CASPT2 DMC

FC 3.90 4.02 438(0)
HM 4.12 371 422(05)
CI 218 219 2.58(5)

Tn Tabl I}, we list the TDDFT, CASPT2 and DM C
excitation energies at the FC, HM and CI geom etries.
TheDM C calculations are perform ed w ith the sam e type
ofw ave function previously used forthe ROK S path. The
use of larger active spaces (6 electrons in 9 orbitals or 8
electrons In 8 orbitals) and the reoptin ization of the ac—
tive orbitals with the stateaverage EFP m ethod yield



DM C energies com patible to better than 0.1 €V . W hike
the CASPT2 and QM C results are qualitatively sim ilar,
the CASPT 2 energies are lower than the QM C valiesby
asmuch as 05 €V .The orderofthe TDDFT excitation
energies at the FC and HM ocon gurations are instead
reversed w ith respect to the DM C values: the TDDFT

excitation is lower at FC than at HM , so TDDFT gives
a barrier to isom erization along the CASSCF path. A

valid question is whether this barrier survives when us-
Ing an excited state path fiillly optim ized w thin TDDFT .
Recently, it has been shown that the TDDFT gradient
for various protonated Schi basem odels di ers qualita—
tively from that of CASSCF/CASPT 2, driving the sys—
tem from the FC point to a planar ctitious stationary
pointty.

Protonated Schiff base model: twist geonﬁetries
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FIG . 5: Excitation energies for the protonated Schi base
modelin €V, calculated with TDDFT and DM C on a set of
geom etries generated by rigidly increasing the torsional an-—
gl, from;»the HM con guration. The TDDFT, DM C and
cASPT22 energies at FC and HM are also given.

Finally, In order to further compare TDDFT and
QM C, we generate a set of geom etries for CsH 6NH;r by
starting from the HM structure ofR ef.::i and increasing
the torsional angle up to about 90 degrees while keep—
Ing allthe other Intemal coordinates xed. In F ig. E,we
show the TDDFT and DM C energies, and the CASPT 2
results at FC and HM . A long the torsional path after
HM ,TDDFT and DM C follow closely each w ith a larger
deviation at the end ofthe path.

C . Sensitivity ofDM C to the trialwave function

U sing as exam ples the vertical excited state and the
adiabatic isom erization path of form aldin ine, we dem on—
strate how sensitive the QM C energies are to the choice
of the wave fiinction and how this sensitivity can vary
along the excited state potential energy curve.

T he vertical low est-singlet excited state of form aldim +
ne does not have a strong m ulticon gurational charac—

ter, and a tw o-determ inant Jastrow -Slater w ave finction
to preserve soIn symm etry is found to be su cient for

this particular state. The QM C energies are variational
since this excited state is the lowest in its sym m etry, and
orthogonality between ground and excited state is au—
tom atically ensured. For the ground state, a single de-
temm inant wave function gives an adequate description.
Th Tablk I, we show the VM C and xed-node DM C

energies determ ined w ith di erent choices of orbitals in

the determ inantal com ponent of the wave function. The
starting trialw ave fiinction uses orbials obtained from a
HF and a two-detem inant M CSCF calculations for the
ground and excited state, respectively. By optin izing the
orbitals wih the EFP method, the VM C energy drops
by 10 m H artree In the ground state and by 15 m H artree
In the excited state. However, the gain in the DM C en—
ergies is only of a few m Hartree and is actually m ore
signi cant in the ground state. The resulting DM C ex—
citation energy is only slightly higher as a result of the
optin ization.

TABLE IIT: VM C and DM C ground state (So) and lowest—
singlet excited state (S1) energies in H artree for orm aldim ine,
calculated at the ground state geom etry. In the Jastrow —
Slater wave finction, a single detem inant is used for the
ground state and tw o determm Inants for the excited state. T he
DM C excitation energies In €V are com puted using unopti-
mized HF for Sp and M CSCF for S;) and optin ized EFP)
orbitals for both states.

State O rbitals

Evmc Epmc E V)

So HF -172973 (4) -17.3685(5) {
EFP -17.3082 (4) -17.3726(5) {

S1 M CSCF -17.1185@) -17.1756(5) 525(2)
EFP -17.1334 (4) -17.1772(4) 532(2)

A long the isom erization path of form aldin ine, orthog—
onality between ground and excited state is no longer
m aintained and a higher sensitivity ofthe QM C resuls
to the trial wave function m ay be expected than in the
case of the vertical excitation. In Fig. :_d, we com pare
the DM C excitation energies along the ROK S isom eriza—
tion path of form aldim ine for di erent choices of wave
functions previously em ployed in other QM C studies of
excited states. At 0 and 90 torsional angles where the
energy is variational due to sym m etry, the spread of the
DM C energiesdue to the use ofdi erent wave functions is
signi cantly am aller than at interm ediate angles. A sin -
pl two-determ inant HOM O -LUM O wave function w ith
HF orbitals show s a discrepancy as argeas 1.5 &V wih
ourbest DM C resulsobtained with a 6 electrons in 6 or-
bials CASSCF wave finction whose C I coe cients have
been reoptim ized with the stateaverage EFP m ethod.
The wave function denoted with CIS1 inclides all sin—
gk excitations from the HOM O, and can be resumm ed
to two determm inants, where only the LUM O has there—
fore been changed w ith respect to the HF orbials. The
C IS1 energies represent an in provem ent at the end points
of the path but ram ain as poor as those obtained w ith



a HOM O-LUM O wave function at aln ost all other an—
gles. If all single excitations are included in a CIS wave
function, the excitation energiesare signi cantly closerto
the CASSCF-EFP results along the whole path, w ith an
alm ost constant discrepancy of 0305 &V .. Finally, one
could be tem pted to use a two-determm inant wave func—
tion obtained n a M CSCF calculation W ithout state—
average). W hile this wave function perform s well at 0
and 90 degrees where ground and excited states are or—
thogonalby sym m etry, i representsa poor starting point
at low-symm etry con gurations as already discussed In
Section IV A!, yielding DM C energieswhich are cbviously
non variational.

Formaldimine: DMC ehergi&s
or Wave function: 4 HF HOMO-LUMO |

- v CIS1 |
% » CIS

— 60l * MCSCF 11 —1 1 -
) o CASSCF-EFP
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5 504

£,

5 b

>
[=)

39 15

Y 45 60 75 %0
Torsiona angle (deg)

FIG. 6: DMC lowestsihglkt excited state energies of
form aldin lne In eV, com puted on the ROK S geom etries at
various torsional angles, using di erent trial wave functions.
See text form ore details.

F inally, the e ect of truncating the determ inantal ex—
pansion according to a threshold on the coe cients is
Investigated. It is ndeed custom ary in QM C to apply
a threshold for com putationale ciency, justi ed by the
very di erent role ofthe reference wave function in QM C
com pared to conventional quantum chem istry m ethods.
A an aller num ber ofdeterm inants isneeded in a Jastrow —
Slater wave function since the reference wave function
does not de ne the singleparticle excitation space for
the description ofdynam ical correlation as is the case for
a m ethod like M RC I.M oreover, one hopes that the ef-
fect of determm lnantsw ith a an allcoe cient on the nodal
surface of the totalwave function is not signi cant.

In Table ::L\{:, we show the VM C and DM C excited
state energies for form aldin ine, com puted on the ROK S
geom etries at various torsional angles when applying
two di erent thresholds on the expansion coe cients in
symm etry-adapted con guration state functions. The
starting trial wave function is obtained from a state—
average CA SSCF wih an active space of 6 electrons in
6 orbitals. A s the threshold is lowered from 0.1 to 0.01,
both VM C and DM C energies becom e higher at all an—
gles. Since at 0 and 90 degrees the energies are varia—
tional due to symm etry, one is unequivocally ain ng at

TABLE IV:VM C and DM C lowest—singlet excited state ener-
gies for form aldin ine, com puted on the ROK S geom etries at
various torsional angles. D i erent determ inantal com ponents
are used In the trial wave functions, w ith thresholds of 0.1
and 0.01 on the expansion in symm etry-adapted con gura-
tion state functions from a stateaverage CA SSCF, and w ith
CA SSCF and EFP -optin ized expansion coe cients.

T hreshold 01 0.01 0.01
Coe clents CASSCF CASSCF EFP
Angle (deg) N um ber of determ nants

0 4 42 23

30 9 132 46

60 8 108 54

90 4 71 35
Anglke (deg) VM C energies (H artree)

0 -17.158(1) -17.152@1) -17165()
30 -17149(1) -17.144(@Q1) -17.158(1)
60 -17.180(1) -17.178(@1) -17190(1)
90 -17200() -17.193(@1) -17205(@)
Anglke (deg) DM C energies (H artree)

0 -172099 (5) -172063(5) 172113 4)
30 172027 (5) -17.2000 (5) -17.2062 (4)
60 -172338(5) -172313(5) -172360 (4)
90 -17 2502 (4) -172474 (5) -17.2527 (4)

obtaining the lowest possible energy at those geom etries
and one would have expected a low ering of the energy by
Including m ore con gurations. This indicates that the
result is strongly dependent on the chosen threshold if
one does not reoptim ize the determ inantal expansion in
the presence of the Jastrow factor. The coe cients of
the starting CASSCF wave function are therefore reop—
tin ized w ith the stateaverage EFP m ethod. T he natu—
ralorbitals of the averaged single-particle densiy m atrix
of the reoptim ized expansions are here used to obtain a
m ore com pact wave function, and a threshold of 0.01 is
then applied. The corresponding VM C and DM C ener-
gies are also shown in Table -'_1\-[: .Atallanglks, the VM C

energies for the reoptin ized w ave function are low er than
the values obtained using the original CASSCF coe —

cientsw ith respect to the sam e threshold. M oreover, the
optin al energies are also system atically better than the
VM C values obtained with a threshold of 01. In Ta-
bl -'_I\-{:, we also list the num ber of determ nants w ith co—
e clentsgreaterthan the chosen threshold. A sexpected,

due to the inclusion ofdynam icalcorrelation through the
Jastrow factor, the wave fiunction becom esm ore com pact
asan e ect ofthe reoptin ization. The DM C energiesbe-
have sim ilarly to the VM C values w ith respect to both

threshold and reoptin ization. The excitation energies
obtained in DM C w ith the reoptin ized wave function are
In excellent agreem ent w ith the M RC I values as shown

in Section IV Al. If a threshold of 0.1 is used when re-
optin izing the expansion coe cients in a stateaverage

EFP method, there is no in provem ent In the QM C en—



ergies com pared to the values obtained w ith the original
CASSCF coe cients and the sam e threshold.

Finally, if the orbitals are optin ized with the state-
average EFP approach and a threshold of0.1,both VM C
and DM C energies In prove and becam e equalto the val-
uesobtained w ith the CASSCF-EFP w ith 0.01 threshold.
For instance, for a torsionalangle of 30 degrees, the opti-
m ization ofthe orbitalsyieldsa VM C and aDM C energy
of 17156 (1) and -172071 (4) H artree, respectively. W e
want to stress that there is .n generalno justi cation for
using a threshold ashigh as 0.1 and the apparent agree—
m ent w ith the optin ized energies ishere a fortunate case.

V. CONCLUSIONS

UshgTDDFT,ROK S and QM C,we have investigated
the lowest—singlet exciation energies along various iso—
m erization paths for the llow ng representative pho-
toactive m olecules: form aldehyde, form aldin ne and a
m Inin al protonated Schi basemodelCsHNH} .

W e show that =xed-node diusion M onte Carlo can
give accurate excitation energies, provided a careful
choice of QM C trialwave function ism ade. W hilke sin ple
HOM O-LUM O trialwave functions are not always ade—
quate to describe the excited states of these photoactive
m olcules, accurate results are recovered when usihg a
relatively sm allexpansion in Slater determ inants, whose
coe cients and/or orbitals are reoptin ized In the pres—
ence of the Jastrow factor with the EFP m ethod.

TDDFT yilds excitation energies which are generally
In reasonable agreem ent w ith the QM C resuls. H owever,
the TDDFT enewgies orthem inim alm odelofthe retinal
chrom ophore are in qualitative disagreem ent wih QM C
and CASPT 2, giving a barrier to isom erization along the
CASSCF m inin alenergy path.

W e nd that the ROK S m ethod does not produce reli-
able resuls for the excited-state potential energy surface
at low -sym m etry con gurations. Them a pr source ofer-
ror In the RO K S approach seem sto be the contam ination
of the excited state w ith the ground state. For exam ple,
ROK S predicts an energy barrier to isom erization w ith
amaximum at 90 degrees along the relevant torsional
angle of the m inin al protonated Schi base m odel of
the retinal chrom ophore, while TDDFT and QM C show
aminhinum at this point. Therefore, even though the
ROK S m ethod is appealing for is sin pliciy in com put-
Ing forces, i should be generally used wih caution in
excited-state m olecular dynam ics sim ulations.
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