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Abstract

Bonding in the C,; molecule is investigated with CAS(8,8) wave functions using canoni-
cal MOs. In a subsequent step, orthogonal atomic orbitals are constructed by localizing
the CASSCF MOs on the two carbon atoms with an orthogonal transformation. This or-
bital transformation causes an orthogonal transformation of the configuration state functions
(CSF) spanning the function space of the singlet ground state of Cy. Instead of CSFs built
from canonical MOs one gets CSFs of orthogonal deformed atomic orbitals (AO). This ap-
proach resembles the orthogonal valence bond methods (OVB) CSFs which are very different
from conventional VB, based on non-orthogonal AOs. To get used to the different argumen-
tation, the bonding situation in ethane (single bond), ethene (double bond), and the nitrogen
molecule (triple bond) are also studied. The complex bonding situation in Cs is caused by
the possibility to excite an electron with spin flip from the doubly occupied 2s AO into the
2p subshell, the resulting high-spin S, state of the carbon atom allows for a better reduction
of the Pauli repulsion. But the electron structure around the equilibrium distance does not

allow to say that Cs in its ground state has a double, or triple, or even a quadruple bond.

Introduction and Basics

Covalent bonding is a central concept in chemistry but its semantic is not unique. In physical
parlance, bonding means the energetic stabilization of unspecified size of a system composed
of interacting subsystems by any kind of interactions” or any kind of attraction;? the result
of bonding is a bonded system and often it is said that there is a bond in the stabilized
system.? Depending on the amount of energy released during bonding, one can distinguish
between weak (secondary) and strong (primary) bonding. In chemistry, chemical bonding is
the thermodynamic stabilization of a molecular system at ambient conditions composed of
atoms, free radicals, ions or molecules. Frequently Coulomb interaction between negatively

charged particles like electrons or atomic anions and positively charged nuclei or atomic



cations are said to be responsible for this type of chemical bonding. This view can be
justified in case of, e.g., ionic solids, but bonding of non-charged subsystems needs a different
description of system stabilization, called covalent bonding. The high reactivity of radicals
with odd numbers of electrons and the observation that most stable molecules have an even
number of electrons led Lewis to the assumption that linking radicals with one unpaired
electron each yields a stabilized molecular system with an even number of electrons, this is
the rule of two.? According to this view, the stabilization is caused by the formation of an
electron pair that is shared by the atoms where the unpaired electrons are located. In the
bonded system, these two atoms form a group with a characteristic short distance between
them. This atom group with short distance, is evidence for the formation of a covalent bond
between the atoms. If more than one unpaired electron is located at each of the interacting
atoms, multiple bonds can be formed. The number of bonds each atom can form is its
valence. However, this captivating Lewis model gives no convincing physical explanation for
what causes the energetic stabilization.

The purely electrostatic model was first proposed by Slater® and is still most often used
- not only in introductory textbooks - to explain covalent bonding. The line of reasoning is
as follows: Electrons between the bonded atoms are attracted by both nuclei; if the electron
density in the midbond region increases due to electron sharing, the (negative) potential
energy and therefore also the total energy is lowered. However, this model does not agree with
Earnshaws theorem,” which says that electrostatic interactions alone can never hold a system
of charged particles in a stable, stationary state, the charges must be moving, and, therefore,
the kinetic energy must play a central role in the stabilization of the system. According to
Hellmann,® the increase of the region of space where the shared electrons can be found causes
a decrease of the kinetic energy and thus of the total energy, and this is the main reason for
the stabilization of the system. The role of kinetic energy was neglected for decades in both
the physical and the chemical community. 1962 showed Ruedenberg” in a seminal paper that

the kinetic energy is responsible for energetic stabilization, but it took another 40 years until



again Ruedenberg and coworkers® "2

in a series of high level calculations could substantiate
the claim very convincingly. And, at the same time, they could also demonstrate that the
energetic stabilization during covalent bonding is indeed a 1-electron effect, not a 2-electron
effect. That the first molecule treated with quantum theory (Heitler and London, 1927)"* was
the hydrogen molecule is in accordance with Lewis’ view that covalent bonding is caused by
shared electron pairs. The bonding electron pair was represented by the Heitler-London wave
function @y, which is the product of a two electron spatial wave function and the singlet spin
function a(1)B(2) 4+ B(1)c(2), which is an eigenfunction of the square of the spin operator.
The spatial part is the product of a linear combination of products of atomic orbitals (AO),
1sa(1)1sp(2) + 1sp(1)1sa(2), each of the two hydrogen atoms A and B contributes one
1s AO. (Normalization factors are omitted.) All wave functions that are eigenfunctions of
the square of the spin operator are called configuration state functions (CSF), therefore,
because of its product form, ®yy, is a CSF. Because the Heitler-London CSF ®y;, described
qualitatively correct bonding of two univalent hydrogen atoms by an electron pair, it was
called the covalent wave function; the valence bond (VB) method uses wave functions that are
generalizations of ®yr,. Around the same time, Hund and Mulliken supposed the existence of
molecular orbitals (MO) in molecules as in many-electron atoms."**# For diatomic molecules,
correlation diagrams correlating the orbital energies of the molecule to the orbital energies
of the separated atoms and the united atoms allowed to guess the energetic ordering of
the MOs and to classify them as bonding and antibonding. Starting from the dissociated
molecules, Lennard-Jones was the first to introduce positive and negative linear combinations
of AOs to approximate MOs and to make the first quantitative calculation using MOs in
the LCAO approximation.”® The acronym LCAO (linear combination of atomic orbitals)
was coined by Mulliken in 1932,%* the acronym is still used although in actual quantum
chemical calculations not orbitals of free atoms but AO-like basis functions are used. The
first quantitative SCF (self consistent field) calculation of the Hy molecule with MOs was

done by Coulson* using MOs in elliptic coordinates. But it took another 20 years until SCF



calculations with the LCAO approximation could be made.**T The MOs were calculated
as eigenfunctions of the Hermitian Hamiltonian and, thus, known to be orthogonal to each
other, which was not only a great computational advantage over the VB method but had also
great conceptual importance, e.g., an electron occupying a bonding MO can never occupy
also an antibonding MO. Using a single Slater determinant |o@|, which is also a CSF, with
the doubly occupied bonding o MO, the bond energy of Hy calculated by Goodisman“® was
about 0.5eV lower than the bond energy calculated with ®y;,. On the other hand, it was
also known that the single CSF |0@| gives reasonable results only for molecular structures
close to the equilibrium geometry,*” but not when bonds are highly stretched; in contrast
to the VB method, the dissociated Hs system has an energy that is much too high. So both
wave functions have deficiencies that must be corrected.

Weinbaum® showed that a linear combination Wy oc ®pp, + pPion of ®yy, and the ionic
CSF @i, ox 154(1)1s4(2) + 1sp(1)1sp(2) improves the bond energy considerably, if the
parameter g is variationally optimized. If the LCAO approximation is used for the bonding
MO o  1s4 + 1sp, and if the CSF |07| is expanded, one gets a linear combination |0 o<
®ion + Py, with equal coefficients of the linear combination for all bond lengths. It is this
equal contribution of Heitler-Londont and ionic VB CSFs to the MO CSF |o@|, which is the
reason for the inability of the SCF wave function to describe the dissociation. Analogously,
expansion of |o*c*| with the doubly occupied antibonding MO o* & 1s4 — 1sp gives again
a linear combination of ®y;, and ®;,, with coefficients of equal modulus but noe with a
different relative phase, |0*0*| & @jon — Peoy. Consequently, by using a linear combination of
these two MO CSFs, Wy o 07| — Alo*c*|, A > 0 the ionic contribution can be reduced and
will disappear for long intermolecular distances. Linear combinations of Slater determinants
or CSF's are called CI (configuration interaction) wave functions; the variationally optimized
CI wave function Wyo is equivalent with the Weinbaum function.

This shows, that CI wave functions both with VB and MO CSFs give a qualitative correct

and quantitative satisfying description of the Hy molecule and the dissociation reaction. The



reason for the failure of the Slater determinant |0@| to describe correctly the dissociations
is that two electrons occupying the bonding MO can never separate completely. During
the dissociation, each electron should locate at different atoms but the form of the bonding
MO allows and forces the electrons to come close. The antibonding MO, with the node
between the atoms, describes an electron distribution where the electrons can never meet in
the mid-bond region. Wy, describes an electron distribution with one electron preferentially
at atom A if the other electron is at atom B. This spatial correlation of the electrons is
called the left-right correlation. Electrons that tend to stay on different sides of a plane in
a molecule show angular correlation, To describe these two correlation types only AOs of
the valence shell are needed, a third correlation type, in-out correlation, needs AOs with an
additional radial nodal surface. Left-right and angular correlation contribute essentially to
what is called non-dynamic correlation.

The most important reason for electron correlation is not charge redistribution caused by
Coulomb interaction but the fermionic character of the electrons. The Pauli exclusion prin-
ciple says that identical electrons, which are electrons that agree also in the spin projection,
avoid to come spatially close. So if the total spin of the electrons in an atom changes from
a low-spin state to a high-spin state the electrons must locate in different spatial regions.
And this spatial correlation of identical electrons is much more effective than the correlation
due to the Coulomb repulsion. Non-dynamic correlation covers both spin redistribution and
charge redistribution.

Analysis of the Weinbaum functions shows that, for long interatomic distances, ®yr,
describes two neutral atoms and ®;,, an anion-cation pair. When the interatomic distance is
zero and atom A and atom B coalesce, not only the two different AOs but also the CSFs &y,
and ®;,, become identical. That means, with decreasing interatomic distance ®yy, acquires
ionic character and ®,,, acquires neutral character. If orthogonal AOs 1s4 and 1sp are used,
the CSFs ®f};, and @, are also orthogonal to each other for all interatomic distances, and

o

the electronic character of the wave functions never changes: ®f;; is always neutral and ®f



is always ionic. Consequently, ®7; alone cannot describe a bonded molecule because the
ionic contribution is completely missing. A correct description of the ground state needs
always a linear combination of ®¢; and ®¢ . This was shown by McWeeny*! and discussed
by Pilar.®# Mathematically, the situation is clear: the description of the electronic ground
state of Hy needs CI wave functions, either a linear combination of MO CSFs, or a linear
combination of VB CSFs made with either orthogonal or non-orthogonal AOs. The three
sets of CSF's are different bases for the same two-dimensional state space, two bases are
orthogonal and the third one is non-orthogonal. The advantage of the orthogonal VB basis
is that the squared CI coefficients have indeed the properties of probabilities and allow to
measure the ionic character of the state; when non-orthogonal AOs are used, weights of
the VB CSFs can only approximately calculated, for example with the Chirgwin-Coulson
formula.™

Use of orthogonal AOs in VB calculations is not a trivial task, after all, the orthogonality
of two basis functions or AOs depends on the molecular geometry. Atomic basis functions
or AOs located at the position of atoms in a molecule are in general not orthogonal, but
they can be orthogonalized with, e.g., Lowdin’s symmetric orthogonalization method, and
then used in a VB calculation. Alternatively, one can calculate the electronic state of a
molecule with a conventional CI wave function using MO CSFs and then localize the MOs
by an orthogonal transformation. I developed a method where delocalized MOs obtained
with CASSCF are localized at predefined fragments with the help of an orthogonal trans-
formation giving orthogonal fragment MOs (FMO). The advantage of this procedure is that
the orthogonal transformation in the MO space causes an orthogonal transformation in the
CSF space leaving the CASSCF wave function invariant. Most transformed MOs will be
delocalized FMOs but some FMOs resemble atom centered AOs or hybrid orbitals (HO),
these FMOs are called orthogonal AOs (OAO). OAOs include the deformation of the atomic
electron distribution due to polarization caused by the molecular environment; in this re-

spect they are very similar to orthogonalized quasi AOs introduced by Ruedenberg et al.?#>



The CASSCF wave function constructed from orthogonal FMOs instead of orthogonal MOs
is a linear combination of OVB CSFs with doubly occupied non-active FMOs and active
OAOs. The VB like character of the transformed CSFSCF wave functions is due to the
active OAOs. This OVB method®**” was used to study symmetry allowed and forbidden
reactions.”® In this paper, the method is used to analyse the ground state of the Cy molecule,
which has 12; symmetry. From two carbon atoms in their ® P, ground states one can derive
three molecular states with gerade parity, two are 12; states one is a 'A, state; from the
carbon atoms in the °S, state one can derive another 12; state. In Dy, symmetry, > and
A states are automatically orthogonal to each other, but because actual calculations can
only be done in the largest Abelian subgroup Dsy,, in which Z; and one component of the
A, state are in the same irreducible representation A,, they can mix. The lowest three of
the four ' A, states of Cy are studied in this paper. To see how CASSCF wave functions are
composed that describe the dissociation of single, double and triple bonds, the molecules

ethane, ethene, and Ny are also studied.

Etude: The description of single, double and triple bonds

A wave function derived from a closed shell electron configuration is in most cases a single
Slater determinant, e.g., the electron configuration o2 with a bonding ¢ MO leads imme-
diately to the MO CSF |go|; similarly when doubly degenerate bonding = MOs are fully
occupied, the MO CSF |7, m,7,m,| corresponds to the electron configuration 7*. If the 7
MOs are not fully occupied, e.g., when the electron configuration is o272, two MO CSFs are
possible, |goT, ;| and |Go7,m,| and a wave function that has rotational symmetry must be
a linear combination of them, either |go7,m,| + [Go7T,m,| or |[GoT, ;| — [GoT,m,|.

These wave functions are not able to describe dissociation because all MOs are bonding

MOs; for a correct description of dissociation all bonding and the corresponding antibonding

MOs must be included into the set of active MOs. The CAS problem is defined by giving the



number of active MOs and active electrons, and the order of the active orbitals. Non-active
MOs are not explicitly mentioned.

The 2s AO and the 2p AOs located at atom A will be labelled sy and xa,ya,za, re-
spectively; analogously the AOs on atom B. For HOs no separate symbol is used, they are
labelled by their respective dominant AO. For all molecules discussed, the molecular axis
will be the z-axis, ¢ MOs will be made by HOs, if the HO has dominantly s-character the o

MO will be labelled oy, a 0, is made with HOs dominated by the 2p, AO.

The dissociation of the C-C single bond in ethane

The equilibrium C-C distance of ethane is about 1.55A; Figure [1] shows also that the or-
thogonal transformation of the MOs leaves the total energy indeed invariant.

Figure 1: The potential energy curves calculated with MO CASSCF and the OVB method.

Ethane: Potential energy curves
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The lowest level wave function that correctly describes the dissociation of the o single
bond in ethane is a CAS(2,2) wave function, with o}, and the antibonding o, MO as active
MOs and 2 active electrons. Two frozen core MOs and six MOs describing the CH bonds
are doubly occupied, they are not mentioned in the following.

The weight curves of the MO CSF's, see Figure , show that the |JZ | CSF is at short
distances a good description of the ethane ground state, but at long distances only a linear

combination of |o7| and |0;2| can describe the dissociation into two methyl fragments.
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Figure 2: Energies (left) and weights (right) of the two MO CSF's of ethane.
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Localization of the 10 MOs onto the two methyl fragments yields two equivalent sets
of FMOs, each having one frozen core MO describing the 1s AO, three delocalized FMOs
describing the three CH bonds, and one localized FMO having the character of an sp-
type HO. The eight non-active FMOs, denoted 14,24,34,44 and 1g,2p, 35,45, will not be
mentioned. With the two 2p, dominated hybride OAOs, z4 and zpg, one can make CSFs,
which have the form of the Heitler-London VB wave function, ®%; = [(z4Zp — Zazp)|, and
the ionic CSF ® = |(z4Z4 + 25ZB)|.

®yy, describes the singlet coupling of the doublet states of the methyl groups, each methyl
group has one unpaired electron that is ready for bonding and, thus, conforms to the be-
liefs in chemistry that unpaired electrons are necessary for creating the Lewis electron pair
representing a covalent single bond.

The energy curves of ®; and ®f,  are completely repulsive, see Figure[3} since McWeeny’s
early OVB calculations on Hs this is a well known feature of OVB CSFs. The weight curves
show that the neutral CSEF ®f; dominates the geometries at long C-C distances but the

ionic CSF ®?

on

becomes important at shorter distances when polarization and interference
cause deviation from the electron distribution of the unperturbed fragments. The ionic CSF
®¢ describes thus a shift of the charge distribution in the covalent bond. When the C-C

on

distance goes to zero the weights of both OVB CSFs become equal. Around the equilibrium
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geometry, the weight of the neutral CSF &g is larger than that of the ionic CSF ®f .
Comparison of the weight curves of MO CSFs and OVB CSFs show antagonistic behaviour:
at long distances, where a single OVB CSF correctly describes the dissociated system, a
linear combination of |0?| and |0*?| is necessary to do this; at short distances, where |0?| is
a good approximation to the ground state wave function, a linear combination of ®f; and
®¢  is necessary to get a qualitative correct ground state wave function. This behaviour is

found for all dissociation reactions.

Figure 3: Energies (left) and weights (right) of the two OVB CSFs.
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The dissociation of the C-C double bond in ethene

The smallest possible wave function that can describe dissociation of the double bond is the
CAS(4,4) wave function with the four active MOs o, 7, 0*, and 7*, the corresponding electron

2. The HOs used to make the ¢ MO have dominantly z-character, so

configuration is o2
they are labelled z5 and zg, the 7 MOs are made with x-OAOs. Figure [4] shows again
that the orthogonal transformation of MOs to FMOs leaves the total energy invariant; the
equilibrium C=C distance is about 1.35A.

The CI space for CAS(4,4) singlet wave functions comprises 20 CSFs, in Dy, symmetry
only 8 CSFs are totally symmetric. The order of the four active OAOs in all CSFs is

zaxazpxXgp. The following notation is used: aabb means that one « electron occupies the z
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Figure 4: The potential energy curves calculated with MO CASSCF and the OVB method.
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OAO and one the x OAO on atom A, and S electrons occupy the OAOs on atom B. a2b0
means: the z OAO of atom A is singly occupied by an o and the x OAQ is doubly occupied,
the z OAO of atom B is singly occupied by a 5. The OVB CSF a2b0 does not have Dy,
symmetry, but the positive linear combination with a0b2 does. All linear combinations of
OVB CSFs are normalized. In the following, linear combinations of OVB CSFs having the
full symmetry of the molecule are labelled LC.

The following 8 linear combinations of OVB CSF's are totally symmetric in Day:

Table 1: The totally symmetric linear combinations of singlet OVB LCs for
ethene.

LC1 = |aabb|
LC2 = |abba|
LC3 = [2020)
LO4 = [0202|

LC5 = [2002] + [0220]
LC6 = [2a0b| + |0a2b|
LC7 = |a2b0]| 4 |a0b2|
LC8 = [2200] + [0022]

Carbene is a diradical, two electrons occupy two carbon centered, “nearly-degenerate”
lone pair HOs giving rise to three singlet and one triplet state.®? Salem and Rowland classified
the two states with singly occupied lone pair orbitals as diradical, and the two states with

doubly occupied lone pair orbitals as zwitterionic. According to our notation, the z OAO
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represents the sp HO of carbene, and the x OAO the p HO. Using this notation, the four
lowest carbene states at the equilibrium geometry, with increasing energy, are 3(zx), 2%, *(zx),
and x2.

LC1 to LCH are neutral, LC6 and LC7 are singly ionic, and LCS8 is a doubly ionic LC.
LC1 describes the two carbenes in their triplet ground states, coupled to a singlet. The two
electrons in the z OAOs form the o bond, the two electrons in the x OAOs form the 7w bond,
LC1 is nothing but the Heitler-London portion of the ¢ and the 7w bonds. Since the carbenes
are in high spin states, the unpaired electrons are “ready for bonding”. In the dissociated
molecular system, LLC1 describes two noninteracting carbenes in their respective electronic
ground states; at all other geometries the carbenes are no longer in a carbene eigenstates,
because interacting subsystems of a system are never in pure states but always in mixed
states. 2" In these cases, LC1 describes two “local triplet states”, that is, “local high-spin
states”, coupled to a singlet. This is, what the Heitler-London CSF represents. That “local
low-spins states” are rather unimportant for bonding shows LC2, where each carbene is
in the singlet diradical state, which is considerably higher than the triplet diradical state.
Moreover, the spins are not unpaired and therefore not “ready for bonding” although the
same AQOs are singly occupied as in case of LC1. LC3 describes two carbenes both with
doubly occupied z OAOs, LC4 describes two carbenes with doubly occupied x OAQO; in both
CSFs the active electrons are singlet coupled and therefore not “ready for bonding”, the
contributions of these CSFs to the ground state wave function are accordingly very small.
The singly ionic LC6 describes the shift of one electron in the ¢ bond, the 7 MO is doubly
occupied; the singly ionic LC7 describes the shift in the 7 bond with doubly occupied o MO.
These two singly ionic LCs are necessary to describe polarization in the o and the 7 orbital,
respectively. Without them covalent bonding cannot be correctly described. The neutral
LC5 describes local angular correlation: If atom A is in the low lying zwitterionic carbene
state, atom B is in the high lying zwitterionic state. This is the fourth LC that contributes

significantly to the ground state of ethene. LC8 describes dianion/dication pairs.
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Figure 5: Energies (left) and weights (right) of the large LCs for ethene.
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Figure 5| shows energies and weights of the four large LCs, which are LCs having a weight
larger than 0.1 somewhere along the reaction coordinate. All other LCs are small LCs. LC1
has the lowest energy along the whole reaction coordinate, this demonstrates the importance
of the coupling local high-spin states to a global low spin state. Although the ionic LCs LC6
and LC7 have nearly identical energies their weights are very different. The weight of LC6
reaches a value of 0.1 already at a C-C distance of 2.7 A, but that of LC7 only at 1.8 A.
LC5 becomes important only when the two carbon atoms are rather close, the weight is
larger than 0.1 only at C-C distances shorter than the equilibrium distance. Note, that LC6
and LC7 have higher energies than LC5 but their weights are much larger. LC6 and LC7
demonstrate the importance of the charge shift for covalent bonding and LC5 that angular
correlation becomes important in multiple bonds as soon as the interacting atoms come close.
It is noteworthy that, at the equilibrium distance, the weight of the neutral LC1 is 0.32, only
slightly larger than the weight of the ionic LC6 (0.29), whereas LCT7 has a weight of only
0.17, nevertheless, the sum of the weights of the ionic LCs is much larger than the sum of
the two neutral ones. At C-C distances longer than 3.5 A, the weight of LC1 is 1.; between
3.5 and 2.7 A the weight of LC1 decreases and that of LC6 increases, but the sum of both
LCs is still close to 1. Then LC7 and LC5 become gradually more important, but the sum

of all four large LCs nevertheless decreases down to 0.85 at a C-C distance of 1.0 A. At the
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same time the weight of the four small LCs increases to 0.15, see Figure [6] nevertheless, at

the equilibrium distance the sum of their weights is only 0.11.

Figure 6: The sum of the weights of the large LCs.
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The dissociation of the N-N triple bond in the nitrogen molecule

The electron configuration of the nitrogen molecule is 05%4, where o, is the bonding linear

combination of zx and zp; 7* means Wiﬂg, 7, and 7, are bonding linear combinations of the

respective OAQOs. Figure [7] shows the potential energy curves obtained with MO CSFs and

Figure 7: The potential energy curves calculated with MO CASSCF and the OVB method.
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OVB CSFs, the equilibrium distance of Ny is 1.1 A.
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The dissociation reaction in the lowest 12; state is correctly described by a CAS(6,6)
wave function with the six valence MOs o, 7, and 7, and the corresponding antibonding
MOs; the 2s AOs are always doubly occupied. In Dy, there are 32 totally symmetric singlet
CSF's, 20 of them are not zero. The OVB calculation is done in Cy,, from the 55 OVB CSF's
only 21 linear combinations are not zero, they are shown in Table 2l The order of the six
OAOs in the CSFs is ya, T4, 24, YR, B, 25. From the 21 linear combinations of OVB CSF's,
LC1 to LC9 are neutral, LC10 to LC18 are singly ionic, LC19 and LC20 are doubly ionic,
and LC21 is triply ionic. From these LCs only five are large: LC1, LC5, LC12, LC16, and

Table 2: The totally symmetric linear combinations of singlet LCs for N,.

LC1 = |aaabbb]

LC2 = |ababab]

LC3 = |baaabb|

LC4 = |baabab| + |abaabb|

LC5 = |a02b20] — [0a22b0| — |2a00b2| + [a20b02]
LC6 = [0a20b2| + [a02b02]

LCT7 = [02a02b| + [20a20b]

LCS = [20a02b] + [02a20b)|

LCY = |a20b20| + |2a02b0)

LC10 = |202002] + |022002] + |002022| + |002202]

LC11 = |2ba0ab| — |b2aa0b| — |b0aa2b| + |Oba2ab|
LC12 = |2aa0bb| — |a2ab0b| — |a0ab2b| + |0aa2bb|
LC13 = [220020] + [220200] + [200220] + [020220]

LC14 = |202020] + 022200] + |200022| + |020202]

LC15 = [022020] + 202200] + |020022] + |200202]

LC16 = |aa2bb0| + |aa0bb2|

LC17 = |ab2ba0| + |abOba2]

LCIS = [002220] + |220002]

LC19 = |22a00b| + [00a22b|

LC20 = |2a20b0| — [a22b00| — |a00b22| + |0a02b2]
LC21 = |222000] + 000222

LC20. See Figure [§
The neutral LC1 describes the singlet coupling of the high spin quartet states, it is the
Heitler-London contribution to the triple bond in Ny; the neutral LC5 describes angular

correlation and a spin flip from the local quartet state into the low-spin doublet state;

the singly ionic LCs LC16 and LC20 describe the shift of electrons in the ¢ and in the 7
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MOs, respectively. The doubly ionic LC20 describes the simultaneous shift of an electron in
the o and an electron in the 7 MOs. LC1, LC16 and LC20 are of major importance for the
description of the triple bond in Ny, the two ionic LCs have, as found for the ethene molecule,
nearly identical energies, but the weights are rather different. LC16 becomes important at an
N-N distance of about 2.7 A, and LC20 at a distance of about 2.2 A. The reason for this are
the different spatial extensions of the involved AOs: the z AOs, which are aligned along the
molecular axis, interfere earlier than the perpendicular x and y AOs, and therefore charge
shift in the o bond starts earlier than in the 7 bonds.

Figure 8: Energies (left) and weights (right) of the five large LCs.
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Ten of the remaining 16 LCs are small and six are effectively zero.

The weights of all small LCs are effectively zero for N-N distances longer than 2.5 A,
but, as for the large ionic LCs, most of them contribute significantly only at N-N distances
smaller than 2.0 A. LC2, LC3, and LC8 are neutral, LC19 and LC21 are doubly and triply
ionic, respectively, all others are singly ionic. All small LCs are important in describing the

deviation of the atomic charges from spherical symmetry during bonding.
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Figure 9: Left: Weights of the small LCs. Right: Sum of the weights of the large and of the
small LCs.
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Bonding in C,

The equilibrium distance in the singlet ground state is about 1.25 A. If one assumes that
the electron configuration of C, is similar to that in Ny, it must be 020?71, the bonding o
and the antibonding o MOs spanned by the 2s AOs are doubly occupied and the remaining
four valence electrons occupy the two bonding m# MOs. All four MOs are non-active and
the wave function is a single Slater determinant. This wave function is not able to describe
dissociation, the most simple wave function that can do this is a CAS(4,4) wave function
with four active MOs, two bonding and two antibonding m MOs, and four active 7 electrons.

If one considers that the bonding o, MO has a lower energy than the bonding m MOs,

2
s

o:0’m®. The o, MO is non-active

one gets a second possible electron configuration: o
but the doubly degenerate m MOs are occupied by only two electrons, and thus active MOs.
The wave function corresponding to this electron configuration are CAS(2,2) wave functions,
which cannot describe dissociation, because they contain no antibonding MOs, but CAS(4,6)
wave functions with all six MOs spanned by 2p AOs as active MOs can do it. In Figure
one can see that the stabilization of the ground state as calculated with both CAS(4,4) and
CAS(4,6) are far too low, the equilibrium distance obtained with CAS(4,6) is considerably

longer than that obtained with CAS(4,4). The long equilibrium distance stems from the fact
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that with CAS(4,6) the ground state is a 'A, whereas with CAS(4,4) it is a 'X} state, but
the poor stabilization indicates that wave functions without active o, and o MOs cannot
describe the ground state correctly, the two o, MOs and the four electrons must become
active. Then one has eight active MOs and eight active electrons and with such a CAS(8,8)
wave function the lowest singlet state is indeed the ground state of Cy and the stabilization
energy is reliable.

On the other hand, the shape of the ground state PEC as calculated with s CAS(8,8)
wave function indicates avoided crossings that are not found with the two smaller CAS wave
functions. See left side of Figure [10}

Figure 10: Left: Potential energy curves of the lowest ' 4, states calculated with CAS(4,4),
CAS(4,6), and CAS(8,8) wave functions. Right: The CAS(8,8) potential energy curves for
the three lowest ' A, states.
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As mentioned above, the avoided crossings are the result of making all CASSCF cal-
culations in Dy, symmetry. The totally symmetric CAS(8,8) singlet wave function of A,
symmetry is a linear combination of 264 CSFs. The ground state wave function is indeed
a mixture of 12; and 'A, states, which results in avoided crossings, as can be seen for the
three lowest singlet states investigated. (Details of the calculations with MO CSFs can be
found in the Supporting Informations.) The PECs of the three A, states agree very well
with those reported by Boschen et al..*? That means that the wave functions for the states

have different character in certain regions, e.g., the ground state has Z; character around

19



the equilibrium geometry, the second A, state has there A, character, and the third A, state
has again E; character; the second and the third state are energetically very similar and
also the local minima have similar geometries. See right side of FigurdI(]

f.%3 The concept

There is an ongoing debate on the bond order in C,, see for example Re
of bond order in MO theory is based on the system’s electron configuration at the equilibrium
geometry, an MO can be occupied by two, one or zero electrons. The half difference of the
number of valence electrons occupying bonding MOs and the number of electrons occupying
antibonding MOs is the bond order, in general, it is an integer but fractions of integer are also
possible if degenerate MOs are not fully occupied or the system is ionized. According to this
recipe, the bond order corresponding to electron configuration olo;*n? is 2, for o202 02n? it
is also 2, and for 0'50'271'4 it is 4. But, if the MOs are energetically close the order of the MOs
may change when the geometry changes giving different electron configurations and bond
orders. In such situations multiconfigurational wave functions must be used, for which no
bond order is defined. The ground state has E; character for C-C distances shorter than

1.70 A, there the CSF derived from the electron configuration o2o*r272 contributes about

2
Y

70 percent to the wave function, and the CSF derived from o2c?

ormam, contributes about 10
percent. Ignoring all CSFs that contribute in total 20 percent to the wave function, what
bond order has a system with 70 percent bond order 2 and 10 percent bond order 47 In my
opinion, more important than to answer this question is to find out how spins and charges
rearrange on the way from two isolated atoms to the molecule, that is, how the interaction
of the atoms disturbs their electron distributions during the recombination reaction, or how

the electron and spin arrangement in the molecule readjust to that in the free atoms during

dissociation.

OVB analysis of bonding in C,

Every atom in a homonuclear diatomic molecule has Cy., symmetry, but all actual calcu-

lations are made in the Abelian subgroup Cs, of Dy,. With the eight OAOS sa,ZA, XA, VA,
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SB, ZB, XB, YB 492 singlet OVB CSFs can be made and only very few OVB CSFs have already
g parity or have rotational symmetry, more often than not only LCs have it. This means, a
large number of OVB CSF's have zero weight because of symmetry reason. But LCs can also
gain zero weight when the molecule’s geometry changes, the number of LCs with non-zero
weight depends strongly on the geometry, it is nevertheless rather large. As a consequence,
many small LCs can make considerable contributions, and if only large L.Cs are considered,
the description of the wave functions is not satisfying because the weights of many large LCs
can be rather small at certain geometries. To consider also small LCs that make, neverthe-
less, large contributions to the wave functions, significant L.Cs were defined as those having
weights larger than 0.01 somewhere along the reaction coordinate. 128 significant LCs are
found to describe the lowest three A, singlet states along the whole reaction coordinate, in
detail, 51 significant LCs are found to contribute to the first ' A; state (the ground state), 63
LCs to the second state, and 80 LCs to the third singlet state; only 15 LCs of the significant
LCs are large. From these LCs, ten contribute to the description of the first 1A, state, and
eight LCs contribute to the second and to the third state, respectively. Details may be found
in the Supporting Information.

Table |3| lists the ten large LCs found for state 1 along the reaction coordinate. Starting
at long C-C distances one can see that only two LCs are important, LC05 (= 75 percent)
and LC06 (= 20 percent). Both LCs describe the singlet coupling of two carbon atoms in
their respective P, ground states, in LC06 the electrons are located in the x and the y OAO,
therefore LCO6 describes the formation of two m bonds. The situation where in each atom
one electron occupies the z and the other either the x OAO or the y OAQO is described by
LCO05. Singlet coupling gives then either a o, and a 7, bond or a ¢, and a 7, bond. The
positive linear combination of these two LCs has Z; symmetry and is represented by LCO05;
the negative linear combination has A, symmetry and is represented by LCO01. Both 2s
OAOs are always doubly occupied. At very long C-C distances, the two carbons atoms are

completely interaction-free, the three ways of distributing two spins in three p orbitals are

21



equivalent, the weight of LCO5 is 2/3, and that of LCO06 is 1/3, but when the atoms approach
each other, the interaction along the molecule axis becomes more favorable so that the weight
of LCO5 increases. At a C-C distance of 3.5 A, the weights of LC05 and LC06 are indeed
0.74 and 0.21, respectively; at 3.0 A the weights are 0.78 and 0.14, respectively. At these
distances, the missing L.Cs that describe either polarization in direction of the molecular axis
or superposition of the 2p, orbitals are not represented by large but only by significant LCs.

At C-C distances less than 3.0 A, linear combinations LCO1 to LC04 with A character
dominate the ground state. LCO01 and LCO3 describe neutral atomic charge distributions,
LC02 and LC04 describe cation/anion pairs. LCO1 describes a 0, and a 7 bond, it is
the counterpart of LC05 with different phase. LCO01 describes the neutral Heitler-London
component of the C-C ¢ bond and 7 bond, LCO02 is the ionic component of the ¢ bond. The
ionic LCO4 describes deformations of the interacting C atoms caused by polarization in the
o bond due to s-p hybridization. Polarization in the ¢ bond is also described by the neutral
LC03. For C-C distances less than 1.7 A, the wave function is again dominated by LCs
with E;r character, the large LCs that are important at long distances contribute very little,
LCO5 is essentially vanished and L.C0O6 goes to zero rapidly; the wave function is dominantly
a superposition of small LCs that represent the deformation of the electron distribution of
the C atoms due to polarization, interference, angular correlation and so on. Around the
equilibrium geometry, LC07 gains weight, this neutral LC with E;r character represents both
C atoms in quintet high spin states coupled to a singlet. The quintet state is the result of
the excitation of an electron from the doubly occupied 2s AO into the 2p subshell together
with a spin flip. This LC has between 1.65 A and 1.0 A a rather constant weight of about
0.1. Formally, one could say LCO07 represents a quadruple bond which becomes important
around the C-C equilibrium distance. LCOS8 is an ionic LC, it describes polarisation of all
four formal bonds as described by LCO07; LCO09 is a neutral LC that can be best described as
angular correlation in the two 7 bonds as described by LCO06, whereas LC10 describes the

polarization in the o bond. The sum of weights of the large L.Cs decreases dramatically with
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the C-C distance approaches the equilibrium value, at the same time the contribution of the
small LCs becomes large. This is shown in Figure |12} right. Only if the criterion for “being
large” is reduced to 0.03, the “large” LCs contribute more than 50 percent along the whole
reaction coordinate, and it is for short C-C distances where these LCs contribute most.

Figure shows the increase of the contributions of small LCs with decreasing C-C
distance. Because there are so many of them the curves are not labelled.

Figure 11: Left: The weights of the significant 3, LCs for the first A; singlet state. Right:
The weights of the significant A, LCs for the first A; singlet state.
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Table 3: Description of the large LCs in the first A; singlet state. Col 2: IRREPs
in Dy. Col 3: Neutral (n) or singly ionic (s) LC. Col 4: AO symbols.

LCO1 A, n s}s3zaZp(xaXp — ya¥p)

LC02 A, s sish(zi +23)(xaXp — yAYg)

LC03 A, n (sizaspzh — z3shSaZp)(XaXp — YAYg)

LC04 A, s (siziSezB — Shz35a7A)(XAXB — YAVR)

LCO5 X n sispzaZp(xaXp + ya¥s)

LCO6 ¥, n sispXaXpyaVs

LCO7 ¥ n sASzaZeXaXYaYp

LC08 A, s ((vi +yp)xaXs — (XA +X3)yaVp)SaSBZaZB

LC09 A, n s3zaSp(x3ya¥p — YBXaXp) + s5SaZp(YaXaXp — XAYAVR)
LC10 E; s (s%2ASB — SESAZB)XAXBYAVR

The second A; state changes three times its character: starting from short C-C distances,
it changes at 1.2 A from ¥¥ to Ay character, at 1.7A from A, to Yy, and at 3.0A again to

A, character. This characterization is due to the eight large LC contributions that dominate
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Figure 12: Left: The distribution of the weights of the large LCs for the first A; singlet
state. Right: The sum of the large weights and the complement.
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the second A; singlet state, six of them contribute also to the first A; state. The dissociated
molecule is solely described by LCO1, the molecule with two 7 bonds has always X symmetry.
In the region between 1.7A and 3.0 A LC05 and LC06 dominate the wave function but, as
mentioned above, because of the interaction between the atoms, one ¢ and one m bond are
more stable than two 7 bonds and therefore LC05 has much larger weight than LCO06. The
two singly ionic LCs LC11 and LC12 describe in this region polarization in the o bond. The
weight of the LC describing the singlet coupled quintet states is well below 0.1 in the second

Ay singlet state.

Table 4: Description of the large LCs in the second A; singlet stat. Col 2:
IRREPs in D,y. Col 3: Neutral (n) or singly ionic (s) LC. Col 4: AO symbols.

LC01 A, n sishzaZp(xaXp — yaVp)

LC02 A, s sisi(za +25)(xaXB — yAYg)

LC03 A, n (sizaspzh — z3s5saZ)(XaXp — YAVR)
LC04 A, s (siziSpzp — shzpsaZa)(XaXp — yaYg)
LCO05 E;r N sispzaZp(XaXp + yaVs)

LCO6 X n SASEXAXBYAYR

LC11 X s (siziSpzs — SpzpsaZa)(xaXs + yaVg)
LC12 X n sisg(zi +zp)(XaXB + yaVs)

The third A; singlet state has E; character along the whole reaction coordinate, the

dissociated molecule is, like the first state, described by LC05 and LC06 but now the ratio
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Figure 13: Left: The distribution of the weights of the large LCs for the second A; singlet
state. Right: The sum of the large weights and the complement.
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of the weights is 1:2. When the atoms approach the character of the state changes smoothly,
the weights of LCs LC05 and LC06 decrease at C-C distance shorter then 2.5 A where LC15
becomes more important. At 1.7 A there is again a change of the dominant LCs and again
at 1.2 A. The sum of the large weights becomes nevertheless very small and the small LCs

make the largest contribution.

Table 5: Description of the large LCs in the third A; singlet state. Col 2: IRREPs
in D.,. Col 3: Neutral (n) or singly ionic (s) LC. Col 4: AO symbols.

LCO5 % n  sispzaZe(xaXs + ya¥p)

LCO6 X n sispxaXpya¥s

LC13 ¥f n siz3Sezp + SaZaspzp)(XaXs + yaYp)
LCl4 ¥F s sizpza8p + SaZpzisp)(XaXs + yaYp)
LC15 X n  (s3zass + SESaZs)XayaXsYg

LCI16 X} s (siziSze — spzpsaZa)(XaXs + ya¥p)
LCI7 X[ n sizpzaSs — saZpzisp)(XaXs + ya¥p)
LCI8 X} s sas3(z3 + 73)(xaXp + yaAVg)

Discussion

Chemical bonding between molecular fragments is caused by a reduction of the total elec-

tronic energy when the bonded atoms are near to each other. Thereby the spatial region

25



Figure 14: Left: The distribution of the weights of the large LCs for the third A; singlet
state. Right: The sum of the large weights and the complement.
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is enlarged in which bonding electrons can reside. Covalent chemical bonding is of purely
quantum theoretical origin, it is the result of constructive interference when states of the
interacting fragments are superimposed, meaning that the probability for finding the shared
bonding electrons between the interacting fragments is higher than the sum of the prob-
abilities calculated with the wave functions of the non-interacting fragments. This can
also be interpreted as a charge shift, which causes a deformation of the fragment’s charge
distributions together with classical interactions like Coulomb attraction and repulsion of
electrons and nuclei. This was shown to be responsible for the stabilization of one electron
systems like Hy, which means that the energetic stabilization is a 1-electron effect but not
a 2-electron effect as suggested by the important role of the Lewis electron pair. In many-
electron systems, the fermionic character of the electrons becomes of utmost importance for
the deformation of charge distributions due to the tendency of identical fermions to avoid
coming spatially close, as expressed by the Pauli exclusion principle (PEP). The PEP was
expressed by Lévy-Leblond and Balibar in the following way: A system of fermions can never
occupy a configuration of individual states in which two individual states are identical.** This
tendency is so important because it is independent of physical properties like the electric

charge, after all, it holds also for protons and neutrons in nuclei where nuclear forces act. In
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chemistry, individual states of electrons are called spinorbitals, they can be localized AOs
as well as delocalized MOs, but that two identical electrons can never be found in the same
place (Fermi correlation) becomes clear only if eigenstates of the position or localization
operator are considered as individual states. However, this holds only if the electrons have
identical properties, including the spin projection. Mathematically, the antisymmetry of the
state function of a many-fermion system expresses this tendency, and it .. plays the role
of a fictitious, although highly effective, mutual repulsion being exerted within the system,

.44 Using a

irrespective of any other actual forces or interactions [...] that might be presen
loose language, one speaks of Pauli repulsion, which keeps identical electrons apart, thereby
reducing the Coulomb repulsion. This tendency is not restricted to electrons in an atom
or in a molecule but it is operative also between atoms or molecules when they come close,
for example, in condensed matter or during chemical reactions. The PEP explains the shell
structure of many-electron atoms, but also the origin of certain bond angles in molecules for
which mainly the valence electrons are responsible. Before continuing with the role of the
PEP, there is an important caveat: Electrons in atoms or molecules cannot be individual-
ized, one says they are indistinguishable, and this means that it is not possible to attribute a
certain individual state to each of them; one can only speak of a configuration of individual
states and say that all electrons together occupy these individual states. Nevertheless, using
a sloppy language, one says that a certain electron is in a certain state or a certain electron
has certain properties. In the following, I will also use this simple way to speak about a com-
plex issue. The valence electrons in an atom occupy a spherical shell with a characteristic
radius and thickness, the radius of the spherical shell is approximately equal to the maximum
of the radial density of the valence AOs. For atoms in the second row of the periodic table,
the radial densities of the 2s and the 2p AOs are nearly identical, this is not true for all
higher rows. So, 2s electrons and 2p electrons reside in the same spatial area irrespective of
the different orbital energies, and, according to the PEP, the electrons with identical spin

will prefer relative positions with maximum distance to all others. Two identical electrons
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will prefer to be on different sides of the nucleus, this means an electron-nucleus-electron
angle of 180 degrees, three identical electrons will prefer a trigonal arrangement with three
angles of about 120 degrees, and four identical electrons will prefer a tetrahedral arrange-
ment.*? In a noble gas, the valence shell is occupied by eight electrons four of which are
identical a electrons and four are identical § electrons, and therefore for both groups of
identical electrons the probability for tetrahedral spatial arrangements will be highest of all
possible. Coulomb repulsion maximizes the distance between a and § electrons (Coulomb
correlation), giving two interpenetrating tetrahedra inscribed into a cube. This was called a
“cubical atom” by Lewis;® that such arrangements can be found in many-electron atoms was
shown by Scemema et al.*® using correlated electron structure methods. As soon as the free
atom is disturbed, as it is in a chemical reaction, the electron distribution changes. Starting
from the noble gas electron configuration in, say, the fluoride anion F~, the creation of an
F-H single bond by the interaction with a proton can be seen as the rearrangement of the two
tetrahedra when a proton approaches the F~ and attracts electrons in the valence shell. One
can assume that the electron at the corner of one tetrahedron, say of the a electrons, will be
attracted and the tetrahedron will rearrange so that the corner points towards the proton.
But the proton can attract another electron, but this must be a § electron, the Coulomb
repulsion of the two electrons close to the proton is much smaller than the reluctance of two
a electrons coming close. This causes a reorientation of the two tetrahedra bringing two
corners in approximate coincidence, the two electrons are the bonding electron pair. The
other six electrons can be thought of forming a regular hexagon with alternating o and 3
electrons at the corners. Starting from the O?~ dianion one can add stepwise two protons
by which eventually all four corners of the two tetrahedra are brought into approximate
coincidence giving two bonding and two lone pairs.*” But, as Scemama et al.showed, maxi-
mum probability domains of electron pairs that are naively assumed to be typically placed
in the midbond region can only be found with uncorrelated Hartree-Fock wave functions,

as soon as correlated wave functions are used, ...the bonding pairs separate along the bonds,
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‘nre-dissociate. "4°

In addition to rearrangements due to the PEP, energetic aspects must also be considered.
The orbital energy of the 2s AO in the carbon atom is about 9 eV lower than that of the 2p
AOs and therefore the 2s AO is always filled before any 2p AO is occupied; from boron to
fluor the 2s AO is doubly occupied by one o and one § electron. In carbon, the remaining two
valence electrons occupy the triply degenerate 2p AOs, in accordance with Hund’s first rule,
with identical spins giving a ®P, high-spin ground state. In nitrogen, the three remaining
electrons occupy the 2p AOs with identical spins resulting in a 4S, high-spin state. Any
further electron must occupy an already singly occupied AO, this is only possible if it has
different spin projection, giving a singlet coupled electron pair. This is what happens in the
oxygen atom, but also in nitrogen when an electron is excited from the doubly occupied 2s
AO. In the carbon atom, however, an electron can be excited from the doubly occupied 2s AO
into the 2p subshell without and with spin flip. In the first case, the resulting multiplicity
is still a triplet, but in the second case all four electrons have identical spin, this gives a
quintet high-spin state and the electrons prefer a tetrahedral arrangement. It is noteworthy
that the energy of the °S, state is only 4.2 eV higher than the energy of the *P, state,* this
is roughly half of the difference of the orbital energies. Although excitation energy must be
provided, the repulsion energy in the high-spin state is considerably reduced, first, because
the Coulomb repulsion of the electrons in the 2s AO, which are not Fermi correlated, is
reduced, and moreover the Coulomb repulsion of four tetrahedrally arranged electrons is
minimal in the spherical shell. Another consequence of the Fermi correlation is a contraction
of the orbitals and thus an increase of the attraction of the electron by the nucleus. All
these effects are important when molecules come close and the Pauli repulsion between them
increases. Increase of the inter-molecular distance reduces it, but if this is not possible,
changes from local low-spin to local high-spin arrangements in the interacting molecules can
reduce the Pauli repulsion. In any case, energy is needed for the excitation, and, moreover,

something must trigger the spin flip.
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In the ground state of the dissociated Cy system, both carbon atoms are in their *P,
ground states. Coupling of the atoms gives 18 molecular terms, 6 singlets, 6 triplets, and
6 quintets. Among the singlets are two Z:; states and one A, state. Only these states are
responsible for the stabilization of the system when the atoms approach, the large weight of
LCO5 suggests that the bonding situation is dominated by a ¢ and a m bond, but the weight
of LCO6, which represents two m bonds without a ¢ bonds shows, that even at long distances
the number and kind of bonds is not definite. At short C-C distances, the weight of LCO7
becomes large, this LC describes two singlet coupled atomic quintet states. The weight of
LCO7 is larger than those of LC05 and LCO06, but ionic LCs or LCs describing intra-atomic
charge shifts contribute together much more to the ground state wave function than LCO7.
The attempt to claim that Cs has around the equilibrium distance a quadruple bond ignores
the fact, that the occurrence of LC0O7 at the equilibrium does not mean that the carbon atom
is there in a local quintet state. After all, no interacting subsystem of a system is in a pure
state but only in a mixed state, which allows only to say with which probability a certain
pure state can be expected. To get this information, one must get the reduced density matrix
for the subsystem considered. But then, the answer that can be given is definitively different
from what those scientists expect who want describe the bonding situation using concepts
like bond order that are not compatible with electron structures that must be described by

multi-configurational wave functions.

Method

All calculations were made with CAS(n,n) wave functions, where n active electrons are dis-
tributed among the same number of active orbitals, the wave functions are linear combination
of configuration state functions (CSF) generated with the GUGA technique. All calculations
were done with a local version of GAMESS.*? For all systems but ethane, the cc-pVTZ basis

set was used, the ethane system was calculated with the cc-pVDZ basis. The single bond
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in ethane is represented by a CAS(2,2) wave functions, the double bond in ethene by a
CAS(4,4) wave function, the triple bond in Ny by a CAS(6,6) wave function. The electron
distribution in C, is described by a CAS(8,8) wave function. In all systems, the two lowest
MOs (positive and negative linear combination of 1s AOs) are kept frozen. For the calcu-
lation of the dissociation reactions the reaction coordinates, that is the C-C and N-N bond
lengths, respectively, were incremented in steps of 0.1 A; the geometries of ethene and ethane
were optimized for each frozen C-C distance. The fragments of the four systems are the C
and the N atom for Cy and Ny, the methyl radical for ethane and carbene for ethene. The
fragment wave functions were calculated for high spin states using low level methods, e.g.,
UHF; the methyl and carbene geometries were taken from the optimized molecular geome-
tries. For each bond length, the optimized CASSCF MOs are localized on the respective
fragments, using an orthogonal Procrustes transformation.®® Doubly occupied non-active
MOs are transformed into doubly occupied fragment MOs (FMO), which are delocalized in
case of methyl and carbene; active MOs are transformed into FMOs that resemble AOs or
hybrid AOs. The CSFs constructed with these FMOs are dubbed OVB CSFs (orthogonal
valence bond). Finally, the CI matrix is set up with the OVB CSFs and diagonalized. This

gives the energies and weights for all OVB CSF's.
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Supporting Information

All molecular states of Cy belong to IRREPs of Dy symmetry, > IRREPs are one di-
mensional, all others are two dimensional. Since actual calculations are done in Abelian
subgroups of D, that is either Dy, or Cs,,, very few CSF's have the correct Do, symmetry,
in general, only linear combinations of CSFs do. Symmetry adapted CSFs, that is linear
combinations of CSF's, will be labelled as LC together with a running index. Calculations
with delocalized MOs are done in Dy, linear combinations of two CSFS with 7 MOs may
be necessary to describe ¥ or A states; OVB CSFs, that is CSFs constructed with localized
frgamnet MOs, are calculated in Cy,, therefore L.Cs of two or four OVB CSF's may be needed

to represent both parity and rotational symmetry.

MO description of the three lowest C, singlet states

The number of CSFs that can be constructed with N electrons and n MOs for spin state with

25 +1 1 1
spin quantum number S is —%—(;\,1 + ) < n ); therefore, with eight electrons
n

N
1\ ¥ -5/ \¥45+1

and eight MOs 1764 singlet CSFs can be made. This is the number of CSFs in the single
IRREP of symmetry group €, for higher symmetry groups with more than one IRREP the
number of CSFs in each IRREP is consequently smaller. If actual calculations cannot be
done in a high point group symmetry but must be done in a subgroup of lower symmetry,
states belonging to different IRREPs in high symmetry may be in the same IRREP in low
symmetry and are allowed to mix; this leads to avoided crossings.

The ground state of C, is a singlet state of E;r symmetry in Dy and of A, symmetry
in Dsyy,. Also one component of the Ay state becomes Ay in Dy, so these states will mix and
avoided crossings will occur. Three singlet A, states were calculated in this study. The lowest
1A, state has avoided crossings at 1.70 A, and at 3.00 A; the second 1A, state has avoided
crossings at 1.15 A, at 1.65 A and at 3.00 A, and the third 1A, state has one (obvious) avoided

crossings at 1.15 A. The left branch of the ground state has Z;r character and is dominated



by the LC 0(2s)%0*(2s)*n277; in the middle branch o(2s)*0*(2s)%0(2p)* (72 — ) dominates,
and this has A, character. The right branch has again E; character with the dominating LC
0(25)%0%(2s)%0(2p)*(n2+72). In the first excited state, this LC dominates up to 1.15 A; from
1.20A up to 1.65 A 0(2s)%0"(25)%0(2p)*(72 — n2) dominates the A, character; from 1.70 A
to 3.00A the ¥} character is due to the LC of LCs o(2s)%0*(2s)%0(2p)?(n2 4 72), and then
the state has again A, character. The second excited state has up to 1.15A A, character,
then ¥} character with dominance of ¢(2s)20*(2s)%0(2p)*(n2 + n2); from 1.70 A on the S}
character is dominated by o(2s)%0*(2s)*n272, and from 3.05A on o(2s)%0*(2s)*(n2m;? +
mymy?) dominates.

A change in the character of a state can also be seen by looking at the number of MO
LCs that contribute to its description. In GAMESS, non-zero CSFs must have a weight
larger than 107% many of the listed CSFs have very small weights; the weights of the LCs
are of the same magnitude. In the following, LCs with weight larger than 0.01 will be called
significant; LCs having weight larger than 0.1 will be called large.

Figure [51] shows the change in the number of non-zero, significant, and large LCs. The
left branch of the ground state with X1 character starts with about 100 non-zero LCs and
goes up to about 160 LCs, then, in the middle branch, jumps down to about 100 LCs and
rises in to about 110 LCs, the right branch finally jumps up to 150 LCs. This corresponds
to the changes from E;r to A, and back to E;r character. For the second A, state, the left
branch (37 character) has about 120 LCFs, the next branch (A, character) jumps to about
80 LCs and rises to about 100 LCs, the next branch has again Z; character and is described
by 140 to 160 LCs, the last branch has again A, character and is described by about 110
LCs. The third A, state has for short C-C distances A, character and is described by less
than 80 LCs, then it has 37 character and is described by 120 to 160 LCs.

The number of significant LCs is by a factor of ten smaller. At short C-C distances,

the number of significant LCs is small and increases with increasing C-C increasing C-C

distance. This is found for all states and just shows that few MOs are needed to describe



Figure S1: Top left: Number of non-zero MO LCs for the three lowest ' A, states. Top right:
Number of significant LCs for the three lowest 'A4, states. Bottom: Number of large MO
LCs for the three lowest ' A4, states.
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stable molecules around the equilibrium geometry; many MOs and, therefore, many LCs are
needed to describe dissociated structures. This differs from state to state, the third A, state
needs twice as many LCs as the second state. But it is clear that the weight of the significant
LCs must decrease when the number of L.Cs increases, and, eventually all LCs may have a
weight smaller than 0.01. Both the first and the third state have for long distances E;
character and are represented by a large number of significant but by no large LCs; the
second state at long C-C distances, where the state has A, character, is represented by four
large LLCs and by a relatively few significant LCs.

In the following, all significant LCs are listed. CSF's are represented by strings describing



the occupation of the active orbitals, orbitals can be doubly occupied (occupation symbol
2), not occupied (occupation symbol 0), or singly occupied (occupations symbols a or b,

indicating occupation by an « or by a § electron. The order of the active MOs is: o, 7,

* * * * : o kK ok K
Ty, Ogy Op, Ty, T, 0,. String ababbaba means oym, w00, MM 0.

Table S1: Description of the significant MO LCs as linear combinations of MO
CSFs. Col 2: IRREP in D.,. Col 3: Description by occupation strings. Col 4:
Description by MO symbols.

LC IRREP  Occupation strings MO symbols

LCO1 %f 22220000 olminios?

LC02 X 20220200 + 22020020 o203 (w2mi? 4 m2m?)

LCO3 A, 2b2aba00 — 22bab0al o2 !(025,) (2 ' (Tem)) — 2 H(Tym)))
LC04 X7 22202000 olmimio,

LC05 A, 2a2abb00 — 22aab0b0 02 (027,) (w2 (mumy) — w2 H(mym; )
LC06 X 20222000 + 22022000 0203202 (72 4 72)

LCO7 A, 20222000 — 22022000 0203?02 (m — m2)

LC08 A, 20022200 — 20022020 020?02 (w2 — 7;?)

LC09 % 20022200 + 20022020  o20;%07 (w2 4 7;?)

LC10 XF 2ba20ab0 ol NTmy) H(mimy)

LC11 % 20202200 + 22002020 o202 (n2mi? 4 wim)?)

LC12 A, 202a200b — 220a200b o202 (72 — 72) *(oio})

LC13 X 202a200b + 220a200b o202 (7 + 72) *(oioy)

LC14 >F 222a000b olmim, H(otoy)
1

LC15 A, 2a02bb0a — 20a2b0ba 0202 Y(T,07) (H(mems) — Hmymy))
LC16 %7 a222b000 memio H(os0p)

LC17 A, aa2b2b00 — a2ab20b0 (o077 (H(memy) — H(mymy))
LC18 Xf 2a02bb0a + 20a2b0ba 0203 (T,07) (M(mems) + ' (my7))
LC19 %7 20020220 ololmin?



Table S1 (continued)

LC  IRREP Occupation MO symbols
strings.
LC20 % 202a020b + 220a002b o2 (0307) (w2mi? + wim?)
LC21 A, 20202200 — 22002020 020} (wims? — mam;?)
LC22 A, 200a220b — 200a202b o202 !(o%or) (w52 — m;?)
LC23 %} 200a220b + 200a202b o202 (okoy) (732 + 7;7)
LC24 XF a22ab00b w2 (0,0%) (T07)
LC25 ¥F a22bb00a mamy oot ) (T50)
LC26 A, 20220002 - 22020002 ¢203%07% (72 — 72)
LC27 Xf 2022b200 + a202b020  *(0,0,)052 (m2ms? 4 m2m?)
LC28 xf 20220002 + 22020002  olo;’0s? (w2 4 m2)
LC29 A, ab022a0b — a0b220ab (0,07 )0s202 (H(Tams) — (7ym)))
LC30 A, 20020202 - 20020022 oZo:%0%? (w2 — m;?)
LC31 %} 20020202 + 20020022 020320} (752 4 7;7)
LC32 %f ab022a0b + a0b220ab  *(0,0,)0:%02 (H(Toms) + H(7ym)))
LC33 X 200a022b oimimi? okoy)
LC34 Xf a02ab20b + a20ab02b  *(0.07)%(a,07) (wims? + w2ms?)
LC35 A, 2a02ba0b — 20a2b0ab  0207%*(7,07) (3(m,ms) — *(mym)))
LC36 A, a022b002 — a202b002 03203 (0,55 (7 — 73)
LC37 %) 2a02ba0b + 20a2b0ab o207 3(7,07) (*(memy) + 3 (mym)))
LC38 % a022b002 + a202b002 032032 (0,0,) (2 + 72)
LC39 Xf 2baalabb o2 (oroy) H(Tamy) (mimy)
LC40 %F a02bb20a + a20bb02a (0,07 (7,07) (72 + 72)
LC41 A, a002b202 — a002b022  03%072 (0,7,) (732 — m2)
LC42 %f a002b202 + a002b022  0:%072 Y (0,7,) (w32 4 m2)
LC43 ¥F 2aa20bb0 02037 3 (mymy)? (Timy)



Table S1 (continued)

LC  IRREP Occupation MO symbols

strings.
LC44 A, 20202002 — 22002002 oZo20s? (m) — m2)
LC45 %F 20202002 4 22002002 02020, (w2 4 w2)
LC46 X a002b220 Yoso,) 002 ms?ms?
LC4T ¥F ababbaba Yosmo) (myof) (osme) (7o)
LC48 Xf aba2bab0 Nosop) (Tamy) (mims) o
LC49 X 2abalabb o2 Nmay)  (mim) (okoy)
LC50 Xf 2baa0bab o2 N (Tamy) (mhm)  (oka))
LC51 A, 2b0aba02 — 20bab0a2  o203? (0%7,) (H(Tams) — H(Tym)))
LC52 %7 2b0aba02 + 20bab0a2  o203?'(ota,) ((mms) + ' (7y7)))
LC53 %7 a00ab22b Hos02)? (T ) miimy?
LC54 ¥ a00bb22a Yos0%) (Tpop)mi2ms?
LC55 A, 20002202 - 20002022 o200 (w2 — m?)
LC56 A, ab0a2b02 — a0ba20b2 o207 3(0,0%) (*(Tomy) — *(7ym;))
LC57 % 20002202 + 20002022  o2020;% (w2 4 7?)
LC58 % ab0a2b02 + a0ba20b2 020323 (0,07) (*(Tams) + 3(T,7))
LC59 A, 2a0abb02 — 20aab0b2  0203% Y (0%7,) (H(memy) — Hmymy))
LC60 X7 aabababb + abaabbab  3(0,0%)*(7,07) (M(m.m,) ! (mimy) + (Tom,) (wEm)))
LC61 ) 2a0abb02 4 20aab0b2 02072 (077, (M(memy) + (™)

21 of the 61 significant LCs have A, character.

In Figures [S2|the weights of those LCs are shown that have large weight somewhere along

the reaction coordinate. The avoided crossings can be clearly identified by the discontinuities

in the LC curves.



Figure S2: Top left: Weights of large MO LCs for the ground state. Top left: Weights of
large MO LCs for the 1st excited state. Bottom: Weights of large LCs for the 2nd excited
state.
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OVB description of the three lowest C, singlet states

The point group is Cy,, the rotation axis is the z-axis; the active orbitals are the OAOs, the
order in the actual calculations is sS4, 24, T, Y4, SB, 28, B, Yn, A and B indicate the two C
atoms. An occstring like aaa2bbb0 represents the OAO configuration s zx Ayi@@ﬁ. In
general, only LC have D, symmetry.

The number of non-zero LCs for each state is large, it varies with the C-C distance; the
number of significant LCs is by a factor of 5 smaller but still rather large. In total, 128
significant LCs occur in the wave functions describing the three 'A4; states. See Table [S2

The number of large LCs is by a factor on 10 smaller, only 15 LCs are large in any of the



three lowest ' A, states.

Comparison of Tables and [S2| shows the antagonistic development of the number of
contributing LCs for wave functions constructed with canonical MOs and with localized
FMOs.

Figure [S3| shows for all three singlet states how the number of large LCs increases when
going from large C-C distances towards short C-C distances; Figure [S4] shows this for the
weights of the large LCs and one can see that the increase of the number of large LCs is
accompanied by a decrease of the weights, this holds not only for the individual LCs but also
for the sum of the weights. The reason is the strong increase of the number of the significant
but not large LCs; for the ground state, Figure shows the development of the weights

separately for LCs with Z;r and with A, character.



Figure S3: Top left: Number of non-zero LCs for the three lowest A, singlet states. Top
right: Number of significant LCs for the three lowest A, singlet states. Bottom: Number of
large LCs for the three lowest A, singlet states.
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Figure S4: Top left: The distribution of the weights of the large LCs for the first A; singlet
state. Top right: The distribution of the weights of the large LCs for the second A; singlet
state. Bottom: The distribution of the weights of the large LCs for the third A; singlet

state.
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