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Abstract

Simulations of photochemical reaction dynamics have been a challenge to the the-

oretical chemistry community for some time. In an effort to determine the predictive

character of current approaches, we predict the results of an upcoming ultrafast diffrac-

tion experiment on the photodynamics of cyclobutanone after excitation to the lowest

lying Rydberg state (S2). A picosecond of nonadiabatic dynamics is described with ab

initio multiple spawning. We use both time dependent density functional theory and

equation-of-motion coupled cluster for the underlying electronic structure theory. We

find that the lifetime of the S2 state is more than a picosecond (with both TDDFT and

EOM-CCSD). The predicted UED spectrum exhibits numerous structural features, but

weak time dependence over the course of the simulations.
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1 Introduction

Accurate simulation of photorelaxation processes remains a challenge for modern computa-

tional chemistry. Photoexcitation of a chemical system is generally followed by significant

structural reorganizations due to differences between the potential energy surfaces (PESs)

of the excited and ground electronic states, often accompanied by radiationless transfer of

population between electronic states. Such population transfer tends to occur around regions

where PESs of different electronic states cross (so called ‘conical intersections’1,2) and stems

from nonadiabatic processes due to the breakdown of the Born-Oppenheimer approximation.

Photorelaxation pathways therefore tend to involve coupled electronic and nuclear dynamics

that is challenging to model computationally. There have been many advances towards im-

proved modeling of electronic excitations3–5 and nonadiabatic molecular dynamics,6,7 but it

can be difficult to quantify the accuracy that can be expected in reproducing experimental

observables from time-resolved experiments. Of course, there are many successful studies8–12

combining experiment and theory, and few would doubt the utility of theory and simulation

in the interpretation of such experiments. Yet, the degree of predictiveness that can be

expected from photochemical simulations remains largely unquantified. Blind tests provide

a means to begin to quantify the accuracy of photochemical simulations.

Figure 1: Cyclobutanone, with different C atoms labeled (H atoms not shown for clarity).

The photochemistry of cyclobutanone (Fig. 1) was chosen as such a blind test for this

special issue of The Journal of Chemical Physics. Photoexcitation of ketones often leads to
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Norrish reactions13 in which the bond between the carbonyl carbon (CO) and an α carbon

(Cα) is homolytically cleaved. Cyclobutanone is additionally expected to have considerable

ring strain (due to the presence of an unsaturated carbon in a four membered ring) and

as such has the potential to undergo significant structural dynamics upon photoexcitation.

Previous work14–17 has investigated the photochemistry upon excitation to the first excited

singlet (S1) state, reporting ring opening and formation of products like carbon monoxide

(CO), ethene (C2H4) and ketene (H2C––C––O). However, the S1 state has a low absorption

cross-section due to its n→ π∗ character at the ground (S0) state equilibrium geometry.

Therefore, exciting a substantial proportion of the molecules to the S1 state is likely to

require high pump power which can lead to multiphoton excitation/ionization. In order to

avoid such phenomena, the experimental study associated with this blind test instead aims

to use 200 nm light to excite cyclobutanone to the optically-bright second excited singlet

(S2) state with n→3s Rydberg character. The excited molecules will be subsequently probed

by ultrafast electron diffraction (UED18) to reveal the time-resolved structural dynamics

occurring from photorelaxation.

Certainly, the accuracy of the PESs is an important factor in describing excited state dy-

namics, and recently it has been suggested that this might often be critical.19 Unfortunately,

the most reliable methods are generally too computationally intensive for first principles

molecular dynamics on the necessary timescales. One way to circumvent this difficulty is

to use computationally expensive methods (reliable with few or no adjustable parameters,

but not easily applied within nonadiabatic dynamics) to calibrate and/or validate less ex-

pensive methods which can be used for long-time nonadiabatic dynamics simulations. In

photochemical problems, this calibration and validation most naturally begins with the elec-

tronic absorption spectrum. The equation-of-motion coupled cluster (EOM-CC20) method

is often able to provide accurate results for molecules in their equilibrium geometries. The

only “parameters” involved are the level of excitation (e.g. single and double excitations

in EOM-CCSD21) and the basis set. These parameters are reasonably well characterized,
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systematically improvable (for increased computational cost) and the level of convergence is

relatively straightforward to test for, such as through the use of a higher level of coupled

cluster theory like CC322 or a larger basis set. When the experimental absorption spectrum

is also available, direct comparison of the “reference” method with experiment allows for

the assessment of any uncertainties. The absorption spectrum can then be computed with

candidate methods (“lower level”) for the dynamics to validate the accuracy of the latter.

Of course, the ability to reproduce the absorption spectrum is only a necessary (and not suf-

ficient) condition for the accuracy of the dynamics simulation. Validation of the dynamics

carried out with the “lower level” method can be continued by identifying nearby critical

points on the PES influencing the dynamics (such as excited state minima or minimal energy

conical intersections) and comparing these (energetically and geometrically) to critical points

optimized with the reference method. Ideally, this back-and-forth of computing dynamics

and validating the potential energy surfaces continues throughout the dynamics, allowing

one to bootstrap one’s way to a reliable description of the photochemistry.

In some cases, time-dependent density functional theory (TDDFT23,24) could be a rea-

sonable choice for the lower level method, as it is computationally tractable for even large

molecules. TDDFT and EOM-CCSD obtain excited states from the linear response of a

ground-state DFT or CCSD solution to time-dependent electric fields, respectively. As a re-

sult, neither can describe the correct topology of conical intersections between the reference

ground state and excited states.25 However, they can describe conical intersections between

excited states, as long as complications from any non-Hermitian eigenvalue problems (which

can lead to complex energy eigenvalues) can be avoided. TDDFT in the Tamm-Dancoff

approximation26 (TDA-TDDFT) is guaranteed to avoid this problem by construction (al-

though other problems can be encountered in regimes where the ground state reference starts

to break down, such as highly stretched bonds27). For EOM-CCSD, the problem has been

studied in detail28–30 and formal solutions have been advanced.31–33

Since internal conversion out of the S2 state of cyclobutanone is expected to involve
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conical intersections with the S1 or S3 states, TDDFT or EOM-CCSD should in principle be

capable of describing the initial photorelaxation following 200 nm excitation (but would be

highly questionable for modeling the S1 → S0 decay). The feature corresponding to the S2

state in the experimental UV absorption spectrum of cyclobutanone34,35 (centered at 194 nm)

appears to exhibit vibrational fine structure, suggesting that there is a local minimum on S2

with a significant lifetime. As a result, the initial photorelaxation of cyclobutanone following

excitation with the 200 nm pump is likely to involve some localization of nuclear population

about this S2 minimum, potentially followed by internal conversion arising from vibrational

motions approaching conical intersections. We thus start with these linear response methods

to address the early time photodynamics of cyclobutanone. In this work, we will study the

photorelaxation dynamics of cyclobutanone following photoexcitation by a 200 nm pulse

using TDDFT and EOM-CCSD in conjunction with the ab initio multiple spawning (AIMS)

method6,36,37 for nonadiabatic molecular dynamics. Our results indicate that population

transfer out of the S2 state requires a few picoseconds under these conditions, leading to

(relatively) slow structural dynamics. A complete prediction of the photochemistry would

need to describe the decay from S1 → S0 (which cannot be done with either EOM-CCSD

or TDDFT), but we did not pursue this here because it seems unlikely that the signatures

for this process will be visible in the experimental UED signal, due to the slow growth of S1

population through internal conversion from S2.

2 Computational methods

All (TD)DFT calculations utilized the LRC-ωPBE functional38 (with the default value of

ω = 0.3 bohr−1) and the aug-cc-pVDZ basis set,39,40 being run with the GPU accelerated Ter-

aChem software package.41–44 While TDDFT with local functionals generally systematically

underestimates Rydberg state excitation energies,45 range separated hybrids like LRC-ωPBE

tend to fare much better for such states (having ∼ 0.3 eV errors for Franck-Condon region
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vertical excitation energies5). The chosen aug-cc-pVDZ basis was also sufficiently flexible to

represent the Rydberg states, as indicated by prior work5 and comparison to doubly aug-

mented basis sets, as discussed in the supporting information (SI). TDA26 was utilized to

ensure that the linear-response eigenproblem is Hermitian and thereby guarantee real-valued

excitation energies.

EOM-CCSD calculations were run with the CPU based eT software package46, using

the same aug-cc-pVDZ basis set. The frozen-core approximation was not utilized for the

CC calculations. EOM-CCSD is known to be quite accurate for the valence and Rydberg

excited states of small molecules, predicting vertical excitation energies at the Franck-Condon

geometry to ∼ 0.1 eV accuracy.3 It is nonetheless quite computationally demanding, with

computational cost scaling formally as the sixth power of the system size.20 Although recent

work has shown how to reduce this to quartic scaling in practice,47–51 the analytic gradients

and nonadiabatic couplings necessary for nonadiabatic dynamics simulations have yet to be

implemented. The high cost of EOM-CC in conjunction with its known defective description

of certain excited-state crossings28–30 has, to the best of our knowledge, prevented the use

of EOM-CCSD based simulations of nonadiabatic dynamics with a proper treatment of

conical intersections although it has been used to compute absorption spectra through the

use of quasi-diabatization in the past.52 Some of the authors (O.J.F. and T.M.) have worked

on developing an interface for performing AIMS simulations using EOM-CCSD with the

eT package, enabling the first EOM-CCSD based nonadiabatic dynamics simulations that

feature a proper description of conical intersections between excited states. A more detailed

description of this interface, along with its promising application to the photochemistry of

thymine is the subject of a forthcoming publication.53

All calculations use spin-restricted orbitals despite the potential for bond cleavage, as

spin-contamination can lead to significant qualitative problems with the excited state PES

predicted by linear-response methods.27
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Figure 2: Computed UV absorbtion spectrum from LRC-ωPBE/aug-cc-pVDZ (left) and
EOM-CCSD/aug-cc-pVDZ (right), compared to experiment.34,35 The stick spectra for the
sampled geometries (4096 for DFT and 100 for CCSD, sampled from the ground state
harmonic vibrational wavefunction of the corresponding electronic structure method) were
broadened by Gaussians with σ = 0.1 eV and summed, followed by a constant energy shift
(noted in the title) to align the maxima at ∼ 194 nm with experiment. This semiclassical
treatment is not expected to (and does not) reproduce the vibrational fine structure in the
experimental spectrum. The contributions from the S2 and S3 states to the total computed
spectrum is also indicated, showing that only the S2 state has perceptible absorption at the
200 nm pump wavelength. The absorption energies for the geometries selected for the nona-
diabatic simulations (see Computational Methods) are depicted as black lines with heights
proportional to the corresponding oscillator strength.

2.1 Selection of Initial Conditions For AIMS Simulations

Initial nuclear positions and momenta for the AIMS simulations were generated by sampling

from the ground state harmonic vibrational wavefunction of the molecule about the S0 state

equilibrium geometry optimized with LRC-ωPBE/aug-cc-pVDZ and CCSD/aug-cc-pVDZ

for the TDDFT and EOM-CCSD dynamics, respectively. The UV absorbtion spectrum

was constructed from the sampled geometries (see Fig. 2), and aligned to the experimental

spectrum34,35 with a small constant energy domain blueshift (0.05 eV for TDDFT and 0.08

eV for EOM-CCSD, demonstrating the relative accuracy of the methods in question). This

confirmed that the S2 n→3s Rydberg state was essentially the only state absorbing at the

200 nm pump wavelength and further validated both the TDDFT and EOM-CCSD methods
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in the Franck-Condon region.

We subsequently obtained the initial nuclear positions for the AIMS simulations by sam-

pling from the geometries utilized for the absorption spectrum calculations, weighted to

approximate the effect of the 200 nm pump pulse. For this selection protocol, each geom-

etry i was assigned a weight wi = fie
− (Ei−E0)

2

2σ2 where fi and Ei are the oscillator strength

and excitation energy (with the alignment shift included) of the S2 state at this geometry,

E0 is the 200 nm pump energy (6.199 eV) and σi = 0.0517 eV is a measure of the pump

pulse width (corresponding to 4 nm full-width-at-half-max/FWHM). These weights wi were

normalized to construct a discrete probability distribution for these geometries, from which

a subset was selected (with replacement) for the AIMS dynamics simulations, to model the

initial wavepacket after excitation with the 200 nm pump. In total, 64 initial geometries

(58 geometries sampled once, and 3 sampled twice, leading to 61 unique geometries) out of

4096 sampled for the absorption spectrum calculation were selected for the TDDFT/AIMS

dynamics simulations, and 18 unique geometries for the EOM-CCSD/AIMS dynamics simu-

lations. These geometries were paired with nuclear momenta sampled from the correspond-

ing ground state harmonic vibrational wavefunction for the AIMS simulations. These initial

geometry-momentum pairs are subsequently referred to as initial conditions for convenience.

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Population Transfer Dynamics

The evolution of population in different electronic states over the course of the AIMS sim-

ulations is shown in Fig 3. One initial condition was neglected as the dynamics could not

be run to a full picosecond (see SI for additional discussion). The TDDFT results with the

remaining 63 initial conditions indicate relatively slow internal conversion out of S2 to lower

energy singlet states, and essentially no population transfer to higher energy states. We find

that the S2 population at 1 ps is ∼ 0.80 ± 0.04 from TDDFT/AIMS simulations over the
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Figure 3: Electronic state populations from AIMS simulations using LRC-ωPBE (left) and
EOM-CCSD (right). Note that the EOM-CCSD simulations were only run for 500 fs, while
TDDFT results up to 1 ps are shown. One initial condition out of 64 was neglected for the
TDDFT population plot as the dynamics could not be run to 1 ps (see SI for discussion).
The non S2 populations are described as belonging to lower energy states (i.e. S1 and S0)
and higher energy states (i.e. S3 and beyond) instead of precise state labels as the S1 → S0

internal conversion cannot be modeled by the electronic structure methods utilized for the
AIMS simulations.

63 initial conditions utilized for Fig. 3 (the uncertainty being the 1σ value estimated from

bootstrap statistics54 over the initial conditions). In particular, we note that only 18 of these

63 initial conditions exhibit any S2 → S1 internal conversion within 1 ps over the course of

the AIMS simulations, transferring 68% of the initial S2 population associated with these

18 initial conditions (20% across all 63 initial conditions). If we further assume that the

neglected initial condition would have undergone complete internal conversion out of S2 by

1 ps (as seems reasonable, see discussion in SI), we would instead obtain an S2 population

range of 0.79 ± 0.04. Thus, TDDFT dynamics predict a lifetime for S2 of at least 2 ps.

The EOM-CCSD calculations are quite computationally demanding and therefore were

only attempted for 18 initial conditions up to 500 fs. In this timespan, we observe only one

S2 → S1 spawning event (at 474 fs) that transfers 47% of the S2 population corresponding

to that initial condition to S1 (2.6% of the total S2 population over all 18 initial conditions).

These results suggest even slower internal conversion than the TDDFT calculations. Addi-
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tionally, 2 initial conditions out of 18 lead to elongated Cα−CO bond lengths (in excess of

2.5 Å) which cause ground state CCSD convergence failures (at 384 and 441 fs, respectively).

Thus, we cannot exclude the possibility of population transfer from S2 → S1 within 500 fs

occurring in these two AIMS simulations. We do not observe any other decay channels in the

EOM-CCSD/AIMS dynamics, with the other 15/18 ICs remaining on S2 for the full 500 fs.

The limited number of initial conditions and the relatively short duration of the EOM-CCSD

AIMS simulations make it extremely difficult to obtain precise estimates of the S2 lifetime.

Even complete population transfer out of S2 for the two initial conditions with convergence

failures within 500 fs would be consistent with a few-picosecond timescale for S2 population

loss (naively indicating at least a 3 ps lifetime within a monoexponential model), supporting

the general conclusions from the TDDFT simulations. In short, both TDDFT and EOM-

CCSD predict an S2 lifetime of more than 2 ps, with the more accurate EOM-CCSD method

predicting the longer lifetime of the two, albeit with much greater uncertainty.

3.2 Geometric Changes Associated With Internal Conversion

The slow population transfer out of the S2 state (in comparison to molecular vibrational

timescales) indicates that most of the nuclear density is concentrated around minima on

the S2 potential energy surface, with internal conversion occurring as conical intersections

with S1 (and very rarely, S3) are approached during vibrations away from the minima. We

therefore attempt to determine the geometric distortions on the S2 surface associated with

spawning to S1 within AIMS (representing regions of strong nonadiabatic coupling between

the S2 and S1 states). Only 18 TDDFT initial conditions out of 63 lead to internal conversion

to S1 within 1 ps (transferring ∼ 20% of the total S2 population), and they appear to do

so through a limited set of geometric distortions at the spawning geometry, as shown in Fig

4. Stretching of a Cα−H bond is responsible for the largest fraction of internal conversion,

representing 37% of the S2 population that is transferred to S1. Stretching of Cβ−H bonds on

the other hand, appears to only contribute 16% of the internal conversion. These pathways
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Figure 4: Percentage of the total S2 → S1 internal conversion within 1 ps in the LRC-
ωPBE/AIMS simulations, as classified via geometric distortions in the corresponding spawn-
ing geometries. We note that the total S2 population transferred to S1 is only 20% over the
63 TDDFT/AIMS simulations, and the percentages shown in this figure correspond to frac-
tions of this total transfer.

with relatively little distortion of the four membered ring thus contribute to about half of

the internal conversion, and appear to involve S2/S1 states corresponding to excitations out

of the O lone pair to states of mixed valence/Rydberg character.

The remainder of internal conversion (∼ 46%) occurs through states with significant C-

C bond elongation in the ring, such as stretching of a Cα−Cβ bond (24%), stretching of

a Cα−CO bond (11%) or both, leading to structures resembling [2+2] cycloelimination of

ketene and ethene (11%). These tend to involve S2/S1 states of valence character, typically

with excitations out of the stretched C-C formally σ bonding orbitals as well as the O lone

pair into antibonding levels.

Interestingly, the only spawning event to occur in the EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations

involves the stretching of a Cα−CO bond on the S2 surface, which is the distortion also
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observed for the two cases where the simulations fail due to ground state CCSD convergence

failures. In contrast, TDDFT/AIMS shows only a single spawning event involving Cα−CO

stretch within 500 fs, transferring 6% of the total population converting to S1 within this

time. The relative propensity for Cα−CO bond elongation in the EOM-CCSD calculations

(relative to other structural distortions that could permit internal conversion) thus appears

to be higher than in TDDFT.

Figure 5: Energy minima on the S2 surface and minimum energy conical intersections
(MECIs) between S2 and S1 as optimized by TDDFT. Relative energies from TDDFT (as
well as from EOM-CCSD on the corresponding structures optimized with EOM-CCSD, given
inside parentheses in italics) are also provided.

3.3 Critical Points on Potential Energy Surfaces

While the ultrafast dynamics of photorelaxation in chemical systems are typically nonequi-

librium, general features about the mechanisms can be classified or interpreted on the basis
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of critical points like local minima or minimum energy conical intersections (MECIs). Both

TDDFT and EOM-CCSD find two separate types of local minima on the S2 surface, as shown

in Fig 5. The lower energy structure is of Rydberg character and involves relatively little

distortion relative to the Franck-Condon geometry, suggesting this form is responsible for the

vibrational fine structure in the UV absorption spectrum. The higher energy structure in-

volves an elongated Cα−Cβ bond, and is of valence excitation character (out of the stretched

bond σ orbital to the π∗ level). These two minima are energetically separated by only 0.04

eV at the TDDFT level, while EOM-CCSD predicts that the valence minimum is higher

in energy by 0.54 eV relative to the Rydberg minimum. Interestingly, both TDDFT and

EOM-CCSD appear to predict low energy configurations with bond dissociation (through

either cleavage of a CO−Cα bond or cycloelimination to form ketene+ethene) that are below

the aforementioned local minima on the S2 surface, but precise minimum energy structures

corresponding to these geometric changes could not be optimized as the single reference

TDDFT/EOM-CCSD calculations become unreliable for highly stretched bonds. The low

rate of CO−Cα bond breaking in the TDDFT/AIMS simulations nonetheless suggest that

nonnegligible effective barriers likely exist towards the formation of these low energy bond

cleaved structures at the TDDFT level. In this regard, it is worth noting that the energy

released by relaxation on the S2 surface from the Franck-Condon point to Rydberg character

minimum is 0.24 eV with TDDFT and 0.30 eV with EOM-CCSD. As the 200 nm pump pulse

is lower in energy than the experimental absorption band maximum (∼ 194 nm) by about

∼ 0.2 eV, even less energy is made available by geometrical relaxation on the S2 surface to

the Rydberg character minimum. However, the semiclassical modeling of nuclear dynamics

via initial conditions sampled from the harmonic ground state wavefunction provides the

system with additional energy (from zero-point energy) that could help drive processes that

would appear to be forbidden from relative energetics of critical point geometries alone.

We also find three distinct MECIs between the S2 and S1 surfaces with TDDFT (shown

in Fig 5), roughly corresponding to the two distinct S2 minima (as shown in Fig 5). The two
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MECIs that involve elongation of C-H bonds geometrically resemble the Rydberg charac-

ter S2 minimum, while the third MECI resembles the valence S2 minimum but with further

stretching of the Cα−Cβ bond. These MECIs could not be directly found at the EOM-CCSD

level as the method involves diagonalization of a non-Hermitian matrix that led to complex

eigenvalues in the neighborhood of these conical intersections.30 The minimum energy ge-

ometries obtained from a CI search with ≤ 0.02 eV S2/S1 energy gaps were consequently

treated as “approximate MECIs” for estimating relative energies at the EOM-CCSD level

(also reported in Fig 5).

The TDDFT/AIMS simulations indicate that the MECI involving Cα-H stretching is

responsible for roughly 37% of the population transfer out of S2 within 1 ps (see Fig. 4).

The MECI with Cβ-H elongation is substantially higher in energy (1.32 eV vs the Rydberg

character minimum at the TDDFT level) and as such is perceptibly less accessible, accounting

for 16% of the S2 → S1 internal conversion in the TDDFT/AIMS simulations. The EOM-

CCSD “approximate MECIs” between S2 and S1 surfaces with similar geometries appear

to be even less energetically accessible than what is indicated by TDDFT, consistent with

the lack of internal conversion through C-H elongation channels in the EOM-CCSD/AIMS

simulations.

The valence character MECI involving stretching of the Cα-Cβ bond is the lowest of

the three MECIs in energy (0.20 eV vs the Rydberg minimum at the TDDFT level), but

involves a change in S2 excitation character from Rydberg to valence, suggesting the presence

of an intermediate barrier. On the other hand, a nudged elastic band (NEB55) calculation

indicated that no barrier exists between the valence minimum and this MECI, the path

being purely uphill in energy. In this regard, we note that there is a S2/S3 MECI that can

be found along the NEB path connecting the two S2 minima at the TDDFT level, which is

0.59 eV above the Rydberg minimum at the TDDFT level. A proper (i.e. non-defective)

MECI between S2 and S3 can similarly be obtained at the EOM-CCSD level, being 0.93

eV above the Rydberg S2 minimum. The relaxation through the stretching of the Cα-Cβ
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bond starting from the Rydberg chracter S2 minimum can therefore be seen as a two step

process involving traversing the S2 → S3 MECI to access the valence character minimum,

followed by an uphill climb to this S2 → S1 MECI. Nonetheless, higher energy pathways

involving adiabatic change of S2 excitation character between the two S2 minima potentially

also exist. As a result of these effective barriers, this MECI is responsible for a relatively

small proportion of the S2 → S1 internal conversion at the TDDFT/AIMS level (24%) and

appears to not be accessed at the EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations.

Fig. 4 shows that ∼ 22% of the internal conversion from S2 → S1 within 1 ps at the

TDDFT level occurs via structures with elongated CO−Cα bonds or cycloelimination to form

ketene+ethene. We could not optimize S2 minima structures or S2/S1 MECIs corresponding

to these channels with either TDDFT or EOM-CCSD due to difficulties associated with

converging the reference ground state calculations in the stretched bond regime, but the S2

energies that arose over the course of such optimizations were often lower than the local

minima mentioned earlier. As a result, effective barriers must exist between the Rydberg

S2 minima where nuclear density accumulates per the AIMS simulations, and low energy

stretched bond regimes on the S2 PES. We did find a transition state structure corresponding

to CO−Cα bond elongation relative to the Rydberg character local minimum on the S2

surface with TDDFT, that was 0.53 eV above that minimum. Interestingly, the ground state

DFT solution at this transition state geometry is stable against spin-polarization, suggesting

that TDDFT is qualitatively adequate for this degree of CO−Cα bond elongation (2.13 Å).

Constrained optimizations with EOM-CCSD indicated the presence of a barrier of ∼ 0.27

eV against the elongation CO−Cα (corresponding to a structure with a 2.075 Å CO−Cα

stretch). This lower barrier from EOM-CCSD is consistent with the higher propensity to

encounter CO−Cα stretched geometries from the EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations compared

to TDDFT/AIMS, as discussed earlier. The relaxation pathway involving such stretched

bond configurations is likely to entail rapid S1 → S0 interconversion due to reduced excitation

energies and ground state biradical character in the stretched bond regime, but this cannot
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be modeled with either TDDFT or EOM-CCSD. Nonetheless, a general photorelaxation

mechanism involving CO−Cα bond elongation from the Rydberg S2 minimum leading to

internal conversion and significant structural dynamics appears plausible for 200 nm excited

cyclobutanone under experimental conditions. Both TDDFT/AIMS and EOM-CCSD/AIMS

simulations appear to suggest a picosecond scale relaxation along CO−Cα elongation based

pathways, with TDDFT/AIMS indicating that other internal conversion pathways are more

likely. However, the associated single reference electronic structure methods may not be

sufficiently accurate for highly stretched CO−Cα geometries, and the true rate may be either

faster or slower depending on the true barrier along this channel.

3.4 Mechanistic Illustration

We summarize the photodecay channels observed in our simulations in Fig. 6. Upon ver-

tical excitation from the Franck-Condon geometry, we have a relaxation energy of 0.30 eV

in EOM-CCSD and and 0.24 eV in TDDFT, reflecting the difference in S2 energy at the

Franck-Condon and S2 minimum (Rydberg) geometries. For EOM-CCSD, this initial excess

energy, while very close to the ∼ 0.27 eV barrier to CO-Cα elongation from the Rydberg-

type minimum on S2, is much less than the four MECIs (three S2 → S1 shown in Fig. 5

and one S2 → S3) implicated in the TDDFT dynamics, with the lowest-lying of these being

an S3/S2 MECI connecting the two S2 minima. The CO-Cα elongation pathway has by far

the most readily surmountable barrier at the EOM-CCSD level and this is manifested in our

dynamics, where we only observe distortions away from the S2 Rydberg-type minimum in the

form of CO-Cα elongation (leading to one spawning event and two ground state convergence

failures). Because we have only very limited dynamics at the EOM-CCSD/AIMS level, we

cannot make any definitive statements about the channels that are not observed. Based on

EOM-CCSD single point calculations at the various critical geometries, and their lack of

participation in the EOM-CCSD/AIMS dynamics, we have sketched the higher lying part

of the S2 potential surface in Fig. 6a. We stress that this is a schematic diagram, intended
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S2 Rydberg

(0.27 eV)

(? eV)
S2 Valence

(1.1 eV)(0.9 eV)

(1.7 eV)

(1.2 eV)

Ketene + Ethene:
Not Observed

C𝛼−CO Cleavage: Observed

C𝛼−C𝛽 Cleavage: 
Not Observed

C𝛽-H Stretch:
Not Observed

C𝛼−H Stretch: 
Not Observed

(0.5 eV)

S3/S2 CI

S2/S1 CI

a) EOM-CCSD

Relaxation Energy = 0.3 eV

C𝛽-H Stretch: Observed

(1.3 eV)

(0.5 eV) (0.6 eV) (0.5 eV)

C𝛼−H Stretch: Observed

S2 ValenceS2 Rydberg

(? eV)

(0.04 eV)

(0.2 eV)

C𝛼−C𝛽 Cleavage: 
Observed

Ketene + Ethene: 
Observed

C𝛼−CO Cleavage: Observed

S3/S2 CI

S2/S1 CI

b) TDDFT

Relaxation Energy = 0.24 eV

Figure 6: Schematic illustration of the mechanistic pathways observed
(and possible, but not observed) in the EOM-CCSD/AIMS (a) and
TDDFT/AIMS (b) dynamics. Note that the vertical, potential energy
axis is approximate and not necessarily to scale.
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to summarize the observed dynamics and critical points that we have located.

On the other hand, there is no pathway immediately accessible from the S2 Rydberg-type

minimum at the TDDFT level, with both the Cα-H stretch S2/S1 and S3/S2 MECIs lying

around 0.5-0.6 eV about the S2 Rydberg-type minimum. In fact, the initial relaxation energy

of 0.24 eV is insufficient to overcome any of the barriers leading away from the Rydberg-type

minimum. However, the initial nuclear kinetic energy cannot be ignored (see Fig. S1) and

this explains the observed population transfer events from S2 → S1 in the vicinity of each type

of MECI outlined in Fig. 4, with Cα-H elongation being the predominant channel (∼ 37%),

Cα-Cβ elongation next (∼ 25%), and Cβ-H elongation, Cα-CO elongation, and ketene and

ethene being less prominent, each around ∼ 10 − 15%. In the mechanistic cartoon for the

TDDFT/AIMS simulations, we see that the Cα-H MECI is accessible directly from the S2

Rydberg minimum, while the Cα-Cβ cleavage pathway, the next most observed, requires

first traversing the barrier separating the two S2 minima, before again moving slightly uphill

away from the S2 valence-type mimimum toward the Cα-Cβ elongation MECI. Hence, even

though the barriers leading away from the S2 Rydberg-type mimimum are similar for these

two pathways, the Cα-Cβ elongation pathway requires a larger distortion and therefore is

observed in lesser proportion in the TDDFT dynamics. The three remaining pathways (Cβ-

H elongation, Cα-CO elongation, ketene and ethene) are the smallest contributors to the

TDDFT dynamics, and are accordingly sketched as having the highest barriers. However,

due to their low occurrence, a definitive ordering of the barriers is not attempted and the one

suggested in Fig. 6 should not be construed as such; rather, it is based on the single point

TDDFT calculations at the critical geometries listed earlier to show the variety of channels

that may be implicated in the photorelaxation dynamics of cyclobutanone upon excitation

to S2.
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Figure 7: Top row: Real-space UED transient spectra generated using LRC-ωPBE/AIMS
(left, 1 ps) and EOM-CCSD/AIMS (right, 500 fs). The transient signal was convolved in the
time and spatial domains with Gaussians of FWHM 150 fs and 0.5 Å respectively, to better
represent experimental conditions. Middle row: The difference in UED signals between the S2

local minimum geometry of Rydberg character and the Franck-Condon geometry from LRC-
ωPBE (left) and EOM-CCSD (right). Bottom row: The difference in UED signals between
the S2 local minimum geometry of valence character and the Franck-Condon geometry from
LRC-ωPBE (left) and EOM-CCSD (right).

3.5 Ultrafast Electron Diffraction

Real-space transient ultrafast electron diffraction (UED) spectra arising from the AIMS

simulations are shown in Fig. 7 (momentum space diffraction patterns can be found in the

SI). The UED spectra were obtained using an independent-atom model (IAM) and atomic

UED cross sections generated by the ELSEPA program56 for a 3.7 MeV e− beam. The

IAM utilizes only geometric information (and not electronic state charge densities), and
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cannot distinguish between different electronic characters for a given molecular structure.

The computed transient UED signal was convolved with a Gaussian of 150 fs full-width half

max (FWHM) in time to reflect the resolution of the instrument and a Gaussian of 0.5 Å

FWHM in space.

The main depletion (blue) and growth (red) features in the time-resolved UED spectrum

from the AIMS simulations (top row of Fig. 7) appear to correspond very well with the

difference signal (middle row of Fig. 7) computed from the Rydberg character S2 minimum

and the Franck-Condon geometry at the corresponding level of electronic structure. Fur-

thermore, the positions of the transient features appear remarkably stable over time and no

new significant features appear or disappear. This indicates a lack of significant structural

dynamics during the course of the simulations. Lineouts taken at real-space separations

corresponding to local maxima (minima) of the difference signal show a rapid rise (fall) from

no net signal at t = 0, followed by oscillations about the asymptotic long-time value (as

shown in the SI). Fitting these lineouts to the sum of an exponential and a sinusoid indicate

that the initial rapid rise/fall occurs in about ∼ 40 − 80 fs, and the oscillation period is

∼ 65 fs from both TDDFT/AIMS and EOM-CCSD/AIMS. The first timescale likely reflects

relaxation to the Rydberg character local minimum following photoexcitation to S2, and

the second is consistent with ring stretching modes around this excited state minimum (∼

500 cm−1; see Table S4). We note that the oscillations persist over our AIMS simulation

timescales, and therefore might be experimentally observable with sufficient time resolution.

In passing, we note that the difference signal between the valence character S2 minimum

and the Franck-Condon geometry aligns perceptibly less well with features in the transient

signal, indicating lack of any significant buildup of nuclear density around such minima on

the S2 PES.

It is interesting to consider how the experimental UED signal would differ if the S2 →

S1 internal conversion dynamics was faster or slower than the few ps timescale indicated

by our AIMS simulations. If the S2 lifetimes were large relative to the timescales of the
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UED experiment, the same stable set of transient features shown in the top panels of Fig. 7

would be expected to persist to longer times. Vibrational coherence may be lost over time

through intramolecular vibrational redistribution leading to loss of explicit oscillations in the

transient UED signal and some additional broadening, but qualitatively the behavior should

largely be expected to be similar to what is observed in Fig. 7, namely the nuclear density

remaining localized about the Rydberg character S2 minimum.

Conversely, a faster timescale of internal conversion that leads to dissociative dynamics is

likely to lead to a disappearance of some transient features observed in Fig. 7. In particular,

it seems reasonable to expect that the short distance growth features (R ≤ 2 Å) might

disappear over time as cyclobutanone dissociates into smaller products. A rate for internal

conversion out of S2 leading to larger structural dynamics thus might be experimentally

discernable from the decay rate of the lineout corresponding to the growth feature that is

predicted to be R ∼ 1.8 Å in the transient signal, as it is the lowest R prominent growth

feature observed in the computed transient UED spectrum.

3.6 Time Resolved Photoelectron Spectra

In order to continue validating our simulation results, it would be prudent to compare to any

closely related experiments. In fact, a time-resolved photoelectron spectroscopy57 (TRPES)

experiment has been previously reported for cyclobutanone after 200 nm excitation (using a

352 nm probe pulse, i.e. 3.5 eV).58 TRPES is a powerful technique for studying nonadiabatic

dynamics and previous work has shown how to model TRPES spectra with AIMS.59,60

We have therefore computed the TRPES signal arising from our AIMS simulations at the

352 nm probe wavelength, considering only one-photon ionization channels and following

the previously described procedure.59,60 Only the TDDFT/AIMS simulations were utilized

for modeling TRPES, due to the limited number of initial conditions used for the EOM-

CCSD/AIMS simulations.

Single photon ionization from the S0 state of cyclobutanone is energetically forbidden
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at the 352 nm probe wavelength, and TRPES signal can only arise from electronic excited

states. Furthermore, only the electronic ground state of the cation (the lowest doublet or

D0 state) can be energetically accessed with this probe. Our calculations therefore only

considered ionization to the D0 state from singlet excited states of neutral cyclobutanone.

The kinetic energy of the ionized electron was computed as the difference between the

energy of a 352 nm probe photon and the time-dependent ionization potential of the pho-

toexcited molecule (the D0 state cation energies being obtained from unrestricted LRC-

ωPBE/aug-cc-pVDZ calculations). Computed ionization potentials were shifted by -0.11

eV to correct for errors in the TDDFT vertical S0/S2 excitation and S0/D0 ionization en-

ergies. The probability of ionization is approximated by the Sn/D0 Dyson orbital norm61

(where Sn is the electronic state corresponding to a given trajectory basis function) when the

computed electron kinetic energy is positive, and otherwise vanishes. We computed Dyson

orbital norms at a number of geometries from the dynamics and found that these exhibited

little variation. Thus, we approximate these as constant. For each AIMS initial condition,

ionization potentials were computed every 40 fs. To match the experimental cross-correlation

between pump and probe, a Gaussian convolution of 124 fs FWHM in time was applied to

the TRPES signal. An energy-domain Gaussian convolution of 0.02 eV FWHM was also

applied to smooth the spectrum.

Fig. 8 shows the energy-integrated TRPES profile obtained from the TDDFT/AIMS

simulations, and compares it with the corresponding S2 state population. The decay of the

computed total integrated TRPES signal intensity tracks quite well with the S2 electronic

population from the underlying TDDFT/AIMS simulations. This indicates that the TRPES

signal decay rate is a faithful measure of the internal conversion timescale, and is not signif-

icantly affected by ionization potential shifts during relaxation on S2 (a possibility which is

known to complicate the interpretation of TRPES experiments62).

The experimental study58 reported that the total energy integrated TRPES signal was

fit with a biexponential decay process with time constants of 0.31±0.06 ps and 0.74±0.02
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Figure 8: Computed energy-integrated TRPES profile obtained from the first 1.0 ps of
TDDFT/AIMS simulations, compared to the S2 state electronic population from the same
simulations.

ps. This is appreciably faster than the signal decay rate observed from our computational

results in Fig. 8, where 80% of the integrated signal persists at 1 ps. This disagreement and

the demonstration in Fig. 8 that the TRPES signal is a faithful proxy for the S2 population

suggests that the S2 lifetime from our TDDFT/AIMS simulations is too long. Of course,

the EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations predict an even longer S2 lifetime, albeit with far more

limited statistics. We can already anticipate that the measured UED signal may reflect this

discrepancy.

4 Conclusion

In conclusion, our AIMS simulations employing TDDFT and EOM-CCSD methods indicate

that internal conversion out of the S2 state of cyclobutanone following photoexcitation by a

200 nm pump pulse, is a rather slow, multi-picosecond process. More precisely, only one out

of 18 initial conditions utilized in the EOM-CCSD simulations underwent internal conver-

sion to S1 in 500 fs, while ∼ 80% of the population remains on S2 after 1 ps in the TDDFT
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simulations. As a result, EOM-CCSD and TDDFT agree that the S2 population decay

time-constant is greater than 2 ps. While a more quantitative value would require longer

dynamics simulations, these results nevertheless indicate that EOM-CCSD and TDDFT pre-

dict internal conversion out of S2 to be a multi-picosecond process. The molecule relaxes

to a minimum of Rydberg character on the S2 potential energy surface following photoex-

citation, and slow internal conversion can only happen through vibrations away from this

minimum. The transient UED signal computed within the IAM (shown in Fig. 7 from the

AIMS simulations indeed shows both relaxation to the S2 Rydberg geometry and subsequent

∼ 500 cm−1 C-C ring stretching vibrations. We note that the differences in electron density

between the ground state and the Rydberg excited state of this small molecule could lead to

signal differences that would require more detailed UED simulations63 (not attempted here).

Previous work has shown that beyond-IAM computations can be important in modeling

diffraction.10,64,65

The small amount of internal conversion to S1 which was observed in the TDDFT sim-

ulations arises from structural changes involving C-C and C-H bond elongations (as shown

in Fig. 4). EOM-CCSD is expected to lead to even slower dynamics as the resulting S2 →

S1 CIs are generally more energetically inaccessible than TDDFT. Nonetheless, EOM-CCSD

does appear to have a lower barrier for relaxation via CO−Cα than TDDFT, suggesting that

this pathway is more relevant than indicated by the TDDFT/AIMS internal conversion path-

way analysis in Fig. 4. We also note that the role of C-H elongations in internal conversion

in particular could potentially be experimentally studied with time-resolved experiments on

deuterated cyclobutanone. As discussed in the SI, we also find that intersystem crossing to

the triplet manifold is unlikely on the few picosecond timescale. The spin-orbit couplings

between the S2 state at the Rydberg minimum and proximate triplets (T{2,3}) is < 1 cm−1

(though larger values are potentially possible in the stretched bond regimes).

Both TDDFT and EOM-CCSD perform linear-response on single-reference ground state

solutions and therefore can have difficulty with molecular geometries involving dissociating
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bonds. Specifically, overestimation of ground state energies due to persistence of charge-

transfer contributions in the reference within a spin-restricted formalism could lead to ele-

vated excited state energies in the stretched bond regime, creating artificial barriers against

dissociation27. However, EOM-CCSD is expected to exhibit such behavior to a lesser extent

than TDDFT (as it explicitly correlates electrons in a pairwise manner), and the appar-

ently slower internal conversion dynamics in the former therefore appears to lend greater

confidence to the few-picosecond internal conversion timescale predicted by TDDFT. This

suggests that the largest disagreement between our computational results and the experi-

ment would arise from the underlying electronic structure methods being challenged by bond

cleavage, followed by the use of the IAM to compute UED signals. In addition, we note that

we sampled from the ground state harmonic vibrational wavefunction of the molecule, ne-

glecting any anharmonic effects or finite-temperature contributions. Indeed, cyclobutanone

has a low frequency ( < 100 cm−1) ring puckering mode with substantial anharmonic charac-

ter,66 and this degree of freedom may not be well approximated by our ground state harmonic

wavefunction based approach to initial conditions for AIMS simulations.

We have tried to stress the need for continual validation before, during, and after the

dynamics simulations, through comparisons to more accurate electronic structure methods or

available experiments. Indeed, the computation of dynamics with the EOM-CCSD method

(using relatively few initial conditions due to the computational expense) may be viewed as

an extreme example of such continual validation. In this case, the EOM-CCSD dynamics

boosted our confidence in a multi-picosecond S2 lifetime. However, we also encountered a

warning in the last comparison (after the dynamics, comparing to a TRPES experiment).

In particular, our simulations of the TRPES observable with the same dynamics we used for

predicting the UED observable suggest that both EOM-CCSD and TDDFT may be over-

predicting the lifetime of S2. It will be exciting to see how well our predictions fare. As Yogi

Berra and Niels Bohr famously said, ”Prediction is hard, especially about the future.”
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1 Experimental Protocol

The details of the experiment associated with the special issue are provided below, repro-

duced verbatim from the invitation to the Special Issue from the website of the Journal of

Chemical Physics:

“The experiment will be performed at the SLAC Megaelectronvolt Ultrafast Electron

Diffraction facility. A gas sample of about 1 mbar of cyclobutanone will be irradiated with

200 nm light (≈80 fs cross-correlation) and electron diffraction images will be obtained with

150 fs time resolution (FWHM) and 0.6 Å spatial resolution (2π/Smax), with the scattering

vector S ranging from 1-10 Å. The experiment will be performed at a repetition rate of 360

Hz and the gas sample will be exchanged after each optical/electron pulse pair. Note that

the excitation is believed to target a Rydberg (3s) excited state (i.e., n→3s) and not the

n→ π∗ state (280 nm) which is believed to be the lowest singlet excited state. This is because

the oscillator strength of the n→ π∗ state is too low and direct excitation to this state would
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likely lead to multiphoton transitions. The intensity of the 200 nm excitation light will be

kept as low as experimentally feasible (5 µJ) to excite &symp;10% of the molecules and

avoid multiphoton excitation. The experiment will collect diffraction images for time delays

from -1 ps to 10’s of ps in variable step sizes. The immediate region around time zero (-200

fs to 200 fs) will be scanned with 30 fs stepsize. Longer positive delays will be scanned with

step sizes up to several ps. ”

2 Comparison to CC3 at the Franck-Condon Geome-

try

Table S1: Comparison of excitation energies (E, in eV) and oscillator strengths (f) between
LRC-ωPBE/TDA, EOM-CCSD and EOM-CC3. The LRC-ωPBE calculation was done at
the ground state LRC-ωPBE optimized geometry, while both EOM-CCSD and EOM-CC3
utilized the CCSD optimized ground state geometry. All calculations utilized the aug-cc-
pVDZ basis. Only the results for the first five singlet excited states (n→ π∗, n→3s and
n →3p by ascending order of energy) is shown

LRC-ωPBE EOM-CCSD EOM-CC3
E f E f E f
4.19 0.0000 4.31 0.0000 4.28 0.0000
6.44 0.0374 6.40 0.0390 6.32 0.0391
7.09 0.0007 7.07 0.0013 6.98 0.0007
7.21 0.0005 7.16 0.0000 7.09 0.0000
7.27 0.0002 7.23 0.0016 7.14 0.0021

We assessed the performance of TDDFT and EOM-CCSD towards the prediction of the

absorption spectrum through comparison with EOM-CC3S1, which is a higher level of cou-

pled cluster theory that includes an approximate iterative description of triple excitations.

Indeed, EOM-CC3 is found to significantly exceed the accuracy of EOM-CCSD in predicting

vertical excitation energies of small moleculesS2. Comparing the excitation energies from the

electronic structure methods (as shown in Table S1), we find that EOM-CCSD and TDDFT

slightly overestimate the excitation energy of the S2 state at the Franck-Condon geome-

try. The agreement between EOM-CCSD and EOM-CC3 is however perceptibly greater,
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consistent with our expectation of EOM-CCSD being more accurate than TDDFT.

3 Basis Set Dependence of LRC-ωPBE Excitation En-

ergies at Franck-Condon Geometry

Table S2: Comparison of excitation energies (E, in eV) and oscillator strengths (f) with
LRC-ωPBE/TDA, utilizing a number of standard basis sets at the Franck-Condon geometry
optimized with aug-cc-pVDZ. Only the results for the first five singlet excited states (n→ π∗,
n→3s and n →3p by ascending order of energy) is shown, except for def2-SVPD for which the
3p Rydberg states are greatly elevated in energy and could not be completely disambiguated
from valence excitations. Terachem presently lacks f-orbital support and so the daug-cc-
pVTZ calculation was performed with Q-Chem (with the two packages agreeing with each
other for excitation energy predictions to 0.01 eV and oscillator strengths to 0.0001, with
the aug-cc-pVDZ basis).

aug-cc-pVDZ daug-cc-pVDZ daug-cc-pVTZ 6-31+G** aug-pc-1 def2-SVPD
E f E f E f E f E f E f
4.19 0.0000 4.19 0.0000 4.21 0.0000 4.25 0.0000 4.23 0.0000 4.21 0.0000
6.44 0.0374 6.38 0.0339 6.43 0.0335 6.85 0.0451 6.46 0.0348 7.05 0.0399
7.09 0.0007 6.98 0.0004 7.02 0.0004 7.54 0.0185 7.09 0.0006
7.21 0.0005 7.06 0.0009 7.11 0.0009 7.69 0.0000 7.20 0.0012
7.27 0.0002 7.14 0.0007 7.18 0.0008 7.71 0.0030 7.27 0.0002

The excitation energies of Rydberg states tend to be basis set sensitive and often require

a large number of diffuse functions to convergeS3. We employed the aug-cc-pVDZ basis

for our calculations, as it appeared to represent a reasonable balance between low basis set

incompleteness error and computational ease (highly diffuse basis sets being computation-

ally challenging not only on account of increased number of basis functions but also linear

dependencies between them). Comparison to the doubly augmented daug-cc-pVDZ basisS4

indicates that the S2 excitation energy can be lowered by 0.06 eV in the presence of ad-

ditional diffuse functions (see Table S2). However, the larger daug-cc-pVTZ basis yields

slightly higher excitation energies than duag-cc-pVDZ (6.43 eV vs 6.38 eV), which is in

better agreement with the aug-cc-pVDZ excitation energy (6.44 eV). For practical purposes

therefore, aug-cc-pVDZ appears to be adequate for representing the S2 character Rydberg
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excitation.

We also compare aug-cc-pVDZ results to other widely used basis set families of compa-

rable (augmented double zeta) size in Table S2. The Jensen polarization consistent aug-pc-1

basisS5–S7 yields Rydberg excitation energies that are fairly close to aug-cc-pVDZ. However

the popular def2-SVPD basisS8,S9 elevates the energy of the S2 state by 0.6 eV, and the 3p

Rydberg states cannot even be readily identified as they are pushed inside the high energy

valence manifold. This result is consistent with earlier reports of rather poor performance

of the def2 basis sets for modeling Rydberg states of small molecules.S3 The Pople 6-31+G*

represents a more intermediate case in which the Rydberg excitations energies is considerably

elevated (by 0.4-0.5 eV) relative to aug-cc-pVDZ but to a lesser extent than def2-SVPD. We

therefore recommend that careful basis set benchmarking be carried out before utilization

of Pople or def2 basis sets for modeling of Rydberg states of small molecules. We do also

note that all basis sets tested in Table S2 yield quite similar S1 excitation energies (4.19-

4.25 eV), indicating the lack of strong basis set effects for modeling valence excitations with

LRC-ωPBE.

4 Functional Dependence of aug-cc-pVDZ Excitation

Energies at Franck-Condon Geometry

The excitation energies of Rydberg states in TDDFT calculations are also typically quite

sensitive to the choice of density functional,S10 roughly increasing monotonically with the

proportion of Hartree-Fock (HF) exchange present. This can be understood by viewing a

Rydberg excitation as a long-range charge-transfer like process where the electron is ex-

cited to a diffuse level with very low spatial overlap with the hole formed in the valence

region, which semilocal density functionals cannot qualitatively describe within a linear-

response formalism.S11 HF in principle can describe the particle-hole interaction correctly

in the asymptotic limit of large separation between them, but the lack of correlation leads
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Table S3: Comparison of excitation energies (E, in eV) and oscillator strengths (f) with a
number of different functionals and the aug-cc-pVDZ basis at the Franck-Condon geometry
optimized with LRC-ωPBE/aug-cc-pVDZ. Only the results for the first five singlet excited
states (n→ π∗, n→3s and n →3p by ascending order of energy) is shown. The experimental
band maximum for the S2 state is at ∼6.40 eV.

LRC-ωPBE B3LYP PBE PBE0 LRC-ωPBEh
E f E f E f E f E f
4.19 0.0000 4.20 0.0000 4.02 0.0000 4.24 0.0000 4.26 0.0000
6.44 0.0374 5.81 0.0411 5.07 0.0363 6.08 0.0417 6.35 0.0388
7.09 0.0007 6.42 0.001 5.72 0.0038 6.68 0.0004 6.96 0.0005
7.21 0.0005 6.52 0.0045 5.80 0.0074 6.79 0.0033 7.09 0.0001
7.27 0.0002 6.54 0.001 5.84 0.0016 6.79 0.0007 7.12 0.0001

to a significant overestimation of Rydberg excitation energies with pure TDHF. Long range

corrected hybrid functionals (where the HF exchange contribution rises to 100% at infinite

separation from a lower value at shorter separation) therefore represent the optimal route

for modeling Rydberg excitations within TDDFT.S3

We compared the performance of a number of popular density functional approximations

towards prediction of the S2 state excitation energy from TDDFT, with the results being

shown in Table S3. We find that LRC-ωPBE is quite effective at reproducing the experi-

mental band maximum (∼ 6.4 eV), but the other tested functionals do not fare as well. The

local PBES12 functional underestimates the Rydberg state energy by about ∼ 1.4 eV, while

the popular global hybrid functionals B3LYPS13 and PBE0S14 underestimate by 0.6 and 0.4

eV respectively. Interestingly, the related LRC-ωPBEhS15 functional slightly underestimates

the S2 excitation energy as well, likely due to the smaller range separation parameter ω (0.2

a.u. vs 0.3 a.u. for LRC-ωPBE).

We note that it is possible to use functional/basis set combinations that reasonably re-

produce the experimental S2 excitation energy via cancellation of errors (i.e. overestimation

arising from basis set incompleteness compensated by underestimation arising from semilocal

exchange-correlation approximation), but it is harder to predict if such compensation would

hold at other geometries which may be accessed through the course of dynamics simula-

tions. We have therefore attempted to minimize basis set incompleteness error through the
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use of aug-cc-pVDZ, and utilized a functional (LRC-ωPBE) that predicts the experimental

absorption spectrum well with this basis.

5 Analysis of TDDFT/AIMS Initial Conditions
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Figure S1: Classical nuclear kinetic energy distribution of the 64 TDDFT initial conditions
(histogram, with 0.1 eV bin width), compared to the distribution arising from the ground
state vibrational wavefunction within the harmonic approximation. The initial condition
average is 1.25 eV, with a standard deviation of 0.43 eV. This is quite close to the average
of 1.23 eV and a standard deviation of 0.40 eV from the classical nuclear kinetic energy
distribution arising from the ground state vibrational wavefunction. The latter distribution
is constructed from a Gaussian kernel density estimation on a million samples drawn from
the ground state vibrational wavefunction for the construction of this distribution alone (and
not utilized elsewhere).

The Wigner phase-space quasiprobability distributionS16 corresponding to the ground

state harmonic oscillator wavefunction is completely separable into independent distribu-

tions for nuclear positions and momenta. The selection of nuclear positions for the AIMS

simulations is described in detail in the main text, but it is worth noting that the sampling
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protocol involved additional weighting for S2 excitation energies and oscillator strengths (on

top of sampling from the ground state harmonic position distribution) to better account for

the 200 nm pump pulse. Indeed, the selected initial positions have S2 excitation energies

centered about 200 nm, as shown in Fig 2. of the main text.

No such weighting for the pump is required for the initial nuclear momentum sampling,

and the momenta were thus directly drawn from the distribution arising from the correspond-

ing ground state harmonic wavefunction. The finite number of initial momenta sampled for

dynamics (64 for TDDFT and 18 for EOM-CCSD) could potentially lead to a scenario in

which relatively low probability outliers are over-represented in the initial conditions, affect-

ing the statistical averages over the AIMS simulations. As a very simple test for this, we

computed the classical nuclear kinetic energy distribution arising from both the 64 TDDFT

initial conditions, and the true distribution expected from the ground state harmonic wave-

function (here approximated computationally via Gaussian kernel density estimation on a

million samples drawn from the ground state vibrational wavefunction solely for the purpose

of constructing this distribution and not for any other application). The comparison (shown

in Fig. S1) between the histogram arising from the 64 initial nuclear momenta used for

the TDDFT/AIMS dynamics with the continuous probability density distribution expected

over the ground state harmonic wavefunction show a reasonable level of agreement, though

it can be potentially argued that somewhat higher nuclear kinetic energies were slightly

over-represented in the initial conditions for our TDDFT/AIMS simulations.

6 Comment on TDDFT/AIMS Calculations

The computational resources required by an AIMS simulation is inversely related to the

rate of internal conversion, as the latter entails spawning events that lead to formation of

new trajectories whose energies and forces also need to be computed. In general, the per-

timestep cost of an AIMS simulation involving N trajectories costs somewhere between N
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and
N(N + 1)

2
times the cost of an individual trajectory (as centroids between trajectories

also need to be simulated in the regime where trajectory basis functions show substantial

overlapS17). One of the TDDFT/AIMS initial conditions led to substantial spawning rather

early on in time, leading to a large number of trajectories that prevented us from being able

to run this initial condition to 1 ps. Consequently, the results presented in the main text only

utilize data from the simulations starting from the other 63 TDDFT/AIMS initial conditions,

unless specified otherwise. We do note that 88% of the S2 population corresponding to this

initial condition was transferred to S1 within 379 fs (the last timestep in the AIMS simulation

that this initial condition was run to), indicating that complete internal conversion to S1

within 1 ps is a not unreasonable assumption for this trajectory.
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7 Normal modes of the Rydberg S2 minimum

Table S4: Normal mode indices, frequencies, and descriptions for the Rydberg S2 minimum,
as obtained from LRC-ωPBE/aug-cc-pVDZ with TDDFT. No imaginary frequencies were
found, confirming that the critical point is indeed a minimum.

Mode number Frequency (cm−1) Description
1 146.827 Pucker
2 324.482 Carbonyl in-plane bend
3 478.687 C-C, C-H stretch
4 510.499 C-C stretch
5 514.722 C-C stretch
6 536.341 C-C stretch
7 704.473 C-C, C-H stretch
8 786.285 C-C stretch
9 964.581 Hydrogen twist
10 999.596 C-C stretch
11 1009.150 Hydrogen twist
12 1018.546 C-C stretch
13 1139.139 Hydrogen wag
14 1192.683 Hydrogen twist
15 1214.451 Hydrogen wag
16 1220.565 Hydrogen twist
17 1251.600 Hydrogen wag
18 1279.785 Hydrogen scissor
19 1288.284 Hydrogen scissor
20 1421.184 Hydrogen scissor
21 1954.035 Carbonyl stretch
22 2905.244 Symmetric hydrogen stretch
23 3045.425 Asymmetric hydrogen stretch
24 3106.240 Symmetric hydrogen stretch
25 3179.695 Asymmetric hydrogen stretch
26 3240.777 Asymmetric hydrogen stretch
27 3552.799 Symmetric hydrogen stretch

8 Discussion on Potential Intersystem Crossing

Our computational prediction of a long lived S2 state from TDDFT/AIMS and EOM-

CCSD/AIMS simulations only considered internal conversion to other singlet states. In

principle, intersystem crossing to the triplet manifold is also a possible relaxation mecha-
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Table S5: Energies of triplet states (relative to S2) and spin-orbit coupling (SOC) between
these states and S2 (evaluated using a mean-field approach for the two electron contribu-
tionsS18,S19) at the Rydberg type minimum optimized with the respective electronic structure
method. These calculations were done with the Q-Chem software packageS20.

LRC-ωPBE EOM-CCSD
E (in eV) SOC (in cm−1) E (in eV) SOC (in cm−1)

T1 -2.19 1.095647 -1.65 0.894605
T2 -0.14 0.000421 -0.10 0.000113
T3 0.61 0.158047 0.69 0.095279
T4 0.75 0.771982 0.70 0.001321
T5 0.77 0.019405 0.77 0.674356

nism, although it is expected to be slow for a system like cyclobutanone where no heavy

atoms are present.

We attempt to approximate the rate of intersystem crossing out of S2 by considering the

spin-orbit coupling (SOC) matrix elements between the S2 state at the Rydberg minimum

geometry and triplet states at the TDDFT and EOM-CCSD level, which are shown in Table

S5. These SOC elements are rather small relative to the energy gaps between S2 and the

triplet states at this geometry. Consequently, intersystem crossing does not appear to be

a significant factor in the few-picosecond photorelaxation process out of the S2 Rydberg

minimum. Triplet formation may however be more significant in the stretched C-C bond

regimes associated with internal conversion (due to the presence of multiple low energy

valence electronic states at such geometries) and thereby affect structural dynamics.

9 Momentum space diffraction patterns and further

analysis of UED

Momentum space ∆I/I0 UED spectra of the LRC-ωPBE/AIMS dynamics are shown with

and without 150 fs FWHM gaussian time convolution in Figures S3 and S2, respectively.

Likewise, spectra of the EOM-CCSD/AIMS dynamics are shown with and without 150 fs

FWHM gaussian time convolution in Figures S5 and S4, respectively. These are provided
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Figure S2: Momentum space ∆I/I0 UED spectrum for LRC-ωPBE/AIMS simulations. No
smoothing applied in the time domain.

Figure S3: Momentum space ∆I/I0 UED spectrum for LRC-ωPBE/AIMS simulations. 150
fs FWHM smoothing applied in the time domain.

for purposes of comparison to the experiment.

We also provide real space spectra produced with a 0.1 Å spatial convolution. The

narrower spatial resolution enables the identification of more features, but these features

will ultimately wash out in the real experimental signal due to the spatial resolution of the
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Figure S4: Momentum space ∆I/I0 UED spectrum for EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations. No
smoothing applied in the time domain.

Figure S5: Momentum space ∆I/I0 UED spectrum for EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations. 150
fs FWHM smoothing applied in the time domain.

experiment.
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Figure S6: Real space ∆I/I0 UED spectrum for LRC-ωPBE/AIMS simulations. 150 fs
FWHM smoothing applied in the time domain, and 0.1 Å FWHM smoothing applied in the
distance domain.

Figure S7: Real space ∆I/I0 UED spectrum for EOM-CCSD/AIMS simulations. 150 fs
FWHM smoothing applied in the time domain, and 0.1 Å FWHM smoothing applied in the
distance domain.
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Figure S8: Top panel: Real space ∆I/I0 signals generated from the S0 min and S2 Rydberg
minimum optimized at the LRC-ωPBE and EOM-CCSD levels of theory, respectively. a, b,
c, d, and e label significant accumulations and depletions that persist in the time-resolved
real space UED spectra. Bottom panel: Line-outs of the time-convolved real space UED for
the R values corresponding to a, b, c, d, and e from the top panel. All line-outs show a rapid
growth/decay (∼100 fs), followed by oscillatory behavior.
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Figure S9: Lineouts of a depletion feature in the time convolved UED at 1.41 Å for TDDFT
(red) and EOM-CCSD (blue). The lineout is fit to A(1−c1e

−t/τ −(1−c1)cos(ωt+ϕ)), where
τ is the decay constant in fs, ω is the angular frequency of oscillation in fs−1, ϕ is a phase
shift, c1 controls the relative influence of the two terms, and A scales the amplitude. The fit
produced A = -5.827e-5, c1 = 0.9753, τ = 1/65.14 fs, ω = 64.75 fs (or 515.2 cm−1), and ϕ =
-1.544 rad for EOM-CCSD and A = -3.719e-5, c1 = 0.9769, τ = 1/86.23 fs, ω = 66.29 fs (or
503.2 cm−1), and ϕ = -1.243 rad for TD-DFT.
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Figure S10: Lineouts of a growth feature in the time convolved UED at 2.78 Å for TDDFT
(red) and EOM-CCSD (blue). The lineout is fit to A(1−c1e

−t/τ −(1−c1)cos(ωt+ϕ)), where
τ is the decay constant in fs, ω is the angular frequency of oscillation in fs−1, ϕ is a phase
shift, c1 controls the relative influence of the two terms, and A scales the amplitude. The fit
produced A = 3.022e-5, c1 = 0.9653, τ = 1/51.24 fs, ω = 66.08 fs (or 504.8 cm−1), and ϕ =
-1.392 rad for EOM-CCSD and A = 1.829e-5, c1 = 0.9486, τ = 1/36.00 fs, ω = 65.72 fs (or
507.6 cm−1), and ϕ = -1.470 rad for TD-DFT.
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10 Gaussian Widths of Trajectory Basis Functions

Table S6: Gaussian widths used for the various atom types in the AIMS TBFs.

Element Width (1/Bohr2)
C 22.5
H 4.5
O 13
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