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Abstract

We present an original multi-state projective diabatization scheme based on the
Green’s function formalism that allows the systematic mapping of many-body ab ini-
tio calculations onto effective excitonic models. This method inherits the ability of
the Bethe-Salpeter equation to describe Frenkel molecular excitons and intermolecular
charge-transfer states equally well, as well as the possibility for an effective description
of environmental effects in a QM/MM framework. The latter is found to be a crucial
element in order to obtain accurate model parameters for condensed phases and to
ensure their transferability to excitonic models for extended systems. The method is
presented through a series of examples illustrating its quality, robustness, and internal

consistency.
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1 Introduction

The accurate first-principles description of elementary excitations (excitons) in organic mate-
rials represents an invaluable investigation tool for understanding their photophysical proper-
ties as well as phenomena underlying applications in optoelectronics, such as energy transfer,
exciton splitting or charge separation in organic solar cells.t™

Despite the outstanding progress over the last decades, the ab initio description of ex-
citons in molecular systems still stands as a challenge for theory and computation, because
of the difficulty in meeting accuracy and computational cost. A paradigmatic case is repre-
sented by the quest for relatively cheap methods able to describe equally well intra-molecular
Frenkel-type excitons (FE) and inter-molecular charge transfer (CT) excitation, both char-
acterizing the low-energy region of the excitation spectrum of molecular materials.

Time-dependent density-functional theory (TD-DFT), in its linear-response formulation
within the adiabatic approximation,® has been the most popular investigation method for the
characterization of excitons in molecular systems. TD-DFT arguably represents one of the
most reliable methods among those being computationally affordable for large and complex
real-life materials. However, TD-DFT is known to present some limitations, such as the
inaccurate and strongly functional-dependent description of CT excitations. This results in
a possibly incorrect state ordering with FEs,% or in missing the characteristic Coulomb-like
dependence of CT states energy with inter-molecular distance when using local, semilocal, or
global hybrid functionals.® These shortcomings can be significantly attenuated with the use
of range-separated functionals, ¥ leading to results that however depend on the the specific
parameterization for the range separation of the Coulomb repulsion term.

Many-body perturbation methods based on Green’s function theory, such as the GW1H6

120 stand as robust and affordable op-

and the Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) formalisms,
tions for computing the excited states in molecular systems.“I*! G1¥/BSE features the
same O(N*) computational scaling with respect to the system size as TD-DFT and provides

an accurate description for excitations of different nature thanks to a proper description



of electronic correlations. Benchmark studies against reference methods and experimental
data demonstrated a typical accuracy of 0.1-0.2 eV for charged and optical excitations.#2™3
Specifically, the explicit accounting for the non-local excitonic electron-hole interaction per-
mits a faithful description of excitations regardless of their nature (FE vs. CT), of the
type of system under scrutiny (e.g. organic homo- and hetero-molecular, inorganic, hybrid)
and, importantly, of the functional used as starting point for the many-body perturbation
theory, STH6AT

The possibility of describing molecular excitations in condensed phases with Green’s func-
tion many-body method has been enabled by the recent development of a multiscale embed-
ding method of different levels of detail, namely polarizable continuum model (PCM), 4447
classical atomistic (polarizable QM/MM)=4549 and full-quantum (QM/QM’).?%>! Embed-
ded GW and BSE formalisms have been successfully applied in the contexts of molecular

22795 and organic photovoltaics.”® Many-body perturbation theory methods have been

doping
historically developed for extended (i.e. periodic) systems™ and applications to molecular
solids have been reported in the literature.”"¢” These calculations are extremely expensive
and hardly affordable for realistic molecular solids encompassing many atoms in the unit cell
or featuring structural disorder.

Effective model Hamiltonians for excited states represent a cheap and insightful alter-
native to a full ab initio treatment for the description of the low-energy physics of mul-
tichromophoric systems.>*1"63 These approaches rely on the definition of a reduced set of
diabatic states characterized by wave functions localized on single molecular units, usually
including pure intra-molecular FE and pure inter-molecular CT excitations with electron and
hole localized on different fragments (see Figure [1)). For this reason, these approaches are

sometimes referred to as “low-energy” or “few-state” models. A typical model Hamiltonian

for a molecular solid can be expressed as the sum of three terms,

H = Hpg + Her + Hor—rE, (1)



describing FEs (standard Frenkel exciton model), inter-molecular CT states, and the in-
teraction between the two types of exciton (see SI for explicit expressions). Black ar-
rows in Fig. [1| show the elementary processes corresponding to the quantum coupling be-
tween states, namely FE transfer(XT), excited-state hole/electron transfer (XHT/XET),
and hole/electron transfer (HT/ET). The energy of the diabatic basis states and the cou-
pling between them represent the parameters entering the FE-CT model Hamiltonian for
excited states. Excitonic models, properly extended to include the coupling to quantum or
classical vibrations find also application in the description of steady-state optical processes®

and real-time dynamics.%4%2
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Figure 1: Basis diabatic states (pure FE and CT excitons) and main elementary processes
defining effective exciton models for supramolecular systems, illustrated for a pentacene
trimer extracted from the crystal structure. Hole/electron densities are shown in red/blue
isosurfaces of the corresponding probability amplitude. Elementary processes include exciton
transfer (XT) and one-body hole/electron transfer coupling FE and CT states (excited-state
hole/electron transfer, XHT /XET) and CT states among themselves (hole/electron transfer,
HT/ET). Gray boxes display the electronic configurations of basis states. For the sake of
illustration, two-level (HOMO, LUMO) molecules have been considered.



The quality of first-principle calculations can be preserved to a large extent by computing
the model parameters ab initio in the spirit of a multiscale approach.%%6365 For instance, XT
couplings between singlet excitons are the only parameters in play in the standard FE model,
and several methods have been proposed to its calculations at various levels of theory.®® The
simplest approach is the so-called dimer splitting method that, however, strictly applies only
to pairs of molecules equivalent by symmetry, each of which presents excitons well-separated
in energy. A common approximation consists of neglecting the contributions due to the
inter-molecular overlap (exchange terms, e.g. Dexter) and retaining the Coulomb, Forster-
type, interaction between the transition densities of FEs, which is the leading term at a
large inter-molecular distance. Point-dipole and distributed-monopole®” approximations of
the transition density offer practical schemes for computing this interaction.

Whenever inter-molecular overlap is of concern, or for more complex FE-CT exciton
models, the derivation of parameters from first-principles usually follows so-called diabatiza-

OHOSTT in which a unitary transformation is defined transforming the diagonal

tion schemes,
adiabatic representation of the Hamiltonian of the multichromophoric system into the dia-
batic one, featuring diabatic-states energies on the diagonal and the couplings among them
elsewhere. The choice of the unitary transformation is somewhat arbitrary. Common choices
employ the eigenstates of a physically-motivated observable (e.g. in the popular fragment ex-
citation difference scheme, FED™), or projective schemes where suitable basis functions are
introduced.**™7% Projective schemes based on BSE/GW calculations, within the Tamm-

S0 and

Dancoff approximation (TDA),™™ have been proposed by Wehner and Baumeier
Leng et al..®! schemes in a very recent work.®? Full and TDA BSE/GW calculations have
been very recently combined with common diabatization methods (Edmiston-Ruedenberg,®
generalized Mulliken-Hush,® fragment charge difference®®) by Tirimbé and Baumeier.®

In this work, we present an original projection-based diabatization scheme based on the

BSE/GW formalism, beyond the TDA. The method is designed to be generally applicable to

systems with an arbitrary number of excited states of both FE and CT nature. A distinctive



feature of our methodology is the employ of QM /MM embedding techniques for building
effective excitonic models for systems in condensed phases. Special emphasis is put on the
transferability of the parameters obtained for small molecular clusters (dimers or trimers) to
excitonic models for extended systems. The use of classical MM embedding turns out to be
essential for such a purpose. Overall, the proposed methodology provides a general, robust,
and versatile framework for the systematic mapping of many-body ab initio calculations
to effective excitonic models for large supramolecular systems such as solids, films, and

interfaces.

2 Theory

2.1 GW and Bethe—Salpeter equation formalism

The present development aims to set up effective excitonic models within the framework of
the many-body ab initio Green’s function techniques GW and BSE. This subject is briefly
outlined here from a practical perspective, highlighting the features that will be mostly

TZHIGI3T

relevant to this end. For further detail, we refer the readers to review papers and to

the original publications of our implementation.s324444849

Methods based on Green’s functions rely on many-body perturbation theory to compute
electronic excitations upon introducing electronic correlation effects on top of mean-field
electronic structure calculations, such as Kohn-Sham DFT.® The set of Kohn-Sham orbitals
{¢%5} and one-particle energies {¥5} obtained with a given functional approximation define
the non-interacting system used as a starting point for the perturbation theory. Then, within
this framework, charged excitations such as electron removal (e.g. ionization potential) and

electron addition (e.g. electron affinity) can be computed as quasiparticle energies

en = n> + ($n]D(en) — Vaclon), (2)



where, in practice, the self energy >(e,,) replaces the Kohn-Sham DFT exchange-correlation
potential V... The self-energy is a non-local and energy-dependent operator, 3(r, r’; ¢). This,
within the GW formalism, is approximated as the product of the single-particle Green’s
function (G) and the screened Coulomb interaction (W), i.e. S¢W = iGW with i being the
imaginary unit. In the so-called GoW, scheme, ¥" is built directly with the Kohn-Sham
levels. Re-computing the self-energy with quasiparticle energies iteratively until convergence
leads to the partially self-consistent evGW scheme. This approach largely reduces the de-
pendence of quasiparticle excitations on the starting DFT functional, leading to a good
agreement with experimental values or high-level CCSD(T) calculations. #2400

Neutral excitations can be obtained via the BSE, which is a two-body correlated electron-

hole (e-h) problem described by the following non-Hermitian eigenvalue equation

A B Xk Xk
= (3)

B* A* Y Y
where (2, is the excitation energy of the k-th state, the corresponding eigenvector including
an excitation (Xg, occupied — virtual) and a de-excitation (Y}, virtual — occupied) compo-

nent. For singlet excitations, the resonant and anti-resonant blocks of the BSE Hamiltonian

reads:

Adipi = Oab0ij (ESW - EiGW) +2(Ba(r)@; (x') [V (r, 1) |@i(r) P (')

= (a(r)d; (') [W (v, = 0) |(r) i (r')) (4)
Bainj = 2(¢a(r)e (') |v (v, 1) |§(r)o; (r))
= (@a(r) ()W (r, 1", = 0) |¢; (r) ¢ (r')) (5)

where v(r,r') = 1/|r — 1’| is the bare Coulomb interaction and W is the screened one in the
static limit (w = 0). Let us comment that the Kohn-Sham orbitals {¢,} are real-valued in

the present work. The anti-resonant blocks B and B* are neglected in the Tamm-Dancoff



B which is not adopted in this work. We emphasize that the screened-

approximation,
Coulomb potential matrix elements in the resonant block A do not cancel when occupied
(1,7) states do not overlap with unoccupied (a,b) states. This explains the success of BSE
for CT excitations.

BSE eigenvectors are normalized (i.e. >, [(X}*)? — (Y;*)?] = 1) and orthogonal to each

other, allowing us to define the two-body (electron-hole) exciton wavefunction as

) = 3 X0 0)60lr) + Y6, ()00l (6)

and the corresponding transition density

=2 Z X3+ Vi) i(r) da(r). (7)

We recall that, despite the similarity between equation |3|and the popular Casida’s linear-
response equation in TD-DFT,? the explicit account for e-h interaction permits a faithful
description of excitations, regardless of their nature (FE or CT) or of the Kohn-Sham-DFT
functional approximation employed to construct the single-particle basis. This determines
an important qualitative and quantitative improvement over TD-DFT, especially for the
stability of CT excitation energies, making BSE a robust and predictive tool for describing

FE and CT excitons on an equal footing.®"

2.2 Environmental embedding in GIW /BSE

Many-body calculations of molecules and small molecular clusters in condensed phases have
been performed by adopting hybrid quantum mechanics/classical mechanics (QM/MM) em-
bedding techniques.*¥ #4849 Thege approaches require accounting for the effect of the embed-
ding environment at different steps of the computational workflow, first at the ground-state
Kohn-Sham DF'T level and then in the calculation of charged and neutral excitations.

Environmental embedding in the ground state is essential for molecules dissolved in po-



lar solvents, as well as in the solid state. Ground-state electrostatic embedding is indeed
necessary to describe the strong crystal fields sourced by molecular multipole moments. A
proper description of internal fields is essential for the quantitative description of the absolute

2 as well as to capture

binding energies in photoemission experiments on molecular solids,
the dependence of energy levels on molecular orientations at film and crystal surfaces.”® In
the following, ground-state embedding will be either based on PCM,*¥ to describe a generic

88589 whenever

non-polar medium, or on the charge response polarizable atomistic model,
molecular crystals are the explicit target.

The treatment of the screening of charged (GW) and neutral (BSE) excitations in the
presence of an environment has been documented in our original works.##484% The key for
this development consists in treating the dielectric susceptibility of the embedding medium
as a frequency-independent quantity, i.e. the environment reacting instantaneously to the
excitations within the QM region. The frequency-independent response of the environment is
fully consistent with the BSE, which also relies on a static screening of the e-h interaction (see
Eq. ). The susceptibility is instead an explicitly dynamic quantity in the GW formalism,
requiring an additional step for combining the dielectric response of QM and MM regions.
The effect of the screening of charged excitations (polarization energy) can be computed at
the static COHSEX level, i.e. the frequency-independent analog of GW .*4

In previous works, the state-specific polarization energy was computed as the difference
between the quasiparticle energy obtained in two independent COHSEX calculations includ-
ing or not the effect of the environment. Then, this difference was added as a perturbative
correction to GW quasiparticle energies (ACOHSEX).*#4% An alternative treatment of the
environment emerged in the context of a QM/QM’ framework based on a fragment formal-
ism.™ This approach allows an explicit account for the dynamics of the embedding medium
(frequency weny ), but also to recover the instantaneous dielectric response of the environment
in the weny — 00 limit. This permits the description of the dielectric embedding beyond the

perturbative ACOHSEX approach. The novel self-consistent COHSEX treatment of envi-



ronmental screening has been combined with PCM and adopted in the present work. The
details of the methodology will be disclosed in a forthcoming publication.

A central quantity in embedded GW /BSE is the so-called reaction field matrix, vyeac(r, r’),
describing the electric potential generated by the environment at a probe point r in response

to a source charge at r’. The reaction field matrix can be written as

Vreac (T, T') = /alrgdr’2 v(r, r2) X (e, Th)v(rh, '), (8)

where yyn(r2, r5) is the interacting susceptibility of the environment alone. For PCM em-
bedding, Eq. [§| corresponds to the interaction of a probe charge with the charge density
induced by the source charge on the surface of the cavity. In embedded GW and BSE cal-
culations, the MM environment renormalizes the Coulomb potential within the QM region,
i.e. U4 U+ Vreac-

In summary, in the following, we will perform embedded DFT/GW /BSE calculations
using different schemes. PCM embedding has been used at every level of the calculation
for model dimers reported in Section [3.1 A hybrid scheme has been instead adopted for
structures extracted from crystal structures, see Section In this case, an atomistic
embedding has been adopted in the DFT calculation, to ensure a proper description of
crystal fields in the neutral ground state, while the screening of excitations has been treated
at the PCM level. The latter should be considered as an approximation of the anisotropic

dielectric response of the crystal that is adopted for practical reasons.

2.3 Projective diabatization method

Given a reduced set of physically-motivated excitonic basis functions including FE and CT
states, our aim is to obtain the matrix representation of an effective model Hamiltonian such
that it reproduces excitation energies and wavefunctions of a BSE calculation on a small

supramolecular cluster. Diabatic basis functions with excitons and charges localized on sin-

10



gle molecular units (fragments) can be normalized but are not orthogonal to each other,
requiring accounting for their overlap in a generalized eigenvalue problem. Keeping into ex-
plicit account the overlap among basis functions is actually an important ingredient for our
long-term goal, which is to build models for large supramolecular clusters or extended sys-
tems in a modular fashion, namely using matrix elements derived only from BSE calculations
on dimers or small aggregates. This procedure further allows one to systematically expand
the system by simply adding additional basis functions to our set and deriving the corre-
sponding effective Hamiltonian and overlap matrix elements without having to reconsider
the coefficients already at hand.

We consider a system composed of distinct molecular fragments, where we perform BSE
calculations on the single fragments and for the whole system. For the sake of simplicity, a
system composed of two fragments (dimer) is considered in the following. The generalization
to ensembles of more fragments is straightforward. We define a set of e-h states {¢} that will
be used as a diabatic basis to set up the exciton-model Hamiltonian, including FE excitons
localized on one of the two fragments and inter-fragment CT states. Diabatic FE states are
set to the BSE eigenstates of individual fragments, with ¢} = W} (ry, r.) corresponding to
the Ith exciton of fragment . CT basis states are defined as ¥4" (ry,re) = ¢ (rn)oL(re)
with ¢ referring to an occupied Kohn-Sham orbital of fragment p and a to a virtual state of
fragment v. The number of selected FE and CT basis states (problem dimension D, fixed
by the range spanned by [, a and i) can be determined a posteriori, based on the energy
range the model is expected to cover.

To build the low-energy Hamiltonian, we first introduce the overlap matrix between basis

functions v, (hereafter identified with a single index p =1,2...D)

Spq = <¢p|¢q>> (9)

11



and the projection matrix

Big = (Vklthg) (10)

where W are the BSE eigenstates of the dimer with associated eigenvalues {2;. The target
eigenstates for the model Hamiltonian Uy, corresponding to the projection of BSE wavefunc-
tions in the vector space spanned by the basis, are expressed as a linear combination of the

diabatic states,

U= Coi Uy, (11)

the matrix of the expansion coefficients being
C=S"PA. (12)

This expression directly follows from the application to U}, of the identity operator, in the
form of a completeness relation for a non-orthogonal basis. The diagonal matrix A, with
elements Ay; = |\le|_15kj, ensures the normalization of the target functions, but not their
orthogonality. We insist on the fact that while the BSE wavefunctions of the dimer (¥}) form
an orthonormal set, the target eigenstates for the model Hamiltonian ({Iv/k) do not. Starting
from such a common background, two methods can be proposed to obtain the Hamiltonian.

A straightforward approach consists of obtaining the Hamiltonian directly from the gen-
eralized eigenvalue equation as

H=ScQCc™! (13)

where € is the diagonal matrix of the BSE eigenvalues. However, because of the non-
orthogonality of ¥}, functions, the resulting H matrix is not symmetric as it should be. When
asymmetry is small, as expected from a reasonably large basis set, a practical workaround
could be the symmetrization by hand, i.e. H <= (H 4+ HT)/2, where HT is the transpose of

H.

Alternatively, we may recognize that the transpose of the Hamiltonian should also lead

12



to the same eigenvalue problem (i.e. HTC = SCS2). Therefore, we can formulate this as the

optimization problem of finding a symmetric Hamiltonian H as
min [|[[HC — SsCcQ|| + |[H'C — sCQ|], (14)

where ||Z|| = Tr(Z*Z) and Tr denotes the trace of the matrix Z. Then, expressing Eq.
in terms of traces of product of matrices and following the usual rules for the derivatives of

90!

matrices,”” we arrive at

CC'H + HCC' = cQC™s + scac” (15)

that corresponds to a Sylvester’s equation,®” which allows us to find the Hamiltonian H that
is symmetric and best reproduces BSE eigenvalues and the target functions. Equation

can be solved with the Bartels-Stewart algorithm,? see SI for details.

2.4 Approximate FE-FE and FE-CT exciton couplings

Besides the projective diabatization scheme described above, we also compute exciton cou-
plings within common approximations. In the limit of zero intermolecular overlap, the cou-
pling between singlet FE excitons reduces to the electrostatic interaction between transition

densities.®! For a pair of molecules in the vacuum the FE-FE coupling is
V;E_fFE(nE, n') = /drdr'ng(r)v(r, r')n(r) (16)

where nE is the transition density of a given excitation on fragment u. Following a multipole
expansion of nE truncated to the leading term, one obtains the coupling as the interaction

between transition dipoles (d}) as

Vdfd ‘d;ﬂ |d3 [dT-aT—3(dT R )(dT ﬁ ) (17>
FE—-FE ’R#u|3 i v n puyv v ny )



where R, is the inter-fragment distance and hat symbol denotes unit vectors. The dipolar
approximation holds at a large distance, with a characteristic |R,, |~ decay of the coupling.

The presence of an embedding environment (e.g. PCM) affects the electrostatic coupling
in two ways, as discussed by Mennucci and coworkers.***# The first trivial effect, results
from the change in the transition density of each molecular fragment due to the embedding
polarizable medium. The second contribution results from the dielectric screening of the field
exerted by the transition densities. Both effects are considered in our calculations, namely,
transition densities are obtained from embedded BSE calculations and screened couplings

are computed as
pme (nle ple) = / drdr’ nT2(r) [0(r, 1) + Vreae(r, 1) R, (18)

where the superscript ”e” labels quantities calculated in the environment and v,e..(r, 1) is

the medium reaction field defined in Equation [§| that here is calculated at the PCM level.

93194

Following Mennucci and coworkers, we introduce an effective screening factor

n—n,e Te ,,T.e
¢ — Vep_rr(n,%,n, )

CVET (e )

(19)

where the screened and unscreened interactions are both computed for the same transition
densities.

The screening factor s can be evaluated for any transition density and polarizable embed-
ding model. It is interesting to consider the case of point transition dipoles in a continuum
dielectric. For dipoles incorporated in the dielectric, without an explicit cavity, the screening
factor is s = 1/€qp. In the limit of the large distance between the two dipoles enclosed into

spherical cavities, the screening factor reads

3 2
e [ —2 20
5 6"t(1+260pt> (20)
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where €,p¢ is the relative permittivity in the optical range. This expression is derived in the
Appendix. To the best of our knowledge, this result has not been reported before. We have
explicitly verified the agreement between Equation [20| and numerical calculations based on
our PCM implementation.?* For dipoles located at the cavity center, the limiting values are
quickly recovered for dipole-dipole distances larger than twice the cavity radius, i.e. once the
two dipoles are embedded in separate cavities. We emphasize that two elements concur to
the result in Equation 20} (i) the screening of the field of one of the dipoles (source dipole)
by the charges induced on the surface of its cavity; (ii) the Onsager cavity field generated
within the cavity hosting the probe dipole by the (screened) field of the source dipole.
The FE-CT and some of the CT-CT couplings can be approximated as the matrix el-
ements of the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian between frontier molecular orbitals of the involved
fragments. Referring to the example in Figure [1| for two-level molecules (HOMO, LUMO),
the one-electron approximation for the coupling associated with XHT and HT process be-
tween fragments p and v is (¢QOMO|IA{§VS|¢QOMO>, where ﬁius is the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian
for the dimer p-v and ¢}y is HOMO of fragment p. Similarly, the matrix element for

XET and ET processes reads (¢ﬁUMO|ﬁ¥SV )|¢fUMo>-

2.5 Computational details

9097 ysing the ORCA package™ to obtain the

In this work, we performed PBEOQ calculations
Kohn-Sham wavefunctions. GW and BSE calculations were carried out with the BeDEFT
program.®? All calculations were done with the def2-TZVP basis set'® a the corresponding
def2-TZVP-RI auxiliary basis for Coulomb fitting in the resolution-of-the-identity frame-
work (RI-V)." evGW calculations have been performed, correcting 4, 8, and 12 states in
calculations of single fragments, dimers, and trimers, respectively. For PCM embedding,
we adopted a dielectric constant €, = €, = 3.5, typical of non-polar organic solids. Other

parameters were set to the default values for benzene from the Minnesota Solvent Descriptor

Database. DFT calculations employed the ORCA-code implementation of the conductor-like

15



polarizable continuum model (C-PCM).*"# A double-layer formulation of the integral equa-
tion formalism PCM model (IEF-PCM), allowing for charge-spilling effects, has been used
in GW and BSE computations.** The ground-state embedding of calculations on the pen-
tacene crystal employed the charge response model®® as implemented in the MESCal code.®”
The pentacene molecular geometry employed in model dimer calculations (Section has
been optimized at the B3LYP/def2-TZVP level in the gas phase. Dimers have been then
built by creating a translated replica of the molecule along the direction perpendicular to
the molecular plane, obtaining parallel co-facial dimers for different intermolecular distances.
Calculations on the pentacene crystal (Section have been performed for the Siegriest

triclinic structure.103

3 Results

We now present some illustrative examples of the application of our methodology for deriving
effective excitonic models from many-body BSE/GW calculations. Pentacene is taken as an
ideal test case given its prominent role in organic electronic research. The following test
cases allow us to discuss the merits of our approach, from the perspective of applying our
methodology to supramolecular systems in the condensed phase. Selected examples include
molecular homodimers in the vacuum and PCM, as well as the pentacene molecular crystal.

Effective model Hamiltonians are obtained with the diabatization method based on the
optimization approach (solution of Equation . We emphasize that the diagonalization of
the model Hamiltonian allows reproducing with high precision the target eigenvalues ()
and eigenvectors (\le) from BSE calculations. We have also considered the Hamiltonian
obtained via Equation [13| and subsequent symmetrization by hand. The differences in the
eigenvalues of the model H obtained with the two methods aretypically below 1 meV, which
is practically negligible if compared to the approximation inherent to a few-state model or

the intrinsic precision of BSE/GW calculations. The optimization method is preferred, being
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a more rigorous and elegant approach.

3.1 Model molecular dimers
3.1.1 Pentacene homodimer in vacuum

We first analyze the case of a molecular homodimer in the vacuum. We consider molecular
pairs arranged in a parallel cofacial geometry, with the intermolecular stacking distance R
scanned from 3.5 to 15 A. The primary excitations of pentacene homodimers can be described
in terms of two FE excitations, i.e. the S; excitons of the isolated fragments, and two CT
states, corresponding to HOMO—LUMO intermolecular transitions. Our basis to set up the
model H is set accordingly, resulting in a 4-state model.

A distinctive aspect of our methodology is that a single (DFT, evGW, BSE) calculation
is performed for one of the two symmetry-equivalent molecules in the dimer, the second
being created as a copy of the first one. This means that the atomic orbitals, Kohn-Sham
orbitals, and BSE wavefunctions of fragment 2 are a translated replica of those of fragment
1. This fixes a convention for the phase of the basis excitonic functions that define the sign
of the off-diagonal terms of H (excitonic couplings). This will be particularly important for
calculations on crystals, as discussed later in Section

Having defined the basis, BSE calculations can be performed on the dimer to obtain
the excitonic model Hamiltonian according to the procedure described in Section [2.3] For

example, the upper-triangular part of the Hamiltonian (in eV) at R =5 A one obtains

FE; FE, CTi,, CTe

1.898 0.022 —0.026  0.057 \FE;

Henpen = 1.898  0.057 —0.026 |FE, (21)
2,923 0.000 |CT_s

2.923 | CTy .,
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which upon diagonalization yields eigenvalues that reproduce the 4 lowest-energy singlet
BSE excitation energies (i.e. 1.870, 1.920, 2.924, and 2.930 eV) within 1 meV tolerance. The
diagonal elements in Eq. 77 represent the diabatic energies that are plotted for different inter-
fragment distances in Fig. [2h, together with the BSE energies and the evGW HOMO-LUMO
gap. We observe that the diabatic energies follow the behavior expected from fundamental
physical considerations. The diabatic energies of the two localized FEs remain constant with
the inter-fragment distances, rapidly approaching the two degenerate FEs of the dimer in
the R — oo limit. The diabatic energy of CT states follows the 1/R behavior prescribed by
the e-h interaction for these intermolecular excitons, converging toward the photoemission
gap at large R. The diabatic energies converge to the adiabatic dimer excitation energies
for R — oo, while excitonic couplings determine significant deviations at distances typical

of intermolecular contacts.
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Figure 2: Results of the projective diabatization method for a pentacene dimer in the gas
phase as a function of the inter-fragment distance R. (a) Diabatic energies compared to
the BSE transition energies and to the evGW HOMO-LUMO gap. (b) FE-FE couplings
as obtained with the diabatization scheme and as Coulomb interaction between transition
densities and transition dipoles. (c-d) FE-CT couplings (absolute values) including the
approximate one-electron matrix elements obtained at the PBEOQ level.
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The off-diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian correspond to FE-FE, FE-CT, and CT-CT
couplings. The FE-FE couplings obtained at different inter-fragment distances are displayed
in Fig. 2b. This plot shows that the coupling decays with the inter-fragment distance as
R73 (see inset), as expected in the limit of interacting transition dipoles. We further observe
that the coupling obtained from the projective diabatization matches well with the Coulomb
interaction between transition densities (zero-overlap Forster limit, Eq. down to short
contact distance. The dipolar approximation (Eq is recovered in the R — oo limit. FE-
CT couplings are shown in Fig. ,d, featuring an exponential decay in R (see insets). Small
deviations from a simple exponential dependence at R > 6 A might be ascribed to the use of
a Gaussian basis functions, instead of Slater-type ones. For FEs that are pure intra-fragment
HOMO-LUMO transitions, these couplings can be approximated with one-electron matrix
elements between Kohn-Sham orbitals (see Section , namely (¢honolHrs|dkono) for
FE;-CT5_,; coupling (panel ¢) and <¢iUMO’ﬁKS‘¢%UMO> for FE;-CT;_,5 coupling (panel d).
The coupling computed with PBEO functional captures the correct distance decay, resulting
from intermolecular overlap, but might differ quantitatively from the diabatization result
based on BSE. Specifically, we find that the PBEO approximate couplings lie close to the
ones obtained by the projection method for the HOMO-HOMO interaction while they present
some deviations for the LUMO-LUMO ones. This suggests that many-body effects might
have a significant weight in the evaluation of these matrix elements. Finally, we observe that
the direct coupling between CT states (see Eq. is negligible for R >5 A, because the
corresponding process, CT_o, —CTy_,q, is a two-electron hop connecting barely overlapping

diabatic states.

3.1.2 Pentacene homodimer in PCM

We next consider the effect of a polarizable environment, by computing the same pentacene
dimer, as a function of R, in PCM. We opt for a dielectric medium with typical permittivity

of a nonpolar organic material €, = €.,y = 3.5. The calculation setup follows the same
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procedure previously described for the gas-phase case, except that the calculations on the
single fragment, needed to build the basis, and those on dimers are both performed in PCM.
Two disconnected PCM cavities occur in dimer calculations at large intermolecular distances,
merging into a single one when molecules come into contact.

The results of our diabatization scheme are reported in Figure |3| as a function of the
inter-fragment distance. For instance, the excitonic model Hamiltonian (upper triangle) for

a dimer at 5 A distance is

FE;, FE;, CTi,, CTyyy
1.897 0.018  0.056 —0.046 \FE,
HOY = 1.897 —0.045  0.056 |FE, (22)

2.508  0.000 |CT 10

2.508 | CTyyy

Figure [3|follows the same presentation scheme used for gas-phase results in Figure [2] with
many similarities between the two data sets. In the following, we recall the main results and
focus on the differences introduced by the polarizable embedding. The energies of diabatic
states are shown in Figure [Bp. The energies of the diabatic FEs is again almost independent
of the intermolecular distance and it is little influenced by the PCM environment. On the
other hand, diabatic CT states are strongly stabilized by the dielectric medium, converging
to the gap as 1/(e, R), the gap also being strongly reduced by screening effects as compared
to the gas-phase calculation. The effect of the polarizable environment hence brings CT
states closer in energy to FEs, thus favoring a stronger hybridization between the two types

of excitations.
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Figure 3: Results of the projective diabatization method for a pentacene dimer in PCM
(e, = 3.5) as a function of the inter-fragment distance R. Results are presented in Figure
for the same system in the gas phase. The main differences introduced by PCM embedding
are the 1.6 eV reduction of the gap due to screening phenomena and the stabilization of
diabatic CT states in panel a. The magnitude of FE-FE couplings (panel b) is also reduced
by dielectric screening.

The FE-FE coupling (Figure ) obtained with the diabatization scheme closely matches
the value computed as screened interaction between transition densities (Equation |18)), re-
covering the screened dipolar approximation at large R. The coupling between FEs in PCM
is significantly reduced by screening phenomena as compared to gas-phase values. Figure
shows the effective screening factor, corresponding to the ratio between screened and un-
screened Coulomb interaction between transition densities (see Equation , as a function
of R. The screening factor decays monotonically from ~0.7 at 4 A distance to reach an
asymptotic value of ~0.55 at large R. The trend is similar to what was reported by Men-
nucci and coworkers for a large set of chromophores in PCM.?#%% We further note that the
limiting s values is within 12% from the analytical result for point dipoles in spherical cavi-
ties (Equation, i.e. s =0.492 for €,py = 3.5 (horizontal line in Figure . Such reasonable

agreement shall be considered accidental, since for anisotropic cavities, the screening factor
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largely depends on the dipole orientation (see SI, Figure S1).

0.70

nT, pentacene cavity
0.65 | dT, spherical cavity ——

0.60

» 0.55 |

0.50

0.45 ¢

0.40

4 6 8 10 12 14
R(A)

Figure 4: Effective screening factor s (Equation as a function of the intermolecular dis-
tance R. The red points are computed from the unscreened and PCM-screened interactions
between the BSE transition densities (n') of pentacene dimers. The black horizontal line
marks the limit expected for point transition dipoles (dT) in spherical cavities at large R for

Eopt = 3.5 (Equation .

As for the FE-CT couplings (see Figure ,d), we observe an exponential decay of these
couplings similar to the gas-phase result. The quality of the one-electron approximation
(PBEO couplings) is comparable to what obtained in the absence of PCM embedding. Also

in the case of PCM, the direct coupling between CT states is negligible for R > 5 A.

3.2 Pentacene molecular crystal

We now apply our projective diabatization scheme to the pentacene crystal, which allows us
to discuss some important and often overlooked aspects of the ab initio calculation of the
parameters entering model Hamiltonians for extended systems. Before proceeding, we recall
two technical aspects of our calculations that will be crucial for the quality of the results
presented in the following. First, all calculations in the crystal employed a QM /MM scheme
employing a polarizable atomistic model in the ground-state DFT calculation, where the
chosen QM region (single molecule, dimer, etc.) is embedded in the electrostatic potential of

the bulk crystal. The environmental screening of electronic excitations at the GIW and BSE
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level has been described at the PCM level (e, = 3.5, see Section for details). The proper
account of the electrostatic landscape and dielectric screening of the environment is essential
for the reliable transfer of the parameters calculated from a small QM subsystem to crystals.
In the second instance, the definition of the localized (diabatic) basis functions relies on a
single (DFT, GW, BSE) calculation for each of the symmetry-unique molecules in the unit
cell. Translational invariance is enforced by creating translational copies of unique fragments
and defining the basis functions accordingly. This ensures phase consistency among all basis
FE and CT states throughout a virtually infinite crystal, hence determining unambiguously
the signs of the off-diagonal elements in model Hamiltonians.#%

The pentacene crystal contains two symmetry-unique molecules in the unit cell arranged
in a herringbone pattern (see Figure . Two possible choices for molecular dimers to be
chosen as QM subsystems are the herringbone ({1,2}, shown in Figure [h) and the parallel
({1,3}, Figure [fp) dimers. Consistent with Section the basis for pentacene dimers
includes two FEs and two CT states (intermolecular HOMO—LUMO transitions). For

these two dimers, our projective scheme yields the two effective Hamiltonians:

FE, FE, CT,,, CTy
2.013 —0.005 —0.057  0.099 \ FE,

Hy o) = 1.906  0.104 —0.058 [FE, (23)
2.414 —0.003 [CTy,,

2.295 / CTyy

and
FE; FE; CTiL3 CTs

2.002 —0.012 —0.026 —0.048 \FE,
Hy 3y = 2.002 —0.048 —0.026 |FE;4 (24)
2.506  0.001 [CTy_;

2.508 | CT5y
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Figure 5: Rendering of the pentacene crystal, highlighting in red the (a,b) dimers and (c,d)
trimers employed as QM subsystem in BSE QM /MM calculations. Molecules drawn in black
correspond to the MM embedding environment. The blue frame in panel (a) displays the
crystal unit cell. The numbering of molecular fragments will be used to label the basis
functions used to set up the excitonic model.

It would be tempting to use these Hamiltonian matrix elements obtained from these
and other nearest-neighbor dimers to build the crystal Hamiltonian. However, some CT-CT
couplings corresponding to charge hopping between nearest-neighbor fragments (i.e. those
where the geminate charge sits on a third molecule, labeled HT and ET in Figure (1)) cannot
be obtained from dimer calculations. For instance, the direct coupling between CT;_,5 and
CT,_.3 is not accessible from the two previous dimer calculations. This is an ET process that
can be approximated as the LUMO-LUMO interaction among the fragment’s Kohn-Sham
orbitals (i.e. (¢%|Hgs|¢?)), for which we would expect a magnitude comparable to FE-CT

couplings.
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Trimer calculations have been thus performed to include these effects, specifically com-
puting the {1,2,3} and {1,3,4} systems as defined in Figure [ft,d. The construction of the
diabatic basis for trimers follows the same prescription adopted for dimers, including 3 FEs
and 6 CT states, resulting in a 9-state model. The values of all matrix elements are reported
in the SI, the following discussion focuses on the most relevant ones.

As expected, ET and HT couplings are sizeable, with a magnitude of tens of meV. The
comparison of the Hamiltonian obtained for the two trimers reveals that the et coupling is
almost independent of the position of the hole, namely (CTs,1|H195|CToo3) = —24 meV
and (CTy1|H2341|CTy3) = —23 meV. Similarly, also HT is almost unaffected by the
electron position, i.e. (CTi2|Hf1233|CT352) = —48 meV and (CTi_4|Hps4|CTs4) =
—49 meV. The fact that these hopping terms barely depend on the position of the gemi-
nate charge, indicates that the screened-Coulomb (W) and exchange v terms in the BSE
Hamiltonian (see Equation {4} are almost negligible, as somewhat expected for loosely over-
lapping orbitals localized on different molecules. We note that these two HT and ET cou-
plings are similar to their one-body approximation, (¢4 HOMOks|¢d) = —29 meV and
(&) omolHies |03 uno) = —65 meV for HT and ET, respectively. However, the quantitative
discrepancy between these Kohn-Sham and BSE/GW couplings attests to the importance
of many-body effects for these interactions.

By performing the diabatization on different embedded dimers and trimers from the pen-
tacene crystal structure, we recognize the presence of some diagonal and off-diagonal matrix
elements that can be obtained from multiple calculations, which are reported in Table [T}
The diagonal energy of the FE of fragment 1 is the only parameter that is accessible in all
calculations. Its variability is below 30 meV, which corresponds to 1.5% of the excitation
energy. A smaller fluctuation among different choices of the QM region is obtained for the
energy of the FE of fragment 3.

The diagonal energies of C'T states are the parameters that are mostly sensitive to the en-

vironment, as they consist of localized charges (in contrast with FE that are neutral species)
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that directly probe the local electrostatic potential within the crystal, and that experience
the response of the polarizable medium to their strong dipole field. The largest variability
is found for the energy of CT;_3, i.e. 47 meV, below 2% of the excitation energy. This is a
very positive result, being this variability smaller than the accuracy of the BSE/GW -based
QM/MM methodology (typically 0.1-0.2 eV). For comparison, calculation not accounting
for any embedding (i.e. computing dimers and trimers in the gas phase), yields CT states
whose energy varies in the range of 0.48 eV, one order of magnitude larger than embedded
calculations. We note that most of the spread is cured by the electrostatic embedding in the
ground state, which compensates for the otherwise different electrostatic fields at molecular
sites developing in gas-phase dimers and trimers. Polarization effects on excitations further
reduce the spread in CT states energies obtained from calculations on different QM sub-
systems and, most importantly, are crucial to reproduce excitation energies in a condensed
phase correctly. The spread in the values obtained for off-diagonal matrix elements is found
to be smaller than 1 meV, as shown in Table 2]

In general, electrostatic and dielectric embedding are found to be key ingredients for
the transferability of the parameters from BSE QM/MM calculations on small embedded
molecular clusters to crystals. A proper embedding ensures the stability of the matrix
elements derived from our projective diabatization scheme against the arbitrary choice of the
QM subsystem, as is demonstrated here in the paradigmatic case of the pentacene crystal.

This attests to the robustness and internal consistency of our approach.
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Table 1: Excitonic model matrix elements (in eV) for the pentacene crystal obtained with
the projective diabatization scheme based on embedded BSE calculations (QM/MM). For a
given matrix element, we report the values obtained from calculations performed on different
dimers and trimers as QM systems. The remarkable stability of these energies as obtained
from different calculations testifies to the quality and consistency of the method.

{1,2}  {1,3} {1,2,3} {1,3,4}

(FE,|[H|FE,) 2.013 2.002  2.031  2.019
(FE3|H|FE3) 2.002  2.005  2.002
(CT13H|CT 1 53) 2.506  2.553  2.526
(CT3_,1|H|CT5_,1) 2.509  2.501 2514
(FE,|H|FE3) —0.012 —0.013 —0.012
(FE,|H|CT\_3) —0.026  —0.024 —0.026
(FE;|H|CT3.,,) —0.048 —0.048 —0.048
(FE3|H|CT,_3) —0.048 —0.048 —0.048
(FE3|H|CT3,,) —0.026  —0.025 —0.026

As a final illustration of the quality of the excitonic models that can be built with
the present diabatization scheme, we consider the case of a pentacene tetramer embedded
in the crystal structure (fragments {1,2,3,4} as defined in Figure . This represents a
fairly large system that can be computed as a whole with embedded BSE calculations. The
corresponding transition energies, shown in the left column of Table [2], serve as a reference
for the eigenvalues of the excitonic model Hamiltonian. The latter has been assembled in
a modular fashion with matrix elements obtained from calculations on molecular trimers
(see SI). The exciton energies obtained with the model (right column in Table [2)) are in
excellent agreement with reference BSE ones. This is especially true in the low-energy
region the model is designed for, with an absolute difference within 11 meV for the first 8
excitons. The agreement progressively worsens at higher energies, up to reach 88 meV for
the highest-energy state in Table [2] This is consistent with the fact that the assumption of
the model breaks down as we move to higher energies, where excitation manifolds become
more and more dense and the chosen minimal basis becomes insufficient to describe the
corresponding states. Such an overall excellent result for the embedded pentacene tetramer,
together with the successful consistency checks on equivalent matrix elements derived from

different calculations, demonstrate the quality of our BSE-based projective diabatization
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scheme and its potential for application in future studies.

Table 2: Comparison between the BSE excitation energies (in eV) for the pentacene
{1,2,3,4} tetramer embedded in the crystal, and those obtained with the model Hamil-
tonian. The latter does not include the states CTy_,4 and CT,4_,5 in the basis so two excitons
are not available (n.a.) within the model.

BSE Model Hamiltonian

1.842 1.844
1.943 1.954
2.003 1.993
2.021 2.018
2.248 2.252
2.370 2.371
2.382 2.386
2.415 2.414
2.460 2.510
2.507 2.531
2.587 2.589
2.660 2.653
2.680 n.a.
2.698 n.a.
2.871 2.822
2.915 2.827
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4 Conclusions

In this work, we have presented a general and versatile approach to building effective exci-
tonic models from ab initio many-body calculations, namely the GW and the BSE Green’s
function formalisms. The derived excitonic models inherit the ability of BSE/GW to accu-
rately describe FE and CT excitations, thanks to the explicit account of non-local electronic
correlations and especially the excitonic e-h interaction. The combination of BSE/GW
formalisms with an effective description of the embedding environment in a QM /MM frame-
work, grants access to excitonic models for condensed-phase systems. The merits of our
BSE-based diabatization scheme have been illustrated and validated through specific exam-
ples of model molecular dimers and a molecular crystal, taking pentacene as a paradigmatic
test case.

The proposed multi-state projective diabatization scheme starts from the definition of ba-
sis functions (FEs localized on single fragments and inter-fragment CT states) and derives the
corresponding excitonic Hamiltonian in order to match target exciton energies and wavefunc-
tions from BSE. It is worth recalling some important distinctive aspects of the methodology:
(i) It preserves the non-orthogonality of the basis (usually neglected in excitonic models)
that is an essential requisite for upscaling the model to larger systems; (ii) It naturally en-
sures consistent phase relationships between the excitonic basis on translationally-equivalent
molecules, which is necessary for the correct description of the photophysical properties of
molecular crystals (e.g. exciton dispersion, quantum dynamics); (iii) It accounts for electro-
static and dielectric embedding, leading to model parameters that are explicitly calculated
for a condensed phase and that minimally depend on the arbitrary choice of the QM subsys-
tem (QM/MM partitioning). The combination of these features allows one to derive exciton
energies and couplings in the diabatic representation that are computed for relatively small
QM systems (molecular dimers or trimers) and that can be readily transferred to model
Hamiltonians for extended systems, achieving an accuracy comparable to the original BSE

calculation.
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The proposed projective diabatization scheme paves the way for an accurate, insightful,
and computationally-efficient description of the excited states of molecular solids based on
many-body ab initio theories, setting solid grounds for future studies on complex systems of

timely interest.
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A Appendix: Interaction of two dipoles inside sepa-

rated spherical cavities

A.1 The cavity response to an interior point multipole

In the following, we consider a continuous polarizable medium with a dielectric constant € .
Let us start placing the center of a cavity of radius a as the origin and setting the position of
a point charge q at (r,6,¢) = (b,0,0). This corresponds to a standard electrostatic problem
which is solved by considering first that in the absence of the cavity, the potential due to

the point charge ¢ can be expressed using Legendre polynomials of integer order P,

( 1 qlr '
p 2 AR P,(cos) (r<b)
Vy(r,8,¢) = n (25)
1 q(b
azo pl P,(cos®) (r>b)

31



with €y being the vacuum permittivity. In our case, we simply generalize this definition to

(non-normed) point multipoles by differentiating the formulas with respect to b

( n

1 l(n—l—l)! q |[r
p a22:0(—1) | 5| Paleost) (r<b)
‘/2(7'797 (b) = w‘/q(r’07¢) = n (26)
1 n+0! q [0
D el P, i(cos) (r > ).
n=0 ’
\

In particular, the term n = 0 defines the potential and normal field due to the multipole in

the long-range limit b/r — 0

b0 I q
Vi(ﬁ 97 ¢) = ; mB(COS 9) (27)
d 50 (+1! g
Vi(0.0) 2 o Pleost) (28)

Similarly, the reaction field from the cavity can be written in the general form

n

P,(cosf) (r<a)

>4,
n=0

VC(rv 07 ¢) - : n+1 (29)

|

a
Z A | - P,(cosf) (r>a)
n=0 r
with the derivatives along r
( n
A, | r
] % n—|- P,(cos ) (r <a)
avc(ﬁ 0,0) = " (30)
—aA, [ a
nzzo(n +1) > - P,(cos®) (r>a)
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The coefficients A,, can then be evaluated by noting that the radial component of the total

electric displacement field D = eF is continuous across the cavity boundary at r = a

d d
€0 %(VH—VC) :‘f%(

a— at

Vi+Ve) |, (31)

which leads in particular to (sorting out the P, (cos#) factors)

Y q (€0 —€)(I+1)! )
T d (g + o)+ 1) — e (32)

Thence, the resulting general long-range limit for the renormalization of the potential outside

a spherical cavity, for a multipole placed within the cavity:

Vi + Vel(r, 0, ¢) b (21 + 1)eo
Vy(r,0,0) (ot e)l+e

(33)

Introducing the relative permittivity €, = €/¢y, we recover the usual charge potential reaction

field renormalization for [ = 0,

[‘/é + VC](rﬂ 0, ¢) gjO 1

= — 34
V(0.9 . oy
while for [ = 1 we recover the corresponding expression for a dipole distribution d
Va+Vel(r,0,¢) sy 3
= (35)

Vd(ra 97 ¢) B 1 + 267“.
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A.2 The cavity response to an exterior field

We consider now a homogeneous electric field E (along the x coordinate) so that the potential

reads

Vewr (1,0, 0) = Vo + 1 E Py(cos )

(36)

(here we simply used the fact that Pj(x) = x). Once again, we write the reaction field

from the cavity and its derivative using equations and and evaluate the coefficients

A, by noting that the radial component of the total electric displacement field D = e¢F is

continuous across the boundary r = a

d d

€0 %(‘fext + VC) =€ %(Vvext + VC') 5

which brings immediately

€p — €

Al =—akF

) An =0
€0 + 2¢ 71

with the corresponding cavity reaction potential

)
€ — €
rE Pi(cosf) (r<a)
VC(T> 97 ¢) = €+ 2
€ — € a3
\ EO+2€EﬁP1(COSQ) (r>a)

so that the total potential seen from within the cavity is

€ — €

€0 + 2¢

[‘/ert+v0] (T,@,Qb):‘/o—l— 1+
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r E Py(cosf).

(37)
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Here, we get the relation between the total electric field seen from within the cavity and the
applied external field

d 3e

% [‘/;xt + VC] (Ta 97 ¢> = o + %%

(41)

which is the Onsager result for the cavity field.””

A.3 The dipole-dipole interaction across separate cavities

In this case, we combine results from the previous sections. The dipoles d within cavity 1
centered in R = (0,0, R,) generates a screened potential outside its cavity that was derived

in the previous sections

3 d-(r—R)
Va(r) = , 42
d(r) 6()—|—2€ |I‘—R|5 ( )
The resulting electric field reads
3 d-(r—R) d
E. = -R)— ——= 4
)= e P eomp R T R (43)

so that in the vicinity of the second cavity placed at the origin (0, 0,0), the potential can be

expanded as

Va(r) = V4(0) +r- E40) + ... (44)
with
3 d,
V4(0) = — 45
a(0) €0 + 2¢ R? (45)
and
3 (—dg, —d,, 2d,)
E = 4
d(O) €0+2€ Rg ( 6)
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Applying the result from the previous section, we get that the total potential V', as seen

from a charge distribution placed within the second cavity reads

€ — €

= 1
Vir) =V40)+ | 1+ sl 1(0) +
2 (47)
3 d. 3 r-(—d,,—dy,,2d,)
€ + 2¢ R? €0 + 2¢ R?

A charge placed in the second cavity will thus probe the first term of right-hand side,

leading to a charge-dipole interaction renormalized by

3
1+ 2e,

(48)

while a dipole placed in the second cavity will only probe the second term of right-hand

side, leading to a dipole-dipole interaction renormalized by

o (1) (1)
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