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Liquid states theories have emerged as a numerically efficient alternative to costly molecular dynamics
simulations of electron transfer reactions in solution. In a recent paper [Chem. Sci., 2019, 10, 2130],
we introduced the framework to compute energy gap, free energy profile and reorganization free energy
using molecular density functional theory. However, this technique, as other molecular liquid state
theories, overestimates the bulk pressure of the fluid. Because of the too high pressure, the predicted
free energy is dramatically exaggerated. Several attempts were made to fix this issue, either based on
simple a posteriori correction or by introducing bridge terms. By studying two model half reactions in
water, Cl → Cl+ and Cl → Cl−, we assess the correctness of these two types of corrections to study
electron transfer reactions. We found that a posteriori correction, because it violates the functional
principle, leads to an inconsistency in the definition of the reorganization free energy and should not be
used to study electron transfer reactions. The bridge approach, because it is theoretically well grounded,
is perfectly suitable for this type of systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The widely accepted theory to describe an electron
transfer reaction in solution was proposed by Marcus
in 19561. Assuming the solvent can be described by a
polarization field that responds linearly to the electric
field generated by the solute, he derived an expression
linking the activation free energy to the reaction free
energy. This expression depends on an unique param-
eter: the reorganization energy. Reorganization en-
ergy measures the cost to distort the solvent from the
configuration in equilibrium with the reactant to the
one in equilibrium with the product, without trans-
ferring electron. The polarization varies continuously
between the equilibrium values of reactant and prod-
uct. By computing the free energy of both states for
out-of equilibrium polarizations, one can plot the free
energies as a function of an appropriate reaction co-
ordinate. This gives rise to the famous Marcus two
parabola picture for the free energy profiles.

From a simulation point of view, electron trans-
fer reactions have been mostly investigated using
molecular dynamics (MD). Warshel proposed to use
the energy gap as the relevant microscopic reaction
coordinate2. When the probability distribution of the
energy gap is Gaussian, the fee energy profiles are
parabolic with identical curvatures, as predicted by
Marcus3. The Gaussian behavior has been verified
in several studies but some systems deviate from the
Marcus picture4–6. Resort to numerical simulations of
electron transfer reactions is essential to account for
such cases, unfortunately computing the free energy
profiles with MD remains costly and require the use
of biased sampling techniques7,8.

We recently proposed an alternative way to com-
pute free energy profiles and reorganization free ener-
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gies of electron transfer reactions based on molecular
Density Functional Theory (mDFT)9,10. Because it
allows to compute directly the solvation free energy
through functional minimization, it is computation-
ally more efficient than MD. Moreover, mDFT allows
a fine description of solvation at the molecular level
and a good agreement with MD was found for the
Cl → Cl+ and the Cl → Cl− electron transfer reac-
tions. The first one is found to follow Marcus theory
while the second one is not.

In previous work, the hyper-netted chain (HNC) ap-
proximation was used to describe the solute-solvent
correlations11, neglecting the so-called bridge func-
tional. However, because this functional is a Tay-
lor expansion truncated at second-order, it drastically
overestimates the free energy per solvent molecule at
gas density12–14. This increases considerably the cost
to create a solvent cavity and thus the predicted solva-
tion free energy. The reference interaction site model
and its 3D variant (3D-RISM), another liquid state
theory that have also been extensively used to tackle
electron transfer reactions15–17, suffer from the same
problem14,18–21. Because it is a long-standing prob-
lem, several attempts were made to fix it. By notic-
ing that the gas phase free energy is directly linked
to the pressure, simple a-posteriori corrections were
proposed14,22,2319,24–26. Essentially, they consist in
evaluating the partial molar volume (PMV) created
by the solute and applying a free energy correction
proportional to it.

A more rigorous approach is to fix the defect of
the functional by introducing an approximate bridge
term, to go beyond second order. Several models of
bridge functional have been proposed, either based on
hard sphere theory27–29 or weighted density approxi-
mation (WDA)13,30,31.

In this paper, we evaluate the impact of those two
types of correction on the free energy profiles and reor-
ganization free energies predicted for two model elec-

ar
X

iv
:2

10
2.

11
61

6v
2 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
ch

em
-p

h]
  1

0 
M

ar
 2

02
1

mailto:guillaume.jeanmairet@sorbonne-universite.fr


2

tron transfer reactions: Cl → Cl+ and Cl− → Cl.
For a posteriori correction we selected the widely used
pressure correction (PC)14,19 while the bridge func-
tional is the recently proposed angular independent
WDA functional13.

II. THEORY

We remind here some basics of mDFT which are es-
sential for the comprehension of this paper. Thorough
descriptions can be found in previous reports9,10,22.

In mDFT, solvent and solute molecules are de-
scribed by rigid models interacting through classical
forcefield. The solvation free energy of the solute can
be computed by minimizing the solvent functional
with respect to the spatially and orientationally de-
pendent solvent density ρ(r,Ω). We introduce the
following notation x ≡ (r,Ω) for concision. The func-
tional to be minimized is

F [ρ(x)] = Fid[ρ(x)] + Fext[ρ(x)] + Fexc[ρ(x)]. (1)

Its minimum is reached for the equilibrium solvent
density, ρeq. In equation 1, Fid corresponds to the
entropy of the non-interacting liquid

Fid[ρ] = kBT

ˆ [
ρ (x) ln

(
ρ (x)

ρb

)
− ρ (x) + ρb

]
dx

(2)
where kB is the Boltzmann constant, ρb is the homo-
geneous bulk solvent density and T is the temperature.

The second term of equation 1 is due to solute-
solvent interaction and can be expressed as

Fext[ρ] =

ˆ
ρ (x)V (x)dx (3)

where V is the the external potential energy exerted
by the solute.

Solvent-solvent interactions are collected in the last
term of equation 1, that is the excess functional Fexc.
Expanding it around the density ρb of the homoge-
neous fluid taken as a reference, and truncating the
expansion at second order gives rise to the HNC func-
tional. All the higher order correlations are then swept
into the unknown bridge functional FB,

Fexc[ρ] = FHNC[ρ] + FB[ρ] (4)

= −1

2
kBT

˘
[∆ρ(r1,Ω1)c(r1 − r2,Ω1,Ω2)

×∆ρ(r2,Ω2)] dr1dΩ1dr2dΩ2 + FB[ρ]

where c is the direct correlation function of homoge-
neous fluid at density ρb and ∆ρ = ρ− ρb11.

We evaluate two types of pressure correction in
this paper. The PMV correction takes the following
expression14,19

FPMV
B = ρbkBT (1− ρb

2
ĉ(k = 0))

ˆ
ρeq (x)− ρb

ρb
dx

(5)

where ĉ denotes the Fourrier transform of the direct
correlation function. Since equation 5 does not de-
pend on the density ρ, such a correction does not mod-
ify the optimization process. The equilibrium density
remains the same as the one obtained using the HNC
functional.

For the bridge correction, we take the recently pro-
posed spherical WDA functional13

FWDA
B [ρ] =

kBT

n3b

¨
a

[ˆ
∆ρ(r′,Ω)

×w(|r − r′|)dr′]3 dΩdr (6)

the value of a is uniquely defined by imposing the cor-
rect pressure13 and w is a Gaussian weighting function

w(r) = (2πσ2
w)−3/2 exp(−r2/2σ2

w) (7)

with σw = 1 Å.
We now turn our attention to the study of electron

transfer half-reaction of the type Red → Ox + e−,
and remind how it is possible to compute free energy
profiles and reorganization free energies using mDFT.

We start by introducing a set of external potentials
defined as a linear combination between the external
potential of the Ox (denoted by 0) and Red (denoted
by 1) states

Vη = V0 + η(V1 − V0). (8)

where η is a real number.
Minimizing the functional in equation 1 using the

external potentials in equation 8 generate a set of sol-
vent densities ρη. While ρ0 and ρ1 correspond to the
equilibrium solvent densities for the Ox and the Red
states respectively, any other value of η defines a sol-
vent density ρη that is out of equilibrium for both
states. It becomes possible to compute the free en-
ergy of an electronic state α = 0 or 1, solvated in a
solvent density ρη, by evaluating the associated func-
tional: Fα[ρη]. The definition of the two solvent reor-
ganization free energies comes out naturally

λ0 = F0[ρ1]− F0[ρ0] and λ1 = F1[ρ0]− F1[ρ1]. (9)

We then defined the energy gap as

〈∆E〉η =

ˆ
ρη(x) [V1(x)− V0(x)] dx (10)

and showed that it is an appropriate reaction coordi-
nate since there is a one to one mapping between the
energy gap and the solvent density10

η ↔ Vη ↔ ρη ↔ 〈∆E〉η. (11)

The free energy of any state is therefore a function
of 〈∆E〉η and it is possible to compute the free en-
ergy profile associated to state α as a function of this
reaction coordinate

Fα(〈∆E〉η) ≡ Fα[ρη]. (12)
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III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

We study two model electron transfer reactions:
Cl→ Cl+ and Cl− → Cl in water. The solute is mod-
eled by one Lennard-Jones site, with σ=4.404 Å , and
ε=0.4190 kJ/mol. We consider 3 oxidation states cor-

responding to Cl−, Cl(0) and Cl+. We use a Lennard-
Jones cut-off of 10 Å with long range corrections32.
Water is described using the SPC/E model. We gen-
erate a series of biased external potential by varying
the atomic charge of the solute between −1.2 ≤ q ≤ 2
with a step of 1/30 elementary charge. We use a

40×40×40 Å
3

box with 1203 spatial grid points and
196 possible orientations per spatial point with peri-
odic boundary condition. We use the type C correc-
tion of Hünenberger33,34 due to interaction between
the solute and its periodic replica. The temperature
is fixed at 298.15 K.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. partial molar volume correction

The free energy profiles of the two half-reactions cal-
culated using the HNC functional with and without
the PMV correction are displayed in figure 1. All min-
ima are shifted to zero to ease the comparison with the
curves computed by Hartnig et al. using MD4. The
agreement between the free energy profiles obtained
using MD and MDFT is satisfactory for the neutral
solute. However, important deviations are observed
in the case of the cation and the anion. This is a
know defect of the HNC functional which is not able
to properly render the hydrogen bond network of wa-
ter that is essential for the solvation of ions. This is
due to the truncation of the functional expansion at
second order. The two types of corrections studied in
this paper cannot resolve this issue because of their
lack of angular dependency.

At first glance, including the PMV correction do
not seem to deeply modify the shape of the curve.
However, a closer look reveals that the positions of
the minima are shifted. This is especially true for the
ions where the minima are shifted toward zero. This
might appear surprising since the energy gap defined
in equation 10 solely depends on the density ρη which
is not modified by the PMV correction.

In fact, the shift of the minima is a consequence of
a pathological defect of this correction. This is visible
in figure 2 where the free energy profiles of the ions are
depicted as a function of the charge q of the fictitious
solute: q = η for the Cl → Cl+ reaction and q = −η
for the Cl− → Cl reaction. The minima of the PMV
corrected free energy profiles no longer correspond to
q = 1 and q = −1. Equivalently, this means that the
minimum of the free energy curve is not reached for
the equilibrium solvent density of the solute. This is a
violation of the DFT variational principle which is not
surprising since the PMV correction is not properly
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FIG. 1. Free energy profiles of Cl→ Cl+ and the Cl− → Cl
electron transfer reactions computed using the HNC func-
tional without (full) and with (dashed) the PMV correc-
tion and using the WDA (dotted) bridge functional. The
MD data obtained by Hartnig et al4 are the circles.

integrated in the classical DFT formalism. It is sim-
ply an a posteriori correction that does not influence
the optimization. This might be acceptable when the
objective is to reproduce some reference solvation free
energies14,19,20,22,23,26 but it is problematic to study
electron transfer reactions. Indeed, the two ways to
compute the reorganization free energies, either from
equation 9 or from the graphical definition, i.e. as the
difference between the value of the free energy of one
state at the abscissa corresponding to the minimum
of the second state and the value at its minimum do
not coincide anymore.

Reorganization free energies are given in table I.
Note that there are two sets of values for the neutral
chlorine since the value of λ depends on the choice of
the second oxidation state. Solvent reorganization free
energies of Cl and Cl+ computed with the HNC func-
tional are similar indicating that this electron transfer
reaction is well described using Marcus Theory while
the Cl− → Cl reaction deviates from Marcus theory.
These results are consistent with MD simulations4.
When the PMV correction is added, both electron
transfer reactions seem to deviate from Marcus the-
ory since the reorganization free energies of ions differ
from the one of the associated neutral state. More-
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FIG. 2. Free energy of Cl+ and Cl− computed using the
HNC functional without (full) and with (dashed) the PMV
correction and using the WDA (dotted) bridge functional
as a function of the charge of the fictitious solute. The
value of the PMV correction is also displayed as a function
of the charge of the fictitious solute.

λ HNC PMV (eq 9) PMV graphical WDA

Cl 297 332 287 295

Cl− 264 229 230 255

Cl 218 220 220 209

Cl+ 214 212 197 209

TABLE I. Solvent reorganization free energies (in kJ/mol)
calculated with the HNC functional, with the PMV cor-
rection using equation 9, with the PMV correction using
the graphical definition and with the WDA functional.

over, the reorganization free energies computed using
equation 9 differ by up to 25 kJ/mol from the one
computed with the graphical definition.

The evolution of the energy gap as a function of
q is displayed in figure 3. We recall that values of q
between 0 and 1 correspond to the Cl → Cl+ while
the value between 0 and -1 corresponds to Cl− → Cl.
When an electron transfer reaction is following Marcus
theory, the energy gap should vary linearly. This is
the case between q = 0 and q = 1, while the linearity
is not respected between q = 0 and q = −1. This
is consistent with the conclusions drawn examining
the reorganization free energies computing using the
HNC functional and with the MD results: the Cl →
Cl+ reaction follows Marcus theory while the Cl− →
Cl reaction does not. Since the energy gap is not
modified by the PMV correction, the linear behavior
observed for the Cl→ Cl+ is in contradiction with the
different values of λ of table I. This is another proof of
the inappropriateness of the PMV correction to study
electron transfer reactions.

B. Weighted density bridge functional

The same electron transfer reactions were studied
using the WDA functional of equation 6 and the pre-
diction for the free energy profiles as a function of the
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FIG. 3. Vertical energy gap computed using the HNC
(solid black) and WDA functional (solid red) as a func-
tion of the atomic charge. The dotted and dashed lines
are the tangent to the HNC curve in q = −1 and q = 1
respectively.

energy gap or of the solute charge are given in figures 1
and 2 respectively. Adding WDA bridge has a limited
impact on the free energy profile as compared to the
HNC predictions. More importantly, the minimum
of the free energy curve of the cation (resp. anion)
is correctly reached for the solute with charge q = 1
(resp. q = −1). This is because the WDA correction
has a functional form and the variational principle is
respected. The reorganization free energies predicted
with the WDA functional are slightly reduced with re-
spect to the one predicted using HNC but the overall
conclusion is recovered: Cl→ Cl+ follows Marcus pic-
ture while Cl→ Cl− does not. This is also supported
by the evolution of the energy gap as a function of the
atomic charge in figure 3.

We now attempt to understand why the reorgani-
zation free energy of the ions are reduced when the
WDA bridge is used. We introduce the free energy
difference for a state α as

∆Fα(η) = FWDA
α (η)− FHNC

α (η) (13)

= ∆F ext
α (η) + ∆F int

α (η) (14)

where ∆F ext
α is the difference of the external function-

als defined by equation 3 and ∆F int
α is the contribu-

tion of the ideal and excess term in equation 1. Since
the WDA functional modifies the minimization pro-
cess, the equilibrium solvent densities associated to
the same η differ for both corrections in equation 13.

Using equation 9, the difference of the reorganiza-
tion free energies obtained with and without the WDA
functional can be expressed as

∆λα = λWDA
α − λHNC

α = ∆Fα(0)−∆Fα(α) (15)

≈ ∆F elec
α (0)−∆F elec

α (α) (16)

where ∆F elec
α is the electrostatic part of external func-

tional difference. In equation 16, we assume that since
the considered species are ions, the main contribution
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is due to the electrostatic, i.e ∆F int and the Lennard-
Jones contributions can be neglected. As long as we
are considering spherical ions, the electrostatic poten-
tial is spherically symmetric, so is the polarization of
the solvent. The equilibrium dipolar polarization den-
sity of the fluid can be computed from the equilibrium
solvent density as

P (r,Ω)

µ0
=

ˆ
ρeq(r,Ω)ΩdΩ (17)

where µ0 is the molecular dipole of the solvent
molecule. The spherically averaged radial component
of the solvent equilibrium polarization around each
ion are displayed in figure 4.
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FIG. 4. Equilibrium radial polarization density around
Cl− and Cl+ computed by HNC and WDA

The WDA functional reduces the polarization of the
solvent in the vicinity of the charged solutes, as evi-
denced by the decrease of the first peaks in figure 4.
Since the polarization is reduced, the ion is destabi-
lized by the WDA functional when immersed in its
equilibrium density, ∆F elec

α (α) > 0. On the contrary,
the equilibrium density of the oppositely charged ion
is less destabilizing ∆F elec

α (−α) < 0. Finally, the
WDA correction being angular independent we can
expect the polarization around the neutral solute to
be almost unchanged ∆F elec

α (0) ≈ 0. With this simple
analysis and using equation 16 we recover the decrease
of the reorganization free energy observed in table I.
A verification of the hypothesis made here and a more
detailed examination of the evolution of the different
quantities entering equations 14-15 is available in SI.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we studied the appropriateness of
two corrections to the HNC functional to study aque-
ous electron transfer reactions with molecular den-
sity functional theory. First, we examine a simple a
posteriori correction of the pressure which has been
widely used with different expression in mDFT and
3D-RISM14,18,19,21–23,26. Despite its success to pre-
dict solvation free energy in good agreement with ref-
erence simulations and experiments, this correction

should not be used to study electron transfer reac-
tions. The minima of the free energy profile does
not correspond to the equilibrium solvent configura-
tion when this correction is used because it modifies
the free energy without affecting the functional opti-
mization. The reorganization free energies becomes
ill-defined: the graphical definition do not coincide
with the mathematical expression. Moreover, we have
shown that using any of the two definitions of the re-
organization free energy lead to a behavior deviating
from the Marcus picture for Cl→ Cl+ reaction in dis-
agreement with MD simulations and HNC mDFT cal-
culations. This deviation form Marcus theory is not
recovered when examining the evolution of the energy
gap, which is a final evidence for the inconsistency of
the pressure correction.

We then turned to another type of correction, a
so-called bridge functional which is trying to recover
some of the contribution due to the terms beyond
the quadratic approximation of the HNC functional.
We have chosen to use the recent and simple angular
independent weighted density functional13 that was
shown to properly reproduce the solvation free ener-
gies of hydrophobic solutes. Since this bridge has a
functional form, the equilibrium density is modified
and this approach does not suffer from the flaws of
the PMV correction. There are no ambiguities in the
definitions of the reorganization free energies, and we
recover results consistent with MD simulations and
HNC mDFT calculations: Cl → Cl+ follows Marcus
picture while Cl− → Cl deviates from it. Overall, the
WDA functional does not modify significantly the re-
sults obtained without correction10. This might be
because it is an angular independent correction, hav-
ing a low impact on the polarization of the solvent
which is the dominant effect for ions.
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