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Abstract

Time-independent, orbital-optimized density functional approaches outperform time-

dependent density functional theory (TDDFT) in calculations of excited electronic

states involving a large rearrangement of the electron density, such as charge transfer

excitations. However, optimizing orbitals for excited states remains challenging, as the

latter typically correspond to saddle points on the electronic energy surface. A simple

and robust strategy for variational orbital optimization of excited states is presented.

The approach involves two steps: (1) a constrained energy minimization, where a subset

of orbitals changed by the excitation are frozen, followed by (2) a fully unconstrained

saddle point optimization. The constrained minimization step makes it possible to iden-

tify the electronic degrees of freedom along which the energy needs to be maximized,

preventing variational collapse. Both steps of this freeze-and-release strategy are carried

out using direct optimization algorithms with a computational scaling comparable to

ground state calculations. Numerical tests using a generalized gradient approximation

functional are performed on intramolecular charge transfer states of organic molecules
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as well as intermolecular charge transfer states of molecular dimers. It is shown that

the freeze-and-release direct optimization (FR-DO) approach can successfully converge

challenging charge transfer states, overcoming limitations of conventional algorithms

based on the maximum overlap method, which either collapse to lower energy, charge-

delocalized solutions or fail to converge. While FR-DO requires more iterations on

average, the overall increase in computational cost is small. For the NH3-F2 dimer, it

is found that unlike TDDFT, orbital-optimized calculations reproduce the correct long-

range dependency of the energy with respect to the donor-acceptor separation without

the need to include exact exchange in the long range.

1 Introduction

Understanding phenomena such as photosynthesis and vision, and developing efficient and

sustainable devices for solar energy conversion relies on accurately modeling electronic excita-

tions in large molecular chromophores and photoactive materials. Simulating photoinduced

processes, including charge transfer, energy dissipation, and photoisomerization, requires

electronic structure methods that are both computationally affordable and can reliably de-

scribe states of different electronic character across several molecular geometries. While a

host of methods in the contexts of wave function and density functional theory (DFT) have

been developed for calculating excited electronic states, combining the efficiency necessary

for their employment in large-scale studies with the required accuracy remains a challenge.

As a result, conventional excited state methods typically hold low predictive power in sim-

ulations of the photoinduced dynamics of the electrons and the positions of the nuclei,1,2

calling for the development of efficient methodologies with improved accuracy.

The most favorable balance between efficiency and accuracy is typically achieved in DFT

when local or semilocal density functionals are used since then, the expensive evaluation

of the exchange interaction is replaced by the efficient calculation of an exchange-and-

correlation (XC) functional. Excited states in this framework are most frequently described

2



by using time-dependent DFT (TDDFT), usually by applying linear-response perturbation

theory to the time-dependent Kohn-Sham (KS) equations and using ground state functionals

in the adiabatic approximation.3–5 While competitive to the alternative time-independent

formalism regarding efficiency, the approximations used in TDDFT severely limit its applica-

bility in studies of dynamics involving conical intersections6,7 and charge transfer excitations

which significantly change the electron density.8–11 These well-known flaws of TDDFT can

be alleviated by overcoming the aforementioned approximations, but doing so raises the level

of competition in terms of efficiency and non-expert usability of the method so much that

accurate and more reliable wave function methods may be a better choice. The inclusion

of exact exchange in the functional can improve the TDDFT description of charge transfer

excitations,9,11–14 but doing so also raises the computational cost and to a degree defeats the

point of using DFT in the first place.

Recently, it has been shown that time-independent variational excited state calculations

in the framework of DFT yield a more balanced description of ground and excited states

than TDDFT when using local and semilocal functionals, with no correlation of the error on

the excitation energy with the extent of charge transfer induced by the excitation.15 This

improved performance compared to TDDFT for charge transfer states,7,9,16–20 as well as a

correct description of a conical intersection of the ethylene molecule21 have been demon-

strated in other studies as well. Typically referred to as ∆SCF, this method specifically

optimizes the orbitals for each excited state by finding solutions to the time-independent KS

equations higher in energy than the lowest one corresponding to the ground state. Solutions

to these equations are equivalent to stationary points on the energy surface determined by the

electronic degrees of freedom.22 Often saddle points,23–27 these stationary points have been

difficult to obtain reliably with optimization methods, such as the iterative evaluation and

diagonalization of the Fock matrix together with the direct inversion in the iterative subspace

(DIIS), classically used for ground state minimizations, which frequently lead to variational

collapse to lower-energy solutions other than the desired one or convergence problems. The
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probability of variational collapse may be decreased by combining DIIS with the maximum

overlap method (MOM)7,28 which attempts to conserve a non-aufbau configuration during

the minimization to yield SCF-MOM, but this approach is not always successful.9,23,29–34 It

is now common wisdom that reliable convergence of excited states can only be achieved if

the employed solver is specifically designed to converge to saddle points.

Usually, quasi-Newton direct optimization (DO) methods that can update an approxi-

mate Hessian with negative eigenvalues are used for this purpose in combination with MOM,

an approach termed DO-MOM.29,33,34 In order to facilitate convergence toward a saddle point

corresponding to a target excited state, the optimization is preconditioned with a diagonal

approximation of the initial Hessian containing negative elements. Yet, a recent study has

shown that DO-MOM can yield unphysical, charge-delocalized solutions in the case of charge

transfer excitation in the 90-degrees-twisted N -phenylpyrrole (PP) molecule.23 An alterna-

tive approach is to invert the projection of the gradient along the modes of the electronic

Hessian corresponding to the n lowest eigenvalues in order to converge on a saddle point of

order n. The resulting direct optimization generalized mode following (DO-GMF) method

avoids variational collapse without needing MOM and has been shown to converge challeng-

ing charge transfer excitations robustly in the nitrobenzene and PP molecules.23 However,

partial eigendecomposition of the Hessian increases the computational cost, and moreover,

the saddle point order of the target solution needs to be estimated ahead of the calculation,

which is not straightforward.23

In the present article, a simple DO strategy that can converge excited states with charge

transfer character is presented. The approach involves two optimization steps: (1) A con-

strained optimization is performed to minimize the energy along all degrees of freedom ex-

cluding those where the energy should be maximized, (2) the preconditioner is reevaluated,

and a fully unconstrained optimization is carried out. The constrained minimization leads

to a partial relaxation of the orbitals in the excited state, improving the estimation of the

directions of negative curvature when constructing the preconditioner. In the subsequent
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unconstrained optimization, maximization steps are taken in the concave directions, thereby

converging on the saddle point corresponding to the target solution. This freeze-and-release

direct optimization (FR-DO) approach has similar cost as ground state calculations and is

shown here to converge charge transfer excited states of molecules, where DO-MOM cal-

culations collapse to unphysical, charge-delocalized solutions and SCF-MOM computations

suffer from convergence problems. The constrained minimization strategy presented here

is also found to be useful for estimating the saddle point order of the target excited state

solution for calculations using DO-GMF.

2 Methodology

2.1 Direct orbital optimization

In variational electronic structure methods, excited states are obtained as stationary points

of an energy functional. These stationary points are generally saddle points on the electronic

energy surface, as any variation in the electronic degrees of freedom driving the system toward

the ground state— the global minimum—leads to a decrease in energy. In orbital-optimized

KS calculations of excited states, the objective is to find a single determinant wave function

with a nonaufbau orbital occupation for which the energy functional of the electron density

is stationary with respect to unitary variations of the orbitals. Since these stationary points

correspond to solutions to the KS equations other than the ground state, a common approach

involves solving the KS equations for high energy solutions via eigendecomposition of the KS

Hamiltonian matrix, i.e. a simple extension of conventional SCF methods for ground state

calculations. However, this approach often suffers from convergence failures and can struggle

to maintain the desired nonaufbau occupation during the SCF, even when techniques such

as the maximum overlap method are employed, as shown in the present work.

An alternative, more robust approach is direct optimization (DO), where the orbitals

are directly optimized by finding a unitary transformation that makes the KS energy sta-
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tionary. Given a reference set of M orthonormal molecular orbitals, both occupied and

unoccupied, ψ0 = (ψ0
1(r), ψ

0
2(r), . . . , ψ

0
M(r)), usually chosen as the initial guess orbitals, a

new set of orthonormal orbitals ψ = (ψ1(r), ψ2(r), . . . , ψM(r)) is obtained via the unitary

transformation

ψ = ψ0U . (1)

The unitary matrix U is commonly parametrized as the exponential of an anti-Hermitian

matrix κ = −κ†, such that ψ = ψ0e
κ. Therefore, in general, finding the optimal orbitals

corresponding to an excited state solution involves making the energy stationary with respect

to the elements of κ and simultaneously minimizing it with respect to ψ0, which leads to

the variational condition

stat
ψ
E[ψ] = min

ψ0

stat
κ
E[ψ0e

κ] . (2)

In the present work, the molecular orbitals are represented using a linear combination of

atomic orbitals (LCAO) basis set, where the initial orbitals {ψ0
i } are expressed as a linear

combination of M basis functions

ψ0 = χC0 , (3)

where χ = (χ1(r), χ2(r), . . . , χM(r)) is the vector of basis functions, and C0 is the M ×M

matrix of expansion coefficients. Since the basis functions {χi} are fixed, the variational

condition becomes:

stat
ψ
E[ψ] = stat

κ
E[χC0e

κ] (4)

Thus, in the LCAO basis set, the variational optimization of the orbitals involves finding the

elements of κ that make the energy stationary, providing a matrix of optimal coefficients.

Anti-Hermitian matrices κ form a linear space, which makes it possible to carry out the

optimization with gradient-based optimization algorithms. Efficient quasi-Newton meth-

ods that propagate a non-positive-definite approximate electronic Hessian have been pro-

posed,33,34 and are commonly used. The electronic gradient elements, {∂E/∂κij}, are com-
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puted using the elements of the Hamiltonian matrix in the basis of the optimal orbitals

Hij =
∑

µν

C∗
iµHµνCνj (5)

with

Hµν =

∫
χ∗
µ(r)ĥKSχν(r)dr , (6)

where ĥKS is the KS Hamiltonian operator. The gradients evaluated at each step in the

optimization are then used to propagate an approximate inverse electronic Hessian starting

from an initial inverse Hessian that acts as a preconditioner for the quasi-Newton step. A

common choice for the initial Hessian is a diagonal approximation with elements35,36

∂2E

∂κ2ij
≈ 2 (ϵi − ϵj) (fj − fi) (7)

which is easily computed from the eigenvalues, ϵi, and occupation numbers, fi, of the canon-

ical orbitals of the initial guess. Further details on the matrix exponential, gradient evalua-

tion, and propagation of the approximate Hessian can be found in previous works.29,33,35

Recently, an alternative direct optimization approach based on generalized mode follow-

ing (GMF) has been presented.23 This method involves determining the eigenvectors of the

electronic Hessian corresponding to its lowest n eigenvalues using a numerical partial di-

agonalization strategy. The components of the electronic gradient along the n modes are

then inverted, and a step uphill in energy in the directions parallel to the eigenvectors can

be taken using simple minimization methods, thereby converging on a saddle point of order

n. The DO-GMF method is more robust than DO methods based on the quasi-Newton

step, but requires an accurate estimate of the saddle point order of the target excited state

solution.
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2.1.1 Direct optimization with constraints

The direct optimization strategy illustrated above can be readily adapted to perform a

constrained optimization where a subset of N orbitals is relaxed while the remaining M −N

orbitals are kept fixed. Let {s1, s2, . . . , sN} be the indices of theN orbitals that are optimized,

the elements of the matrix of coefficients after application of the unitary transformation are

given by

Cµi =





∑N
k=1C

0
µk [e

κ]ki for i ∈ {s1, s2, . . . , sN}

C0
µi for i /∈ {s1, s2, . . . , sN}

(8)

During the constrained optimization, the gradient can be evaluated using the elements of a

reduced N ×N Hamiltonian matrix

H ′
kl =

∑

µν

C ′∗
kµHµνC

′
νl , (9)

where k, l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} are orbital indices in the subspace containing the relaxed orbitals.

2.2 Freeze-and-release direct optimization

The freeze-and-release direct optimization (FR-DO) method is summarized in Algorithm 1.

As commonly done, the initial guess for the excited state calculation is formed from ground

state orbitals with occupation numbers modified to reflect a desired excitation. For instance,

for a HOMO-LUMO excitation, a 90◦ rotation between the ground state HOMO and LUMO

orbitals is performed, effectively swapping their occupation numbers. Here, we focus on

single-electron excitations, although the approach can be straightforwardly generalized to

handle excitations involving multiple pairs of occupied-unoccupied orbitals.

Next, a constrained optimization is performed where the orbitals involved in the ex-

citation used to prepare the initial guess are kept fixed, constraining all pairwise orbital
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Algorithm 1 Freeze-and-Release Direct Optimization
1: Input:

- Ground state orbitals {ψ0
i }i∈{1,...,M}

- Indices of pair of occupied-unoccupied orbitals of target excitation {ψ0
r , ψ

0
a}

2: Initial guess excitation
Apply 90◦ rotation to swap occupation numbers of ψ0

r and ψ0
a

ψ0
a ← ψ0

r excitation
3: Constrained subspace optimization

Freeze {ψr, ψa} and optimize remaining orbitals {ψ′
k}k∈{1,...,M−2} = {ψ0

i }i∈{1,...,M} \ {ψ0
r , ψ

0
a}

ψ′ ← ψ′eκ
′

4: Electronic Hessian analysis
Compute approximate Hessian in full space {ψk}i∈{1,...,M} = {ψ′

k}k∈{1,...,M−2} ∪ {ψ0
r , ψ

0
a}

Estimate directions of negative curvature and saddle point order of target excited state
5: Full-space unconstrained optimization

Optimize all M orbitals {ψk}i∈{1,...,M}
ψ ← ψeκ

6: Output: Fully optimized excited state orbitals {ψi}i∈{1,...,M}

rotations involving these orbitals. This step prevents variational collapse to lower-energy

solutions while allowing the remaining orbitals to relax. This partial relaxation makes it

possible to refine the estimate of the directions of negative curvature, which must be fol-

lowed to locate the target excited state saddle point. Using the orbitals obtained from the

constrained optimization as initial guess, along with the refined approximate Hessian, a sub-

sequent unconstrained optimization is performed in the full orbital space to converge on the

saddle point of the target excited state.

This optimization strategy has some similarities with the freeze-and-release method pre-

sented by Obermeyer et al.30 in the context of Hartree-Fock-Slater calculations of multiply

ionized and highly excited states in molecules. Both approaches involve steps of constrained

optimization where some orbitals are frozen, but there are some differences. Firstly, the

FR-DO approach uses direct orbital optimization with quasi-Newton algorithms designed to

converge on saddle points. The strategy by Obermeyer et al.,30 instead, is based on solving

the SCF eigenvalue equation in combinations with MOM. Secondly, in the strategy presented

in ref 30, the orbitals kept fixed in the constrained optimization steps are chosen based on

the magnitude of the components of the energy gradient. Here, instead, a more bespoke def-
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inition of the constraints is adopted, as the fixed orbitals are chosen as the reference orbitals

with holes and excited electrons based on excitations within the ground state orbitals. In

this way, the degrees of freedom along which the energy should be maximized are initially

fixed and the constrained optimization step corresponds to a minimization, which can be

performed without the risk of variational collapse.

2.3 Computational settings

Calculations with different orbital-optimized methods are carried out for 27 intramolecular

charge transfer excited states of 15 organic molecules, as identified in ref 37 through coupled

cluster calculations. The molecular geometries are those obtained in ref 37 by optimizing the

vacuum ground state structure at the CCSD(T) or CC3 level. Additionally, orbital-optimized

and TD-DFT calculations are performed for intermolecular charge transfer excitations in

two molecular dimers, tetrafluoroethylene-ethylene and ammonia-fluorine, at different inter-

molecular distances. The geometries of the tetrafluoroethylene-ethylene dimer are generated

by varying the distance between the two monomers while keeping their internal structures

fixed, starting from the dimer optimized in the ground state in vacuum using CC2 in ref 38,

while the geometries of the ammonia-fluorine dimer are obtained from a dimer optimized in

the ground state in vacuum in ref 39 using a multi-configurational quadratic configuration

interaction approach, MC-QCISD/3. The geometries of the two dimers correspond to those

used in ref 40, where reference values of excitation energy and charge transfer distance are

calculated using equation-of-motion coupled cluster at the CCSD(T) level.

All calculations use the GGA functional PBE and are spin unrestricted.41 For the orbital-

optimized calculations, the frozen core approximation and the projector augmented wave

(PAW) formalism42 are used. For the systems with intramolecular charge transfer exci-

tations, the valence electrons are represented by an LCAO orbital basis set consisting of

primitive Gaussian functions from the aug-cc-pVDZ set43–45 augmented with a single set of

numerical atomic orbitals (referred to as Gaussian basis set + sz).46,47 For the systems with

10



intermolecular charge transfer excitations, cc-pVDZ+sz and cc-pVDZ basis sets are used for

the orbital-optimized and TDDFT calculations, respectively. For these calculations, diffuse

functions are not included to enable a comparison with the reference EOM-CCSD(T) results

of ref 40.

The calculations on the intramolecular charge transfer states are performed with three

orbital-optimized methods: (1) the FR-DO approach described in section 2.2, (2) DO-MOM,

where direct optimization is used in combination with MOM and no constrained optimization

steps are performed, and (3) SCF-MOM, where a conventional DIIS scheme is used together

with MOM. For the FR-DO calculations, an L-BFGS algorithm35 with a maximum step

size of 0.2 for the constrained optimization step and a limited-memory symmetric rank 1

(L-SR1) algorithm with a maximum step size of 0.1 for the full optimization after releasing

the constraints are used. The DO-MOM calculations use L-SR1 with a maximum step

size of 0.2. The SCF-MOM calculations are based on direct diagonalization of the KS

Hamiltonian matrix with Pulay mixing of the electron density.48 Unless otherwise stated,

the orbital-optimized calculations are considered converged if a precision of 4·10−8 eV2 per

valence electron in the squared residual of the KS equations is achieved within 333 iterations

(default in the program used for these calculations). In the initial, constrained optimization

step of the FR-DO calculations, the orbitals are optimized to a less stringent precision of

4·10−3 eV2 per valence electron to optimize efficiency. The results, however, do not change

if this first step is converged to 4·10−8 eV2 per valence electron.

In the DO-MOM and SCF-MOM calculations, the MOM algorithm of ref. 7 is employed,

where at each iteration the occupation numbers are chosen such that the occupied orbitals

are those with the largest projections into the occupied space of the initial guess orbitals

ωi =

√√√√
N∑

r=1

|Ωri|2, (10)

with N being the number of occupied orbitals, and Ωri being the overlap between occupied

11



orbital r of the initial guess and orbital i at the current iteration,

Ωri =

∫
ψ0∗
r (r)ψi(r)dr . (11)

All excited states considered in the present work are open-shell singlets, thus the orbital-

optimized unrestricted KS calculations provide spin-mixed solutions. For the intramolecular

charge transfer states, the focus is on assessing the numerical performance of the FR-DO al-

gorithm in comparison to DO-MOM and SCF-MOM, rather than benchmarking the accuracy

of orbital-optimized density functional calculations (for a benchmark of the performance of

local and semilocal functional with respect to intramolecular charge transfer excitations, see

ref 15). For the intermolecular charge transfer states, for which a comparison with reference

coupled cluster calculations is carried out, the effect of spin mixing on the energy has been

shown to be negligible ,40 since spin-mixed and triplet solutions become degenerate for long

distances between donor and acceptor. Therefore, in all calculations presented here, no spin

purification of the energy 49 is applied.

Apart from the value of excitation energy, orbital-optimized solutions are characterized

by computing a charge transfer distance according to the metric introduced by Le Bahers et

al.:50

dCT =

∣∣∫ ∆ρ(r)r dr
∣∣

qCT
, (12)

where ∆ρ(r) is the electron density difference between the excited and ground states, and

qCT is the charge transferred in the excitation evaluated as the integral of the positive part

of ∆ρ(r).

The orbital-optimized calculations are carried out with the Grid-based Projector Aug-

mented Wave (GPAW) software,48,51,52 where the FR-DO method is implemented. For the

TD-DFT calculations, version 5.0.4 of the ORCA software53,54 is used.
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3 Results

3.1 Numerical tests

3.1.1 Charge transfer excited state of twisted N-Phenylpyrrole

It has previously been shown that charge transfer excited states of the N -Phenylpyrrole (PP)

molecule are challenging to obtain within orbital optimized density functional calculations.23

Here, the performance of the FR-DO approach presented in sec. 2.2 is assessed with respect

to the A1 LUMO+1←HOMO charge transfer excitation in twisted PP.

As shown in Figure 1, a calculation of the spin-mixed solution for the A1 excited state

of PP is initialized by promoting an electron from the ground state HOMO localized on

the pyrrole group (πpy) to the ground state LUMO+1 localized on the phenyl group (π∗
ph).

Figure 2 shows the convergence of the energy in DO-MOM and FR-DO using the PBE

functional and the aug-cc-pVDZ+sz basis set started from the same initial guess. The DO-

MOM calculation converges after 34 iterations to a solution with an excitation energy of

4.61 eV, while FR-DO converges in only 27 iterations to a higher-energy solution with an

excitation energy of 5.56 eV, much closer to the theoretical best estimate of 5.65 eV.37 The

solution obtained with FR-DO has larger dipole moment and charge transfer distance dCT
DO

(9.36 D and 2.42 Å) compared to the solution obtained with DO-MOM (3.33 D and 2.06 Å).

The value of dCT
DO of 2.42 Å is in good agreement with the charge transfer distance obtained

from the relaxed density of TD-DFT calculations with the range-separated CAM-B3LYP

functional and the cc-pVTZ basis set in ref 37 (2.38 Å). Clearly, the solution that best

describes the target charge transfer excited state is the one obtained with FR-DO, while

DO-MOM collapses to a solution where the transferred charge is too delocalized.

In Figure 1, the canonical orbitals of the charge-localized and charge-delocalized solutions

are visualized together with their occupations. At the initial guess, the electron hole created

by the excitation is localized on the pyrrole group (πpy orbital). However, in the solution

obtained with DO-MOM, the hole is delocalized over the entire molecule and is nearly
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Figure 1: DO-MOM vs. FR-DO solutions of the spin-mixed A1 charge transfer excited state
of the twisted N -Phenylpyrrole molecule obtained with PBE/aug-cc-pVDZ+sz. (a) The
initial guess is formed from the ground state orbitals by choosing the occupations according
to a π∗

ph ← πpy excitation (HOMO to LUMO+1). (b) DO-MOM converges to a solution
corresponding to a 2nd-order saddle point with small dipole moment and charge transfer
distance, where the πpy hole and a πph occupied orbital are mixed by ∼45◦. (c) The first
step of constrained minimization in FR-DO prevents πpy and πph from mixing. (d) When the
constraints are released, the calculation converges to a 10th-order saddle point with larger
dipole moment and charge transfer distance in better agreement with the results of higher-
level calculations.37 The orbitals are visualized for isosurface values of ±0.08Å−3. Some of
the orbitals are omitted for clarity.

degenerate with an equally delocalized occupied orbital, leading to a reduced charge transfer.

The pair of delocalized occupied-unoccupied orbitals arise from approximately 45◦ mixing

between the unoccupied πpy orbital and a lower-energy occupied orbital localized on the

phenyl group, πph, as demonstrated in Figure 3, where the orbital projections used by MOM

are shown for each iteration. This is confirmed in Figure 4, which shows a scan of the

energy along the degree of freedom corresponding to the rotation between the πph and πpy

orbitals, κπphπpy . Along this orbital rotation, the energy has a minimum where the πph and
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Figure 2: Convergence of the excitation energy in DO-MOM and FR-DO calculations of the
spin-mixed A1 charge transfer excited state of twisted N -Phenylpyrrole using PBE/aug-cc-
pVDZ+sz. FR-DO converges to a charge-localized solution with excitation energy (5.56 eV)
close to the theoretical best estimate (5.86 eV), while DO-MOM collapses to a lower-energy
(4.61 eV), charge-delocalized solution (see also Figure 1).

πpy orbitals are highly mixed. FR-DO avoids collapse along κπphπpy , giving a solution where

πph and πpy are still localized on the phenyl and pyrrole groups, respectively, corresponding

to a maximum along κπphπpy .

To understand why DO-MOM converges to a lower-energy solution with unphysical

charge delocalization while FR-DO avoids this collapse, a closer look at the preconditioning

procedure of the quasi-Newton algorithm needs to be taken. The preconditioner for the

DO-MOM calculation evaluated as the inverse of a diagonal approximation to the electronic

Hessian according to eq 7 using the energy of the initial guess orbitals has two negative

elements, since there are two unoccupied orbitals below one occupied orbital at the initial

guess (see Figure 1). However, the component of the preconditioner along κπphπpy is positive

because the unoccupied orbital πpy has higher energy than the occupied orbital πph. As a

result, DO-MOM takes a step toward the direction of the negative of the gradient along

κπphπpy , leaving the concave region of the energy surface and going downhill toward the sta-

tionary point where the πph and πpy orbitals are mixed. This solution is a 2nd-order saddle

point, consistent with the number of negative elements of the preconditioner. Figure 3 shows

the orbital projections that MOM uses as weights according to eq 10 Initially, the (occu-
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Figure 3: Orbital projections according to eq 10 used as weights to choose the occupation
numbers in a DO-MOM calculation of the spin-mixed solution of the A1 LUMO+1←HOMO
charge transfer excited state in the twisted N -Phenylpyrrole molecule with PBE/aug-cc-
pVDZ. ωπpy and ωπph

are the projections for he (occupied) πph and (unoccupied) πpy orbitals,
respectively. These orbitals are visualized for selected iterations with isosurface values of
±0.1Å−3, showing the mixing between the orbitals.

pied) πph and (unoccupied) πpy orbitals are localized on the phenyl and pyrrole parts of the

molecule and their projections according to eq 10 are 1 and 0, respectively. As the calcu-

lation collapses to a solution corresponding to a minimum along the rotation angle κπphπpy

mixing πph and πpy (see Figure 4), the projections approach 1/
√
2 ≈ 0.7, corresponding to

an absolute mixing of ∼ 45◦. MOM is unable to prevent the variational collapse as there are

no orbitals with larger overlaps with the initially localized πph orbital among the manifold

of unoccupied orbitals. In the first step of FR-DO, the πph and πpy orbitals are frozen, so

there is no possibility of leaving the concave region of the energy surface along κπphπpy .

The constrained minimization induces a reordering of the orbitals by stabilizing the

orbitals localized on the phenyl group and destabilizing the orbitals localized on the pyrrole

group. As a result, the preconditioner evaluated using the partially relaxed orbitals has
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Figure 4: Electronic energy of twisted N -Phenylpyrrole as a function of the rotation angle
κπphπpy mixing the occupied πph and unoccupied πpy orbitals (see Figure 1) using PBE/aug-
cc-pVDZ+sz. The minima of the energy along κπphπpy correspond to unphysical, charge-
delocalized solutions, while the target charge-localized solution corresponds to the maximum
closest to 0◦ rotation. The black continuous curves represent the quadratic model used
by the quasi-Newton algorithm employed in the calculations based on the energy gradient
and Hessian approximation (eq 7) at the initial guess. In a DO-MOM calculation (a), the
quadratic model incorrectly gives a positive curvature because the Hessian approximation
underestimates the directions of negative curvature, and the quasi-Newton step is away from
the target saddle point. After constrained minimization in FR-DO (b), the model predicts
the correct negative curvature and the step is toward the saddle point.

12 negative elements, two being close to zero. One of the negative components of the

preconditioner is along κπphπpy because the occupied πph orbital lies higher in energy than the

πpy hole after the constrained minimization (see Figure 1). Therefore, when the constrains

are released, a step is taken in the direction of the positive gradient along κπphπpy , thereby

converging on the saddle point corresponding to the target charge-localized solution. The

saddle point order of this solution is 10, which is consistent with the number of large negative

elements of the diagonal approximate Hessian evaluated after the constrained minimization.

The saddle point orders of all solutions are shown in Table S2.

3.1.2 Saddle point order of target excited states

The constrained minimization step of FR-DO provides an improved estimate of the degrees of

freedom along which the energy needs to be maximized preventing collapse to lower-energy

solutions for a calculation of a charge transfer excited state of the twisted PP molecule.
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Figure 5: Comparisons of estimated saddle point orders using PBE/aug-cc-pVDZ of all
excited states in the set of intramolecular charge transfer states predicted from the number of
negative elements of the preconditioner (blue stars) and the number of negative eigenvalues of
the numerical electronic Hessian smaller than -1 eV (green crosses), and the true saddle point
orders of the converged solutions (black circles) depending on the charge transfer distance
of the converged solution. The lines show linear regressions. At the initial guess (a), the
preconditioner tends to underestimate the saddle point order, while the numerical Hessian
generally overestimates it. Constrained minimization (b) improves the estimates, with the
preconditioner slightly overestimating the true saddle point orders and the numerical Hessian
agreeing with them with an average deviation of 0.56 (see Table S2).
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The question arises as to what extent constrained minimization can be used to estimate the

saddle point order of a target excited state solution. This is an important consideration in,

e.g., calculations with the direct optimization generalized mode following method, DO-GMF,

presented in ref 23, which requires the saddle point order of the excited state as input for a

calculation.

Figure 5 shows the saddle point order estimated at the initial guess made of ground

state orbitals with changed occupations and at the partially relaxed solution obtained after

constrained minimization for multiple charge transfer excited states in organic molecules

from Loos’ benchmark set,37 including the A1 state of twisted PP analyzed in the previous

section.

The saddle point order is estimated as the number of negative eigenvalues of the elec-

tronic Hessian evaluated numerically using a Davidson algorithm23 as well as the number of

negative elements of an analytical diagonal approximation to the Hessian, the inverse of the

preconditioner of eq 7. The saddle point order of the final solution is also shown in Table S2.

At the initial guess made of ground state orbitals, the numerical and approximate analytic

Hessians overestimate and underestimate the saddle point order, respectively. The deviation

is larger the bigger the charge transfer distance. For the A1 state of PP, which is the state

with biggest charge transfer distance, the numerical Hessian gives 32 too many negative

eigenvalues, while the preconditioner gives 8 too few negative eigenvalues. The constrained

minimization generally leads to a considerable improvement in the estimation of the sad-

dle point order, with the numerical and approximate analytic Hessians being in agreement

with each other. In some cases, the numerical Hessian and the preconditioner overestimate

the number of negative eigenvalues, with the largest deviation being equal to 3 (A2 state of

twisted DMABN). However, in those cases the magnitude of some of the negative eigenvalues

is small. Table S2 reports also the saddle point order estimated at the constrained solution

by considering only negative eigenvalues with absolute value bigger than 1 eV. In the case of

the A1 state of twisted DMABN, excluding the small eigenvalues gives a saddle point order
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in agreement with the saddle point order of the final solution.

3.2 Performance of the methods on intramolecular charge transfer

states

The performance on each excitation in the benchmark set of the SCF-MOM, DO-MOM, and

FR-DO methods in terms of optimization iterations until convergence is reached is illustrated

in Figure S1. The numbers of convergence failures and variational collapses as well as the

average and maximum numbers of iterations taken are gathered in Table 1. While SCF-MOM

fails to converge in 2 cases, it shows no variational collapses in the cases it does converge.

DO-MOM, on the other hand, converges in all cases, but shows 4 variational collapses, the

reasons for which have already been discussed in sec. 3.1.1. Excluding variational collapses,

DO-MOM takes 11.7 iterations on average to reach convergence. If a calculation suffers from

variational collapse, convergence takes longer leading to an increase of the average number

of iterations to 12.8 if variational collapse is taken into account. In this case, DO-MOM

still on average takes 6.4 iterations less than SCF-MOM. FR-DO takes 5.9 iterations more

than DO-MOM on average, but converges to the desired solution in all cases. The average

performance of FR-DO is slightly better than that of SCF-MOM. As can be seen in Figure

S1, including all convergence problems and variational collapses encountered in the entire

set, the excited states of the PP and benzonitrile molecules are the most challenging for

the three methods. Particularly in these cases, DO-MOM tends to outperform the other

methods in terms of iteration count, but with a high risk of variational collapse, whereas

FR-DO converges to the target solution.

3.3 Intermolecular charge transfer states

Intermolecular charge transfer excited states provide an excellent way of analyzing the de-

pendence of the accuracy of a method on the charge transfer distance since the separation be-
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Table 1: Number of convergence failures (more than 333 iterations) and variational collapses,
average number (avg. no.) and maximum number (max. no.) of iterations of FR-DO, DO-
MOM, and SCF-MOM for the set of intramolecular charge transfer states.

FR-DO DO-MOM SCF-MOM
Convergence failures 0 0 2
Variational collapses 0 4 0
Avg. no. of iterationsa 17.6 11.7 19.2
Max. no. of iterationsa 55 18 139
Avg. no. of iterationsb 17.6 12.8 19.2
Max. no. of iterationsb 55 25 139

a Excluding unconverged and variationally collapsed calculations
b Excluding unconverged calculations

tween the donor and acceptor of the charge transfer can be changed systematically by control-

ling the distance between the molecular fragments. Here, we consider the tetrafluoroethene-

ethene dimer and the ammonia-fluorine dimer. The excitation energy values depending on

the distance between the molecular fragments obtained with FR-DO, DO-MOM, and SCF-

MOM at the PBE/cc-pVDZ level of theory and published results for EOM-CCSD(T)40 are

collected in Table 2. The dimer separation is defined as the shortest distance between atoms

of the two fragments.

Table 2: Excitation energy values (in eV) obtained with FR-DO, DO-MOM, and SCF-MOM
for the intermolecular charge transfer excitations considered and published results for EOM-
CCSD(T).40

Molecule Dimer separation [Å] EOM-CCSD(T) FR-DO DO-MOM SCF-MOM
Ammonia-Fluorine 3.5 7.75 8.33 6.81 8.33
Ammonia-Fluorine 4.25 8.19 8.77 – 8.77
Ammonia-Fluorine 5 8.53 9.07 – 9.07
Ammonia-Fluorine 8 9.34 9.75 9.75 9.75
Ammonia-Fluorine 10 9.63 9.95 9.95 9.95
Tetrafluoroethylene-ethylene 3.5 8.19 8.10 5.05 8.10
Tetrafluoroethylene-ethylene 4.25 9.68 8.90 8.90 8.90
Tetrafluoroethylene-ethylene 5 9.94 9.61 – 9.65

3.3.1 Tetrafluoroethene-ethene dimer

The charge transfer excitation in the tetrafluoroethene-ethene dimer occurs from the HOMO

of the ethene molecule to the LUMO of the tetrafluoroethene molecule. For a dimer dis-

tance of 3.5Å, DO-MOM, again, shows a variational collapse leading to a charge-delocalized

solution more than 3 eV lower in energy than the solutions obtained with FR-DO and SCF-

MOM. The molecular orbitals (MOs) of this charge-delocalized solution and the solution
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with the expected charge transfer character obtained with FR-DO are illustrated in Figure

6. While for FR-DO, all MOs are localized on either of the two molecular fragments, several

MOs are significantly delocalized over both fragments in the solution obtained with DO-

MOM, resulting in an artificial delocalization of the charge supposed to be transferred in the

excitation. The FR-DO solution corresponds to a 9th-order saddle point on the electronic

energy surface, whereas the collapsed DO-MOM solution corresponds to a 1st-order saddle

point. At a dimer distance of 4.25Å, all methods converge to the same charge-localized so-

lution. DO-MOM fails to converge at a dimer distance of 5Å, while FR-DO and SCF-MOM

converge to numerically slightly different but qualitatively similar solutions.

Figure 6: MOs of an intermolecular charge transfer excited state of the tetrafluoroethene-
ethene dimer obtained with PBE/cc-pVDZ for a dimer separation of 3.5 Å with (a) FR-
DO and (b) DO-MOM. The FR-DO calculation converges to the desired solution, which
corresponds to a 9th-order saddle point and shows no significant mixing between orbitals
localized on different fragments. The DO-MOM calculation collapses to a 1st-order saddle
point with clear mixing between orbitals localized on different fragments. The orbitals are
visualized with isosurface values of ±0.08Å−3.

3.3.2 Ammonia-fluorine dimer

In the ammonia-fluorine dimer, the charge transfer excitation occurs from the HOMO of the

ammonia molecule to the LUMO of the fluorine molecule, as illustrated in Figure S3. While
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DO-MOM shows a variational collapse at a dimer distance of 3.5Å and does not converge

within 333 iterations for distances of 4.25Å and 5Å, all three methods, DO-MOM, FR-DO,

and SCF-MOM, converge to the same solution for separations of 8Å and 10Å. FR-DO and

SCF-MOM always converge to the same solution, with FR-DO converging slightly faster (1-2

iterations) than SCF-MOM, similarly to the situation for the benchmark set of intramolecular

charge transfer excitations. Figure 7 shows comparisons of the shapes of the excitation energy

curves and the charge transfer distances with respect to the dimer distance obtained with

FR-DO and TDDFT with the PBE functional and the aug-cc-pVDZ basis set to reference

values evaluated with the EOM-CCSD(T) method taken from ref. 40. While TDDFT with

this semilocal functional demonstrates the well-known11,55–57 qualitatively incorrect shape

of the excitation energy curve, FR-DO agrees with the EOM-CCSD(T) quite well. The

TDDFT charge transfer distances make use of the Z vector method. The charge transfer

distances of all methods agree very well with the exception of the TDDFT result for a dimer

distance of 3.5Å.

Figure 7: Comparisons of (a) the excitation energy and (b) the charge transfer distance of
the ammonia-fluorine dimer depending on the distance between the molecular fragments ob-
tained with FR-DO (green crosses) and TDDFT (red circles) using PBE/aug-cc-pVDZ, and
taken from published EOM-CCSD(T) calculations40 (black squares). The TDDFT charge
transfer distance uses the Z vector method. The TDDFT excitation energy curve shows the
qualitatively incorrect trend compared to EOM-CCSD(T), while FR-DO agrees with the
higher level of theory. With the exception of the TDDFT result for a dimer distance of 3.5Å,
the charge transfer distances agree well.
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4 Discussion and conclusions

While the ground state in density functional theory can be targeted as the stationary solution

with lowest energy according to a minimum energy principle, it is hard to predict the saddle

point order of the solution that best represents the target excited state in time-independent

variational excited state calculations. Here, it is found that for charge transfer excitations

in organic molecules, the appropriate charge-localized solution corresponds to a higher-order

saddle point than unphysical, charge-delocalized solutions. Routine SCF calculations are

typically geared toward minimization and can lead to collapse to lower-energy solutions with

lower saddle point order.9 Direct optimization of saddle points on the electronic energy

surface has proven more robust than conventional SCF algorithms.21,29,33 However, DO ap-

proaches rely on the estimation of the electronic degrees of freedoms along which the energy

should be maximized. For excitations with weak charge transfer character, a preconditioner

consisting of the inverse of an approximate diagonal form of the electronic Hessian at the

initial guess using the ground state orbitals usually provides the required accuracy, as shown

in section 3.1.2. When the charge transfer character is strong, however, this preconditioner

tends to underestimate the number of directions of negative curvature, and DO-MOM calcu-

lations can collapse to spurious lower-energy, charge-delocalized solutions, even if the initial

guess is closer to the target saddle point than the undesired solution It is important to note

that MOM by construction is unable to prevent variational collapse for mixing of the initial

orbitals by less than 45◦, as in the case of the A1 state of twisted PP, as discussed in sec-

tion 3.1.1. An alternative DO method based on generalized mode following (DO-GMF) has

proven more robust than DO-MOM,23 but it requires the saddle point order of the target

solution as input. Numerical eigendecomposition of the Hessian at the initial guess based

on ground state orbitals does not provide an accurate enough estimate of the target saddle

point order for charge transfer excitations, as it tends to overestimate the saddle point order

significantly. These issues stem from the fact that charge transfer leads to a large rearrange-

ment of the orbitals upon relaxation in the excited state, and thus the energy surface at the
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initial guess has a curvature significantly different from that at the final solution.

A first optimization step where the orbitals with holes and excited electrons are frozen

allows the orbitals not directly involved in the excitation to adjust to the effect of the charge

transfer, providing an improved estimation of the directions of negative curvature for a

subsequent, fully unconstrained optimization. The resulting FR-DO strategy proves highly

effective in converging to high-order saddle points corresponding to charge transfer excited

states, as demonstrated here. The constrained optimization can also be combined with

the DO-GMF method, as the partially relaxed orbitals provide an improved excited state

saddle point order estimate. An additional benefit is that the cost ahead of a DO-GMF

calculation can be kept low by avoiding the computationally expensive eigendecomposition

of the Hessian, as the analytical diagonal approximation to the Hessian at the solution of the

constrained optimization is found to have comparable accuracy, unless the charge transfer

character of the excitation is very strong, as discussed in section 3.1.2. For some of the

charge transfer states analyzed, the saddle point order can still be overestimated by up to

three. Therefore, when using DO-GMF, it is advisable to carry out a few calculations for

saddle point orders around the one estimated from the constrained solution to ensure that

the target charge-localized excited state is found. This process can be automated by carrying

out the saddle point searches in parallel and choosing the target solution as the one with the

largest charge transfer distance.
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Table S1: Excitation energy (in eV) of charge transfer states of organic molecules obtained
from orbital optimized calculations using DO and TD-DFT calculations with local and semi-
local functionals, together with the mean absolute and mean signed errors (MAE and MSE)
with respect to theoretical best estimate (TBE) values.1 The charge transfer distance (in Å),
dCT, of the orbital optimized spin-mixed excited state solution obtained with PBE is also
shown together with the electronic distance, η, of this solution from the initial guess.

Molecule Sym. TBE a FR-DO DO-MOM SCF-MOM
∆E ∆E dCT ∆E dCT ∆E dCT

Aminobenzonitrile (ABN) A1 5.09 3.69 1.06 3.69 1.06 3.69 1.06
Aniline A1 5.48 4.31 0.82 4.31 0.82 4.31 0.82
Azulene A1 3.84 3.00 0.94 3.00 0.94 3.00 0.94

B2 4.49 3.97 0.77 3.97 0.77 3.97 0.77
Benzothiadiazole (BTD) B2 4.28 3.08 1.19 3.08 1.19 3.08 1.19
Benzonitrile A2 7.05 6.57 1.04 5.96 0.58 - -
Dimethylaminobenzonitrile (DMABN) A1 4.86 3.53 1.55 3.53 1.56 3.54 1.56
Twisted DMABN A2 4.12 3.56 2.04 3.56 2.04 3.56 2.05

B1 4.75 4.21 1.75 4.21 1.75 4.21 1.75
Dimethylaniline (DMAn) A1 5.40 4.17 1.33 4.17 1.33 4.18 1.33

B2 4.40 3.82 1.08 3.82 1.08 3.82 1.08
Hydrogen Chloride Π 7.88 7.33 0.86 7.33 0.86 7.33 0.86
Nitrodimethylaniline (NDMA) A1 4.39 3.05 2.34 3.05 2.34 3.05 2.34
Nitropyridine N -Oxide (NPNO) A1 5.39 2.73 1.72 2.73 1.72 2.73 1.72
p-Nitroaniline A1 4.13 3.26 2.05 3.26 2.05 3.26 2.05
Nitrobenzene A1 4.10 4.13 1.46 4.13 1.46 4.13 1.47
N -Phenylpyrrole (PP) A1 5.86 5.14 2.02 4.69 1.85 5.14 2.03

B2 5.32 4.12 1.59 4.12 1.59 - -
Twisted PP A1 5.65 5.56 2.41 4.61 2.06 5.56 2.41

A2 5.95 5.40 2.15 5.40 2.15 5.40 2.15
B1 6.17 5.42 2.16 5.42 2.16 5.42 2.16
B2 5.58 5.26 2.36 4.58 2.04 5.27 1.49

Phthalazine A2 3.91 3.10 1.26 3.10 1.26 3.11 1.26
B1 4.31 3.45 1.26 3.45 1.26 3.45 1.26

Quinoxaline A1 5.65 4.56 0.62 4.56 0.62 4.56 0.62
B1 6.22 5.15 1.24 5.15 1.24 5.15 1.24
B2 4.63 3.48 1.25 3.48 1.25 3.48 1.25

a Theoretical best estimates obtained at the CCSDT/aug-cc-pVQZ level in ref. 1
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Table S2: Estimation of the saddle point order of spin-mixed charge transfer excited state
solutions of organic molecules. The calculations use the PBE functional and the aug-cc-
pVDZ+sz basis set. The values in parentheses are the number of negative eigenvalues with an
absolute value bigger than 1 eV. Constrained minimization leads to a significant improvement
in the estimated saddle point order for both a numerical eigendecomposition of the Hessian
and a diagonal analytic approximation (preconditioner of eq. 7).

Molecule Sym. Initial guess Constrained solution Final solution
Num.
Hessian

Precond.
(eq. 7)

Num.
Hessian

Precond.
(eq. 7)

Num.
Hessian

Aminobenzonitrile (ABN) A1 2 (1) 1 1 (1) 1 1
Aniline A1 4 (2) 3 3 (1) 3 3
Azulene A1 2 (2) 2 2 (2) 2 2

B2 3 (3) 3 3 (3) 3 3
Benzothiadiazole (BTD) B2 4 (3) 1 1 (1) 1 1
Benzonitrile A2 14 (13) 3 6 (6) 6 6
Dimethylaminobenzonitrile
(DMABN)

A1 4 (1) 1 1 (1) 1 1

Twisted DMABN A2 22 (18) 1 6 (3) 6 3
B1 25 (22) 2 5 (5) 5 5

Dimethylaniline (DMA) A1 8 (4) 3 4 (2) 3 3
B2 11 (8) 1 2 (1) 2 2

Hydrogen Chloride Π 2 (1) 1 2 (1) 1 1
Nitrodimethylaniline (NDMA) A1 41 (26) 1 6 (4) 5 3
Nitropyridine N -Oxide (NPNO) A1 13 (9) 1 4 (3) 4 2
Nitroaniline A1 31 (19) 1 5 (4) 5 3
Nitrobenzene A1 18 (14) 3 5 (4) 5 4
N -Phenylpyrrole (PP) A1 43 (36) 2 9 (6) 9 5

B2 13 (8) 1 3 (3) 3 2
Twisted PP A1 42 (35) 2 12 (7) 11 11

A2 38 (29) 2 11 (7) 11 7
B1 38 (34) 3 12 (7) 12 6
B2 38 (31) 1 10 (6) 10 9

Phthalazine A2 14 (12) 1 2 (1) 2 2
B1 11 (8) 2 3 (1) 3 2

Quinoxaline A1 5 (5) 3 3 (3) 3 3
B1 10 (9) 3 4 (4) 4 4
B2 6 (4) 2 4 (2) 4 2

Avg. abs. deviation 13.6
(9.7)

1.7 1.22
(0.7)

1.07 0

Max. abs. deviation 38 (31) 9 6 (4) 6 0
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Figure S1: Numbers of iterations taken by freeze-and-release direct optimization (FR-DO,
green crosses), direct optimization with the maximum overlap method (DO-MOM, blue cir-
cles), and self-consistent field with the maximum overlap method (SCF-MOM, red diamonds)
to converge each excited state in the set of intramolecular charge transfer states. Variational
collapses are indicated by gray triangles.
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Figure S2: Comparisons of the excitation energy of the ammonia-difluorine dimer depending
on the distance between the molecular fragments obtained with FR-DO (green crosses) and
DO-MOM (blue circles) with the PBE functional and the aug-cc-pVDZ basis set, and taken
from published EOM-CCSD(T) calculations2 (black squares). The FR-DO excitation energy
curve agrees well with the many-body results. DO-MOM shows a variational collapse at a
dimer distance of 3.5Å and otherwise does not converge within 333 iterations until a distance
of 8Å is reached, above which it converges to the same solution as FR-DO.
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Figure S3: The relevant MOs of the initial guess, the FR-DO solution, and the DO-MOM
solution for ammonia-difluorine at a separation of 3.5 Å. The orbitals are visualized with
isosurface values of ±0.08Å−3.
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