Chapter 24
Variational Methods for Quantum Systems

The variational principle states, that the energy expectation value of any trial function
is bounded from below by the exact ground state energy. Therefore, the ground state
can be approximated by minimizing the energy of a trial function which involves
certain parameters that have to be optimized. In this chapter we study two different
kinds of quantum systems. First we apply the variational principle to one- and two-
electron systems and calculate the ground state energy of the Helium atom and the
Hydrogen molecule. If the trial function treats electron correlation explicitly, the
calculation of the energy involves unseparable multidimensional integrals which
can be efficiently evaluated with the variational quantum Monte Carlo method. In
a second series of computer experiments we study models with a large number of
variational parameters. We simulate excitons in a molecular aggregate which are
coupled to internal vibrations. The number of parameters increases with the system
size up to several hundred and the optimization requires efficient strategies. We use
several kinds of trial functions to study the transition from a delocalized to a localized
state.

The variational principle is a very valuable tool to approximate the groundstate

energy and wavefunction. Consider the representation of the Hamiltonian in a com-
plete basis of eigenfunctions [277]

H=>" |ty > E, < (24.1)

with the groundstate energy
EO = En (242)
and a trial function with some adjustable parameters

wtrial (A) . (243)
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The expectation value of the Hamiltonian

< wtrialetrial >= Z | < wtrialldjn > |2En = EO Z| < wtrial|wn > |2
n n

= EO < wtriul |:Z |'LZJ,1 >< wn|:| wtrial >= E0|'l/}trial|2- (244)

Hence the energy expectation value is bounded from below by the groundstate energy

< riaH rial =
= Yoiat Yot > w’z L~ > E. (24.5)
|wtria1|

For the exact groundstate

< to|H|tpo >
[ol?

and the variance

< o|H? > < o|H >\’
ol = Yol |21/Jo B ( ol Ijﬁo ) _o. (24.6)
%ol [0l

Now, let us try to find an approximate solution of the eigenvalue problem

Hvy = Eyy (24.7)
by optimizing the trial function. The residual is

R= H’l/}trial - EO'l/}trial (24.8)
and, applying Galerkin’s method (p. 272) we minimize the scalar product

< wtrialR >=< wtrialetrial > _EO < ¢trial|¢trial > (249)

where the trial function should be normalized. Alternatively, we divide by the squared
norm and minimize

< wtrialH ¢trial >

— E,. (24.10)
< wtrialldjtrial > 0

Hence the “best” trial function is found by minimizing the energy with respect to
the parameters \.
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Now, assume that the groundstate is normalized
[hol? = 1 (24.11)

and choose the normalization of the trial function such that

Yrriat = Yo + p (24.12)
< olp >=0. (24.13)
Then,

< wtrialHq/)trial > Ey+ < pHp >
|wtrial|2 1+ |p|2

= Ey+ 0(p%) (24.14)

the accuracy of the energy is of second order in |p|. From

< wtrialewtrial > _ E(%"‘ < ,OHzp >

(24.15)
|'¢}tria1|2 1 + |P|2

we find that the variance of the energy

2 _
O =

< Yuiat H* Yuriar > < YriaHYwia >\
[Viriar|? - ( [Virial|* )
_ E}+ < pH?p > (E0+ < pHp >)2
1+ |pl? L+ [p?
~ EY(1— |pl)+ < pH?p > —E5(1 = 2|p|*) — 2Ey < pHp >
%Eg < plp >2 4 < pH|Hp > —=2E¢ < pHp >
~ |(H — Eo)pl? (24.16)

is also second order in |p|. It is bounded from below by zero. Therefore, Quantum
Monte Carlo methods often minimize the variance instead of the energy for which
the lower bound is unknown.

24.1 Variational Quantum Monte Carlo Simulation
of Atomic and Molecular Systems

Electron structure calculations for atoms and molecules beyond the self consistent
field level (Hartree Fock uses one Slater determinant as a trial function, MCSCF
methods a combination of several) need an explicit treatment of electron correla-
tion. This can be achieved by expanding the wavefunction into a large number of
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configurations (CI method) or, alternatively, by using trial functions which depend
explicitly on the electron-electron distances. Very popular [332, 333] are factors of
the Jastrow pair-correlation [334] type

exp { > Ulry) (24.17)

i<j
where in the simplest case

Qrij

VD=1,
ij

(24.18)

has the form of a Pade approximant. Wavefunctions including a Jastrow factor do
not factorize and make it necessary to apply Monte Carlo integration methods to
calculate the energy expectation value (see p. 205). For the computer simulation of
two-electron systems we use trial functions of the type

h = e Fag TR er2/(1+0r2) (24.19)

which are products of two 1s-orbitals centered at the (possibly same) positions r, ;
and a Jastrow factor. In the following, we abbreviate

u=1+ Brpo. (24.20)

Starting with the derivatives

0 a

2 =5 a2 (24.21)

0xy Tla ripu?

H? v = KX1q n axp 1

ox? N Tla riou?
K KX}, o axi, afBxi,

-+ S+ | — - 52—y (24.22)
Fla }"iu rpu }"121/{ rlzw

we calculate the kinetic energy

1 042 R [(T1q ryp \ I'i2
T = =3 (Vi +V3)0 = [—n2—7+—2(———)— v

u I'a by ) T2

N [i IR Qa_ﬁ] " (24.23)

Fla p ripu? u?

For short electron-electron distance
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Fig. 24.1 Geometry of H2+
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(24.24)

A choice of o = 1/2 cancels the divergent Coulomb repulsion at rj — 0 and
fulfills the electron-electron cusp condition [333, 335]. More complicated Jastrow
factors also allow to fulfill the electron-nuclei cusp conditions.

24.1.1 The Simplest Molecule: H;'

As a first example (Problem 24.1), we consider an electron moving in the Coulomb
field of two protons (Fig.24.1). Applying the Born-Oppenheimer approximation the
protons are kept fixed at a distance R. In atomic units,' the Hamiltonian is

1_, 1 1 1
H=T4+V=——V"— — — — 4+ —. (24.25)
2 r« Iy, R

This eigenvalue problem can be solved exactly (using elliptic coordinates) and is
also a popular example for the variational method.

As a trial wavefunction we use the linear combination of two hydrogen-like 1s
orbitals

K3 K3
g =1/ —€ " pp=,/—e"" (24.26)
Y s

which are solutions for the problem with two nuclear charges « at infinite distance.
At finite distances, the variational parameter ~ is a measure of the effective nuclear
charge. For large distance x = 1 as for a single proton whereas at short distances the
optimum value approaches x = 2 as for the He™ ion.

Since the problem is highly symmetric,we take a symmetric combination

lie. setting ap = 4ﬂeoh2/ezme = 1 and hz/me =1.
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1
trial = — o % + 24.2
Pirial 2(1j:S)[¢ ©p] (24.27)

where the overlap integral can be calculated using elliptic coordinates

R R
m=—@+m m=—@—m

///gpagode—ZW/ d)\/ dp 253\ — ) e HRA
K2R2

—nR

(24.28)
The action of the Hamiltonian is

" 1(, 2k L1 L =1 K2 4]
= —— K — — _—_—— = — =|—— _— —_
va 2 rq va R r, 1 va p Ty 2 R va

(24.29)

i 1(, 2k Lfr_o1 1 L K> Ll
= —— KR — — _—_— = — =|—-—— _— —
wb 2 p wb R rqo 1 wb ra I 2 R ob

(24.30)

Howr — 1 ( K K? Yo + K K2 N 1 1 1 _
Prrial = MEIND B) Pa - ) Pb R y - Prrial
from which we obtain the local energy

11 1 27 Epat T
Epe = [ —————— K—} p Lt (24.31)
@ai@b

For comparison, we calculate the expectation value of the energy

1 Haa =+ Hah
< QuiatH Oirial >= 20L9) (Huo + Hpp &= Hyp = Hpy] = 1is (24.32)
with the matrix elements
Hyy = Hy = — — — —/ Laqy 4 (5 — 1)/ Za gy (24.33)

r(l

1 2 a a
Hy = Hp, = (— - ”—) s —/ PaPb gy 4 (k- 1)/ ‘pr‘p”. (24.34)
b
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The integrals can be evaluated in elliptic coordinates

) 1 R2 )
/ (pbdv /&dv 3/ d/\/ duZ(A _ M)e—h,R()\—Hl,)/Z =K
1 -1

(24.35)
2 2 e’} 1 R2 )
/ﬂdv =/ﬁdv = 253/ d)\/ dp—\ + pe FRA+TW/2
Tq T 1 1 4
Loy L (24.36)
=——e " — .
R "TR
00 1 R2
/ Path gy = / Pabh gy — 3/ d)\/ du—(\ — e
T T ! -1 4
=e " (k+ K’R). (24.37)

In our computer experiment (Problem24.1), we first keep = 1 fixed and use the
variational MC method to calculate the expectation value of the energy. Figure 24.2
compares the results with the exact value (24.32). Next we vary ~ and determine
the optimum value at each point R by minimizing E(R, ). Figure24.3 shows the
r-dependence for several points. The optimized x-values (Fig. 24.4) lead to lower
energies, especially at short distances. The equilibrium is now at Ry = 2.0 Bohr with
a minimum energy of —0.587 a.u. instead of 2.5 Bohr and —0.565 a.u. for k = 1.
(Exact values are 2.00 Bohr and —0.603 a.u. [277]).

0.2

energy (a. u.)
&
(3]
T

0.6 \\“0—0“0 == -
| L | L | L |
1 2 3 4
distance R (Bohr)

Fig.24.2 (Adiabatic groundstate energy of H; ) The potential energy curve of H;' is calculated with
the variational method. Circles show the results from MC integration for a maximum step length
of 0.5 Bohr and averages over 2 x 10”samples for a fixed effective charge x = 1. The solid curve
shows the results of the exact integration (24.32) for comparison. Diamonds show the MC results
after optimizing «(R) at each point. The dashed curve shows the results of the exact integration
(24.32) where x(R) was determined by solving % < YuiatH Ywiaqr >= 0 numerically
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Fig. 24.3 (Optimization of 0.2
the variational parameter s

for H;' ) The groundstate

energy from MC integration ok
is shown as a function of
for R = 1 (diamonds), R = 2
(squares) and R = 3
(circles). The curves show a
fit with a cubic polynomial

energy (a.u.)
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Fig. 24.4 (Optimized 2

effective charge parameter
for H2+ ) The variational
parameter « is optimized by
minimizing the MC energy
as shown in Fig.24.3
(circles). The curve shows
the exact values obtained by
minimizing (24.32)
numerically
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Fig. 24.5 Geometry of He

24.1.2 The Simplest Two-Electron System: The Helium Atom

The Helium atom (Fig. 24.5) is the simplest “many-electron” system where electron-
electron interaction has to be taken into account. The electronic Hamiltonian reads
in atomic units

H= 1v2 1v2 2 2+1 (24.38)
- 2 ! 2 2 ry r r12' ’
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Without electron-electron interaction, the singlet groundstate would be simply
given in terms of hydrogen-like 1s-orbitals as
1

1 2)—-1 (2 1 24.39
ﬁ(T()¢() T @1 M) ( )

23
wO — _e—2rle—2r2
™

with

1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2
[—f% -3V - —]wo =-2 (1 - —) o —2(1 - —)wo — S0 — o = —4uh.
r n r rn r n
(24.40)

For the variational treatment (Problem 24.2) we use a trial wavefunction with a
variable exponent to take the partial shielding of the central charge into account

3

. 1
Virial = %e_”‘e_mﬁ tMI@=1@ M) (24.41)

where the antisymmetric spin function accounts for the Pauli principle.
Then,

1 2K 2K 1 2 2
Hwtrial == (52 - —+ l“ﬂz - _) wtrial + (_ - = _) wtrial (24.42)
2 r r2

r r r
1 , k=2 K—2
Ejfpe = — — K"+ + . (24.43)
2 r r
The integration can be performed analytically [277]. First we calculate
3\ 2 3
1 1
(”—) / e 22 gy dy, = / 24V = k. (24.44)
m I m r

The integral of the electron-electron interaction is

K> 2 1
(_) /672Hrlef2mr2 —dVlde
T ri2
I€3 2 00 00 1
= (—) / ridrie”>™ / rydr,e” " / ds2, / ds2,—
1 2
™ 0 0 2

3\ 2 00 00 2

K , _ (4m)
= (—) / ridrie 2”"/ rydrye " ———
™ 0 0 max(ry, r2)
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Ii3 2 o0 1 r o0
=(= / ridrie " (4r)? | — / radrye " 4 / radrye 2
T 0 rrJo 7

00 1— e—2/~;r1 e—anl
= 16/{6/ rlzdrle_z’”l - 3
0 4r K 4k

= —K.

8

Together, we obtain

5 5
< YpiaHYpia >= —K* + g“ +2(k -2k = K>+ (g — 4) K (24.46)
which has its minimum at (Figs. 24.6 and 24.7)
5
Fimin =2 — 72~ 1.688 (24.47)

with the value

(24.19)

s < YiriatHY 7~ —2.848
min, < ria vial >= ——— ~ —2. .
e 256
Next, we consider a (not normalized) trial wavefunction of the Slater-Jastrow type
= gy 1
Vit = &~ e—“/’Zee“"z/“”"“—f2 CEORNCIES NCRACHN (24.48)

Fig. 24.6 (Optimization of
the effective charge for the
Helium atom) The
groundstate energy of the
Helium atom was calculated
with MC integration. The
circles show the average over
107 points. The curve shows
the exact result (24.46) for
comparison. The optimum
value is k = 1.688

energy (a.u.)

|
1.5
effective nuclear charge
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energy standard deviation (a.u.)

1 1.5 2
effective nuclear charge x
Fig. 24.7 (Standard deviation of the MC energy) The Circles show the standard deviation of the

MC energy for Helium. Its minimum between x = 1.7 - - - 1.9 is close to the minimum of the energy
(Fig.24.6). The curve shows a cubic polynomial fit
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Fig. 24.8 (Variation of ) The groundstate of the Helium atom is approximated with the Slater-
Jastrow wavefunction (24.48). Singularities of the potential energy are removed by using £ = 2 and
a = 1/2. Each point represents an average over 107 samples. Left The energy minimum of—2.879
is found at 5 = 0.15. Right the standard deviation has a minimum value of 0.29 at 5 = 0.35

From (24.23) with r, = r;, we find the local energy

Ejpe =

-2 -2 1 2 2 2 . —
15 S I P A U
ri rn r2

u3 m ut o
(24.49)

With fixed values @ = 1/2 and x = 2 all singularities in the local energy are
removed, but this also reduces the flexibility of the test function. The energy minimum
of—2.879is found at 3 = 0.15 (Fig. 24.8). A further improvement can be achieved by
varying the exponent « together with 8. The minimum now is —2.885 at x = 1.91
(Fig.24.9). If we drop the cusp condition and vary all three parameters we find a
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Fig. 24.9 (Variation of ) The groundstate of the Helium atom is approximated with the Slater-
Jastrow wavefunction (24.48). From Fig. 24.8 the optimized value of 3 = 0.15 is taken, o = 1/2.
Each point represents an average over 107 samples. Left The energy minimum of —2.885 is found
at £ = 1.91. Right the standard deviation has a minimum value of 0.33 at xk = 1.98
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Fig. 24.10 (Variation of all parameters) The groundstate of the Helium atom is approximated with
the Slater-Jastrow wavefunction (24.48). Variation of all three parameters gives a lowest energy of
—2.891 fora = 0.38, 5 =0.18, s = 1.85

slightly smaller value of —2.891 with a standard variation of o = 0.36 (Fig.24.10).
More sophisticated trial wavefunctions reproduce the exact value of —2.903724 even
more accurately [336, 337].

24.1.3 The Hydrogen Molecule H;

The Helium atom can be considered as the limiting case of the H, molecule for
zero distance (neglecting nuclear Coulomb repulsion). At finite distance R the one-
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electron factors of the wavefunction have to be symmetrized.> We use a trial function
(we omit the singlet spin function and do not normalize the wavefunction)

Y = Cloa(r)ep(r2) + op(r)wa(r2)] + (1 = C) [@a(r1)pa(r2) + @p(r1)ep(r2)]
= Cyyp + (I = O)Yionic (24.50)

which combines covalent and ionic configurations
Yve = (a(r)ep(r2) + op(r)ea(r2)) (24.51)

Yionic = (Pa(r1)@a(r2) + @p(ri)ep(r2)) (24.52)

and includes as special cases

e the Heitler-London or valence-bond ansatz (C = 1) ¥yp
e the Hund-Mulliken-Bloch or molecular orbital method where the symmetric MO
is doubly occupied (C = 0.5)

o = (@a(r) + op(r)) (pa(r2) + @p(r2))
= Yy + VYionic (24.53)

e the Heitler-London method augmented by ionic contributions C = (1 4+ \)~!

Y = Yyp + Miopic (24.54)

e the MCSCF ansatz which mixes two determinants (C = 1 — Cy,)

b =Uld + Catiro
= (pa(ry) + @p(r1) (pa(r2) + op(r2)) + Cq (pa(r1) — wp(r1)) (Pa(r2) — pp(r2))
= (1 = Cpvvp + (1 + C)Vionic- (24.55)

The molecular orbital method corresponds to the Hartree—Fock method which is
very popular in molecular physics. At large distance it fails to describe two separate
hydrogen atoms with an energy of —1 au properly. In the bonding region it is close
to the valence bond method which has the proper asymptotic limit. Both predict an
equilibrium around R = 1.6 (Fig.24.11).

To improve the results we vary the effective charge ~ and the configuration mixing
C (Fig.24.12). Optimization of x lowers the energy especially at small internuclear
distances where the effective charge reaches a value of 2 as for the Helium atom
(Fig.24.13). The minimum of the potential curve now is found at a much more
reasonable value of R = 1.4. Variation of the configuration mixing lowers the energy

2We consider only singlet states with antisymmetric spin part.
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energy (a.u.)

distance R (Bohr)

Fig. 24.11 (Comparison of Heitler-London and Hund-Mulliken-Bloch energies for H>) The MO
method (circles) fails to describe the asymptotic behaviour at large distances properly. In the bonding
region it is close to the VB method (squares). Both predict a minimum around R = 1.6

energy (a.u.)

distance R (Bohr)

Fig. 24.12 (Optimization of effective charge « and configuration mixing C) Starting from the MO
energy (black circles) optimization of  (red squares) and C (blue diamonds) lower the energy
considerably and shift the potential minimum from 1.6 to 1.4 Bohr (see Problem 24.3)

mostly at larger distances where the proper limit is now obtained. For our computer
experiment (Problem 24.3) we include a Jastrow factor into the trial function

w — {C [e—Kr]“—KJ'z[, + e—nrlb—&rz,,] + (1 _ C) [e—fgrla—nrg,, + e—f;rlb—mqb]}

ar1o
s 24.56
Xexp[l-l-ﬂrlz] ( )

and vary «, $ and C to minimize the expectation value of the local energy
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Fig. 24.13 (Optimized values of  and C) The effective charge (squares) approaches x = 2 at very
short distances corresponding to the He atom. Configuration mixing (circles) is most important
in the bonding region. At large distances the valence bond wavefunction (C = 1) provides the
lowest energy. At very small distances the two configurations become equivalent making the mixing
meaningless as R — 0

1 20 1 1 1 1 208 , o
Elocz_ 1__2 - = — = — _3—5_—4
ri2 u I'la I'p I2a 2p u u
L [i L e (rﬁ _ ﬂ) M} Q0 =12
Fa r2p Ia b 2
+C |:£ —+ i + % (rﬂ — rﬁ) _(1’1 — r2)i| earlz/u—firlh—fﬂ'rzaw—l
b Ta u T'1b 2a 2
K K Ko (1) rog,\ ry—r2) | o
+(1-0) [— +—+— (—” - —“) ———= [ eom/umrna=hiruy,~1
Ia 2a u Ia 2a 2
K K ka (T Ty (X —rp) e _
+(1-0) [— +—+— (— — =) = |eMe/emrmm g =l
e T U \rwp  T2p r2

(24.57)

In the bonding region the energy is lowered by further 0.01 au with a minimum value
of —1.16au (Fig.24.14). This effect is small as part of the correlation is already
included in the two-determinant ansatz. More sophisticated trial functions or larger
CI expansions give —1.174 a.u. quite close to the exact value [333].

24.2 Exciton-Phonon Coupling in Molecular Aggregates

In this section we simulate excitons in a molecular aggregate which are coupled to
internal vibrations of the molecular units. Molecular aggregates are of considerable
interest for energy transfer in artificial [338] and biological systems [339]. Even
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Fig. 24.14 (Optimization of

the Slater-Jastrow -1
wavefunction for Hy)
Optimization of the Jastrow
factor lowers the energy by
further 0.01 au (triangles).
Circles show the MO energy,
squares the MO energy with
optimized exponent x and
diamonds the optimized
MCSCEF energies as in
Fig.24.13 -1I5F 7
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energy (a.u.)

-1.1

L L | L | L E
1 1.2 14 1.6 1.8 2
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simple trial functions involve a large number of parameters which have to be opti-
mized and require efficient strategies to minimize the energy. We consider a finite
periodic system like in the light harvesting complex of photosynthesis. An optical
excitation on the n-th molecule is denoted by the state |n >. It can be transferred to
the neighboring molecules by the excitonic coupling V and is coupled to the vibra-
tional coordinate g,. (For simplicity, we consider only one internal vibration per
molecule). The model Hamiltonian reads in dimensionless units (periodic b.c. imply
that 0 >= [N >and [N+ 1 >= |1 >)

H=Z|m>Hmn<n|

mn

A2 12 1, &
:——i—z —5——',-5(]” +Z|n>)\qn<n|+|n>V<n+1|+\n>V<n—l|.
n

2 g3
(24.58)

n=1

Due to the N-fold degeneracy of the excited states, a simple Born-Oppenheimer
wavefunction is not adequate. Instead we consider a sum of N Born-Oppenheimer
products

W =>"|n>u(q....qn) (24.59)

We use the variational principle to approximate the lowest eigenstate. Obviously,
the number of variational parameters will rapidly increase with the system size. Even
if we introduce only one parameter for each unit, e.q. a shift of the potential minimum,
this requires N> parameters for the aggregate.

The Hamiltonian (24.58) can be brought to a more convenient form by a unitary
transformation with
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S=>"In>G"<nl (24.60)

where the translation operator G transforms the nuclear coordinates according to
-1
Gq,.G™ = qup1. (24.61)

The transformed Hamiltonian then reads

e 192 1, 4
= 2+;(—2M+2qn)+)\qo+|n> VG <n+1|+In>VG ! <n—1].
(24.62)
Delocalized exciton states
1 .
k>=— ¢n> (24.63)
N 2
transform the Hamiltonian into N independent exciton modes
H=Y"|k> H <k| (24.64)
k
with
H, A2+Z 182+12 + Ago + Ve G + Ve kG™! (24.65)
= — ——+ = e e . .
T2 T T2ag T 2t) T

Hence, we conclude that the eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian H have the general
form

1 .
U= § eMn > G"®
N ‘

where @y is an eigenfunction of Hj and the number of parameters has been reduced
by a factor of N (since for each k, only one function @ is involved).

In the following we study the lowest exciton state, which for V < 0 is the lowest
eigenfunction3 for k = 0. Hence, the wavefunction of interest has the form

1
Y = — n>G'o 24.66
W? (24.66)

and can be chosen real valued.

3This is the case of the so called J-aggregates [338] for which the lowest exciton state is strongly
allowed.
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24.2.1 Molecular Dimer

To begin with, let us consider a dimer (N = 2) consisting of two identical molecules
in a symmetric arrangement. The model Hamiltonian reads in matrix form

1 18 T) 241
H=———2———2+|:2(CI1+)\) + 39 L 1V 2i| (24.67)
20q7  20q, 14 2491 +5(@2 +N)
and can be considerably simplified by introducing delocalized vibrations
g1+ g2
g+ = (24.68)
+ NG
which separates the symmetric mode ¢
121 A 1P %(q—+4)2 v
H:(—282+2((]++\/§)2)_262+ V2 : \ 2
* = O Y (),
(24.69)
The lowest eigenfunction of the symmetric oscillation is
Po, = exp| (g + Ay (24.70)
+ 2 + \/E N
with the eigenvalue (the zero point energy)
1
Eyy = 3 (24.71)

Hence, for the dimer we may consider a simplified Hamiltonian with only one
vibration

52 1(Q+A)2 v
i 2 Vﬁ %(q_%)z _ (24.72)

According to (24.66) the k = 0 eigenstates have the form

1 1 1 1
V=—@|1 >4+—GCP2 >= — 1>4+—&(—¢)|2 >. 24.73
NG | 7 | 7 (@I 7 (=) ( )

For the dimer problem, the eigenstates can be calculated numerically by diago-
nalization of the Hamiltonian equation (24.72) in the basis of harmonic oscillator
states [340].
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Dressed Exciton

The simplest trial function which is well known as “dressed exciton” or “mean field”
ansatz [341, 342], uses a Gaussian representing the groundstate of a displaced (and
possibly distorted) harmonic oscillator

0\ 14 2 20\ /4
®— (—K) e ra ) G — (£> e (24.74)
T s

with the energy expectation value

Eyr(i, ) =< WHW >= + 4 (4 5 1 Lo 2 Ay yeme 475
K, =< >= — J— — (o — — .
ME 2 8k 272 2

for which the first and second derivatives are easily found

Obur _ o\ _ A _ 4y anere? (24.76)
da V2

agZp _ % - # Ve’ (24.77)

82;% = 1+ 4Vre 2 [4ra® — 1] (24.78)

82;% = o HAVate (24.79)

TEME _ 4y ae2" [amo ~ 1], (24.80)

In the limit of vanishing “dressed” coupling Ve 2 20, corresponding to the
so called self trapped state, the lowest energy is found for & = A\/~/2, K =1/2

min Eyp(Ve 2 5 0) = 1 (24.81)

which is the zero point energy of the two dimer modes. In the limit of vanishing
exciton-phonon coupling A = 0 (the fully delocalized state) the energy is minimized
fora =0, k=1/2

min Eyr(\ — 0) = V + 1. (24.82)

For the general case we apply the Newton-Raphson method (p. 124) to locate the
minimum. It is quite important to use a reasonable starting point to ensure conver-
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energy
\

A2

Fig. 24.15 (Variational solutions for the dimer) The lowest excitation energy of the dimer Hamil-
tonian is shown as a function of the reorganization energy A2 /2. The mean field ansatz (red curves)
predicts a sharp transition to the self-trapped state and deviates largely for \>/2 > 5. Variation of
the exponent  improves the agreement in the transition region considerably (full red curve) as
compared to the standard treatment with fixed x = 1/2 (dashed red curve). The black curve shows
the numerically exact solution for comparison

gence to the lowest energy.* In Problem24.4, we search for an approximate min-
imum on a coarse grid first. Figure24.15 shows the calculated energy minimum
for strong excitonic coupling V = —5 as a function of \%. For small values of the
exciton-phonon coupling, the numerically exact values are reproduced quite closely.
For larger values the mean field ansatz predicts a rapid transition to a so called
self-trapped state [343] with o = \/+/2 and a very small Franck-Condon factor
F = exp(—2ka?) ~ 0 (Figs.24.16, 24.17). In this region, the deviation from the
numerical exact result is appreciable, especially if only « is varied and xk = 1/2 kept
fixed.

Solitonic Solution

In the region of large exciton-phonon coupling a simple ansatz similar to Davydov’s
soliton [344] is quite successful (Fig. 24.18) which breaks the symmetry of the system
and uses a trial function

Ysor = (P11 > +¢2|2 >)Py, 0,(q1, G2) (24.83)
with two mixing amplitudes with the constraint

O rpr=1 (24.84)

“In the transition region, the energy may converge to an unstable state, depending on the starting
point.
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Fig. 24.16 (Optimized ‘
parameters of the mean field :; r
ansatz) The optimized = o
parameters for V = —5 show 3 41 |
a sharp transition to the self @ -
— P
trapped state. Full curves %’ 7
optimization of o and k. g ! ]
Dashed curves optimization g !
of o for fixed k = 1/2 =oL ' i
£ |
g i
| | f
e | K
O et
0 =" |
0 20
2
A2

Fig. 24.17 (Franck-Condon
factor of the mean field
ansatz) The transition to the
self trapped state shows also
up in the Franck-Condon
factor F' = exp {—2&0[2}
which is shown in a
semi-logarithmic plot. Full
curve optimization of « and
K. Dashed curve
optimization of « for fixed
K = 1/2. The dotted curve
shows the numerically exact 10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ .
result for comparison

Franck-Condon factor F

T
"
[
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Fig. 24.18 (Variational T ]
solutions for the dimer) The ok ]
soliton approach (dashed r 1
blue curve) works quite well I s |
for large but also for very -1+ - E
weak exciton-phonon I 1
coupling. The delocalized

soliton interpolates between
mean field and soliton results I ’
and describes the transition L /
quite well (red curve). The -3 VY
black curve shows the I
numerically exact solution
for comparison AT s

energy
N
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and the same vibrational function for both states (in the self trapped region distortion
of the oscillator is not important)

1
Dy, (q1, 42) = ﬁe‘““*”“z/ze‘(‘”*“zm. (24.85)

The energy expectation value is

Esal(@lv ®2, O, 042) =< YHY >

(0 —N? a3 (n —N? o
=¢§[1+1T+72 + ¢ 1+ZT+71 +2Voi

1 1
=14 - OIN? + 5 (02— 2N + X220 4+ 2V 10, (24.86)

and for the optimized values

al = I (24.87)
it becomes
A2 2v\? v?
Eso1(@1, 92, Oé?y Olg) =1+ )\299%90% +2Vorop =1+ T (2901902 + V) BVE
(24.88)

Alternatively, using symmetrized coordinates we obtain

1 A\ 1 A 2
Esot(p1, 02, 4, ) =1+ = (a+ - —) + = (a, e Lp%)) + X303 + 2V

2 V2 2 V2
(24.89)
and optimum values
A
af = — (24.90)
V2
A
ol = =0t - b (249D
V2

Since |2¢1¢>| < 1, the minimum for large exciton-phonon coupling is at the bottom
of the parabola

VZ
min Egyy = 1 — 5Vi for |V| < \2/2 (24.92)
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whereas in the opposite case it is found for 21, = 1 (V is assumed to be negative)

)\2
min Egy = 14+ V + T for |V| > \?/2. (24.93)

The transition between the two regions is continuous with
. 14 2
min Egy = 1 + > for |V| = \7/2. (24.94)

Delocalized Soliton Ansatz

Mean field and soliton ansatz can be combined by delocalizing the solitonic wave
function [345]. The energies of the trial function

Wit = (111 > +2 >)P (24.95)
and its mirror image

vl = (p2ll > +¢1|2 >)GP (24.96)
are degenerate. Hence delocalization of the trial function

Yaetsol = |1 > [p1P + 2GP] + 2 > [p2@ + 1 GP] (24.97)

is expected to lower the energy further and ensures the proper form of (24.73). Its
norm is

< Yaeisot|Waeisor >= 2(1 + 2p102F) (24.98)
with the Franck-Condon factor

F =< ®|G|® >= e "m0 _ g=2na? (24.99)
The expectation value of the Hamiltonian simplifies due to symmetry

< WaetsotHWgetso >= 207 < @H|® > 4203 < PHy® > +dp1py < PHIGP >

+2V [F 4+ 2¢102] . (24.100)

Finally, varying only the antisymmetric mode, the energy is

2
- K 1 A2 % - (go% - w%)a_/\ + 201902 I:—ZFHZ(I% + V] +VF
desol =3 Fge T2 T [+ 2p192F '

(24.101)
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In Problem 24.5 we locate the minimum energy with the steepest descent (6.2.5)
or the conjugate gradient (6.2.5) method

24.2.2 Larger Aggregates

The variational methods for the dimer can be generalized for larger systems [345].
The mean field ansatz for the lowest k = 0 state becomes

v, ! Z| G"® (24.102)
= — n > .
MF \/N .
with
N
@ = [[ntem@ror 2, (24.103)
n=1
The energy is

1
Eyr = NZ,,“ <®G"H,G"® > +V < dGP > +V < #G ' >

=< ®Hy® > +2VF
N X\

2
(6]
N A Y oyE 24.104
S +5 —a +Zn:2+ ( )

and its gradient

OEur
day,

= —Auo+a, — VFQay — oy — Qp—y)-

In Problem 24.5 we locate the minimum energy with the steepest descent (6.2.5)
or the conjugate gradient (6.2.5) method. As for the dimer, the mean field method
shows a rapid transition to the self-trapped state. The starting point is quite important
as in the vicinity of the transition the gradient based methods eventually converge to
a metastable state (Fig.24.19).

The soliton wavefunction (corresponding to Davydov’s D1 soliton) for the aggre-
gate is

Wt = D puln > @ (24.105)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-61088-7_6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-61088-7_6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-61088-7_6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-61088-7_6
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Fig. 24.19 (Variational solutions for a 10-mer) The lowest energy of a periodic 10-mer is calcu-
lated for V = —5 (see Problem 24.5). The mean field wavefunction gives (green and blue curves)
reasonable values for small values of A2 and predicts a rapid transition to the self trapped state.
Approaching the transition from below or above the calculation may end up in a metastable state
(dashed green and blue curves). The solitonic wavefunction (dashed black curve) provides lower
energies at larger values of A> and a much smoother transition to the self trapped state. The delo-
calized soliton (red curve) gives the lowest energy at all values of A2. The zero point energy has
been subtracted

with the constraint

Ser=1 (24.106)

where @ is given by (24.103). The energy is

Et =< Wootl HWo >= D 7 < PIH,|® > +V D (0aPus1 + £au1)
n n

N 04,21 2
==+ Zn: 5 + >~ /\Zn:wﬁan + Vzn:(wan + ©atpn-1)

2
N (ay — )\903)2 A2 4
=E+ZT+? 1_2’1:90;1 +VZH:(90nSDn+1+S0n<Pn—1)

n

(24.107)

with the optimum displacements

al = \g2. (24.108)
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The energy functional becomes

N X\
Eq(pn o) = 5 + = (1 -> gaﬁ) +2V D ouput (24.109)

and its gradient

8Esol
O¢n

= =2 ¢y + 2V (Pt + Pus1)- (24.110)

In Problem 24.5 we locate the minimum energy by varying the (,under the constraint
(24.106). At larger exciton-phonon coupling, the energy of the soliton wavefunction
is much lower in energy than the mean field result and the transition to the self-
trapped state is smoother. At small exciton-phonon coupling, the mean field ansatz
is lower in energy (Fig.24.19).

Similar to the dimer case, the solitonic wavefunction can be delocalized by com-
bining the N degenerate mirror images

D puln+m>G"d m=1---N (24.111)

into the trial function

1 .
Weisol = ﬁ Zelk’" anh’l +m>G"®

1 Kot 1 N i
=— > """y, ln > G" ”¢:—Zeln|n >G”Ze”’cp,,G ",
«/ﬁz VN .

(24.112)

From the squared norm

< YaeisotWaelsol >= Z(pnapnr < OGP >= Z(P"@"’F"*"’ (24.113)

nn’ nn'

and the expectation value

1 /
< WyoisotHY goisol >= v z <G " <n+mlpyHpy|lm' +n > G" ® >

m,n,m’ .n

1 _ o
- N Z < oG m‘Pan+m%0n’Gm+n "o >
m,n,m’.n

1
+ v >V < @G oy G g

m,n,m’.n’
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1 ,
+y > V<0G Moy G e >

m,n,n’

=" onpw < PG"H)G " ® >

n,n’
FVD pnpw <0G > 4V > 0y < 06" o > (24.114)
n,n’ n,n’

we obtain the energy of the k = 0O state

N X
Edelsol = E + 7

+ (Z @n‘pn’% |:_>\(an’ + CVn’—n) + Zamam+n’—n:| Fn’—n

-1
+V D onpw (Fonrr + Fn’nl) (Z sonsoan,,nf) (24.115)
with the Franck-Condon factors

Fi =< ®GFD >= e~ Znn—ame)/4 _ o= 2 (05— nn)/2 (24.116)

The results for longer aggregates are qualitatively similar to the dimer. The delo-
calized soliton interpolates between mean field and soliton wave functions and shows
a smooth transition (Fig.24.19).

Problems

In the first three computer experiments, we use the variational quantum Monte Carlo
method to calculate the groundstate energy. The Metropolis algorithm with N, walk-
ers is used to evaluate the integral

2
< Y H, > — /d’; [1) ()] Ejpe(T).

BB = > " T R

Adjust the maximum trial step to obtain an acceptance ration of about 1 and study
the influence of the number of walkers on the statistical error.
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Problem 24.1

Optimize the effective nuclear charge x for the hydrogen molecular ion H2+ as a
function of R and determine the equilibrium bond length. The trial function has the
form

[ 3 [ 3
K K
—Krg —Krp
’l/)trial = € + e .
m m

Problem 24.2

For the Helium atom we use a trial wavefunction of the Slater-Jastrow type
ST —RI; r r 1
Vi = &M S (1 (1) L @)= 1 @)L (1)

to find the optimum parameters «, 3, k.
Problem 24.3

In this computer experiment we study the hydrogen molecule H,. The trial function
has the form

Voial = {C [efmlrmz,, + efnrl;,fﬂrh] +(1=0) [ewrlfmﬂ + efm‘];,fnrz;,]}
arp
X exp[—l +ﬁr12] .
Optimize the parameters x, 3, C as a function of R and determine the equilibrium
bond length.
Problem 24.4

In this computer experiment we simulate excitons in a molecular dimer coupled to
molecular vibrations. The energy of the lowest exciton state is calculated with the
dressed exciton trial function including a frequency change of the vibration

1 2\ 1 20\ /4
Virial = Ell > (;) eH@te 4 %IZ > (;) e g~

The parameters «, « are optimized with the Newton-Raphson method. Vary the exci-
ton coupling V and the reorganization energy A\?/2 and compare with the numerically
exact values.

Problem 24.5

In this computer experiment we simulate excitons in a molecular aggregate coupled
to molecular vibrations. The energy of the lowest exciton state is calculated with
different kinds of trial functions
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e the dressed exciton

N
1 2
Uy = — z n > G" I I aV4e=(@ntan/2
~N = el

e the soliton

N

—1/4  —(gu+an)?/2

Vot = 3 uln > [ [ Ve taren’s
n n=1

e the delocalized soliton

N
l — — L \2
Yielsol = Wi E E opln+m > G™ I I o VAa—@tan?/2.
m n =1

The system size can be varied from a dimer (N=2) up to chains of 100 molecules.
The N equilibrium shifts «,, and the N excitonic amplitudes ¢, are optimized with
the methods of steepest descent or conjugate gradients. The optimized parameters
are shown graphically. Vary the exciton coupling V and the reorganization energy
A?/2 and study the transition from a delocalized to a localized state. Compare the
different trial functions.
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