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Abstract: Cyanobacteriochromes are compact and spectrally diverse photoreceptor proteins that are
promising candidates for biotechnological applications. Computational studies can contribute to an
understanding at a molecular level of their wide spectral tuning and diversity. In this contribution,
we benchmark methods to model a 110 nm shift in the UV/Vis absorption spectrum from a red- to a
green-absorbing form of the cyanobacteriochrome Slr1393g3. Based on an assessment of semiempirical
methods to describe the chromophore geometries of both forms in vacuo, we find that DFTB2+D
leads to structures that are the closest to the reference method. The benchmark of the excited
state calculations is based on snapshots from quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics molecular
dynamics simulations. In our case, the methods RI-ADC(2) and sTD-DFT based on CAM-B3LYP
ground state calculations perform the best, whereas no functional can be recommended to simulate
the absorption spectra of both forms with time-dependent density functional theory. Furthermore,
the difference in absorption for the lowest energy absorption maxima of both forms can already be
modelled with optimized structures, but sampling is required to improve the shape of the absorption
bands of both forms, in particular for the second band. This benchmark study can guide further
computational studies, as it assesses essential components of a protocol to model the spectral tuning
of both cyanobacteriochromes and the related phytochromes.

Keywords: phytochrome; cyanobacteriochrome; Slr1393g3; spectral tuning; QM/MM; molecular
dynamics; photochemistry; excited states

1. Introduction

Cyanobacteriochromes (CBCR) are a new family of photoreceptor proteins recently discovered
in cyanobacteria [1]. They are photosensory proteins that allow the bacteria to adjust their lifestyle
in response to the environmental illumination conditions [2]. Similar to the related canonical plant
and bacterial phytochromes, CBCRs bind a bilin chromophore and they are photochromic, i.e.,
they can be photoswitched between two differently absorbing states [3]. Contrary to canonical
phytochromes, where absorption is switched between the red and far-red light-absorbing form,
CBCRs are spectrally diverse with color detection from near-ultraviolet to near-infrared (NIR), and a
single cGMP-phosphodiesterase/adenylate cyclase/FhlA (GAF) domain is sufficient for chromophore
attachment and complete photochemistry [4]. The wide spectral tuning of CBCRs, for which four distinct
mechanisms have been identified so far [5], their compactness and reversible photochemistry allow to
tailor their spectroscopic properties and make them ideal candidates for biotechnological applications,
e.g., optogenetics and design of NIR fluorescent proteins (FP) for bioimaging [6,7]. Regarding the
latter, first studies were dedicated to the development of NIR FPs based on phytochromes [8–10],
but recently also a NIR FP based on a CBCR was designed [11]. However, to tailor CBCRs for
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specific applications, a molecular level understanding of the spectral tuning in these spectrally diverse
proteins is required. In our recent publication, we could model the difference in position of the lowest
energy absorption maxima between the photoproduct and the dark state, denoted as photoproduct
tuning, of the prototypical red/green CBCR Slr1393g3 [12]. This CBCR harbors a phycocyanobilin
(PCB) chromophore and exhibits a red-absorbing dark state (λmax = 649 nm) and a green-absorbing
photoproduct (λmax = 536 nm) resulting in a photoproduct tuning of more than 100 nm, see Scheme 1.
Therefore, the lowest energy absorption maxima of both forms are found in two different regions of the
visible spectrum providing a model system to assess the quality of the quantum chemical methods to
model the photoproduct tuning of a specific CBCR family and phytochromes in general.
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Scheme 1. Schematic representation of the PCB structures in the red- and green-absorbing forms. The
differences between the two forms are highlighted in red and green for Pr and Pg, respectively. The
wavelengths refer to the lowest energy absorption maxima of the measured spectra [13,14]. The QM
region consisting of 42 atoms (QM42) is shown in blue, whereas the atoms of the QM region with 66
atoms (QM66) are shown accentuated in black.

Computational studies of CBCR proteins are limited to two investigations of AnPixJg2, a red/green
CBCR. Both are based on its crystal structure as a starting point [15]. The first study by Velazquez-Escobar
et al. employed classical molecular dynamics (MD) simulations to study both Pr and Pg forms [16].
For the latter, the PCB chromophore was isomerized manually in the Pr structure to mimic the
photoproduct. In the second study by Scarbath-Evers et al., the Pr form was simulated with classical
MD for 1 µs [17]. In both studies, no attempts were reported to simulate ultraviolet/visible (UV/Vis)
absorption spectra. However, pure quantum mechanical (QM) calculations for the excited states of
PCB that are related to investigations on CBCRs have been performed. These studies either used model
compounds built from scratch and optimized in vacuo to mimic PCB in CBCRs [18,19] or the required
atomic positions were extracted from crystallized protein structures. In case of the latter, typically only
PCB without relevant, adjacent amino acids was extracted [20–23] with the exception of one study,
where in addition also the conserved aspartate and some solvent molecules were included [20]. In all
those studies, time-dependent density functional theory (TD-DFT) was employed for the excited state
calculations. Based on calculated absorption and circular dichroism spectra conclusions about possible
PCB conformations in the protein could be drawn [18–21,23]. Matute et al. found that excited state
calculations based on X-ray geometries of PCB from the cyanobacterial phytochrome Cph1 yield better
agreement with experimental absorption spectra than from freely relaxed PCB structures in vacuo [21].
Therefore and to the best of our knowledge, our recently published study on the photoproduct tuning
of the red/green CBCR Slr1393g3 was the first one to combine the treatment of a CBCR protein via
quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics (QM/MM) with the simulation of absorption spectra based
on snapshots extracted from QM/MM MD [12]. In that study, we have put special emphasis on
describing the difference in absorption between the dark state Pr and the photoproduct Pg, as our
simulations were based on crystal structures for both forms from the same protein [24].

Many more computational investigations were performed for canonical phytochromes than
for CBCRs, therefore we do not attempt to give an exhaustive overview. Nonetheless, the majority
of studies on phytochromes can be divided again into two categories: on the one hand, there are
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simulations of phytochrome proteins without determination of UV/Vis absorption spectra, but with
an emphasis on structural elucidation and vibrational characterization. For this purpose, classical
MD simulations were performed by several groups [25–28]. In addition, Mroginski and coworkers
also employed QM/MM simulations [29–31] and some recent publications based on this approach
can be found in references [32–37]. Recently a QM/MM approach was also applied to investigate
the covalent binding of the biliverdin (BV) chromophore to phytochrome domains [38] in the NIR
FP miRFP670, which was also investigated experimentally [39–41]. On the other hand, excitation
energies for tetrapyrrole chromophores found in phytochromes were calculated in the gas phase or
in implicit solvent. In particular, Durbeej et al. investigated phytochromobilin and reported among
others that not including the thioether linkage, the propionate side chains and the methyl groups has
only a small influence on excitation energies and oscillator strengths [42,43]. This was later extended
by a benchmark study of locked bilin chromophores, where it was found that TD-DFT with pure
generalized gradient approximation (GGA) functionals is a particularly viable choice of methodology
for calculating absorption and emission maxima of bilin chromophores [44]. Furthermore, Matute
et al. employed TD-DFT to predict the chromophore conformations, when they are bound to the
proteins [21,45]. Also the photochemistry of related chromophore models was investigated by several
groups [46–49] and more details on this topic, which involves an ultrafast double-bond isomerization,
can be found in a recent review [50].

In case of phytochromes, also QM/MM-based methodology was applied to calculate excited
states and to investigate their photochemistry [51–55], thereby connecting the two aforementioned
categories. The initial study by Falklöf and Durbeej investigated the red light-absorbing form of the
bacteriophytochrome from Deinococcus radiodurans (DrBphP) based on optimized structures and it was
reported that pure GGA functionals reproduce the experimental Q-band maximum, i.e., lowest energy
absorption maximum, in the red region with smaller errors than both global and range-separated
hybrid functionals [51]. Similar conclusions were also reached by Nemukhin and coworkers studying
structures and excitation energies for BV-binding domains in infrared fluorescent proteins [54] and by
Modi et al. investigating both the red light and far-red light-absorbing forms of DrBphP to determine
the protonation states of the chromophore in the corresponding forms [55]. In addition to TD-DFT
calculations, both studies report computations with the extended multi-configuration quasi-degenerate
perturbation theory to second order (XMCQDPT2) method [56] and in the investigation by Modi et al.
structures were sampled directly from classical MD instead of using optimized structures.

In the present benchmark study, we examine essential components in detail that are part of our
protocol to model the photoproduct tuning in CBCRs and phytochromes, which was derived based
on our previous works on Slr1393g3 [12]. Firstly, we assess the accuracy of semiempirical quantum
mechanical (SQM) methods for the description of truncated PCB geometries in vacuo by comparing
them with ab initio resolution of identity (RI) approximate coupled cluster singles and doubles (CC2)
reference geometries, as SQM methods present an efficient approach to sample sufficient structures for
excited state calculations. Secondly, we benchmark methods for these calculations with a focus on
the description of the photoproduct tuning and the geometries for this comparison are taken from
SQM/MM MD trajectories. Thirdly, we compare absorption spectra obtained from SQM/MM and
QM/MM optimized structures to check how well the protein-embedded PCB geometries are described
semiempirically. Finally, we discuss differences in absorption spectra, when they are determined either
from optimized structures or averaged over different numbers of snapshots within one consistent
approach to assess the importance of sampling.

2. Results

2.1. Chromophore Structure Optimizations with Semiempirical Methods

The truncated PCB geometries containing 42 atoms (see the blue parts in Scheme 1) were optimized
in vacuo for both forms. The performance of SQM methods as implemented in the AMBER software
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package [57–59] is compared with corresponding RI-CC2/cc-pVDZ [60–63] optimized structures using
Turbomole 7.0 [64,65]. The similarity between the obtained structures is evaluated based on the root
mean square deviations (RMSD) of the aligned geometries. First, we note that the RMSD values
between SQM methods and RI-CC2 are in general smaller for the Pr than for the Pg form. Furthermore,
modified neglect of diatomic overlap (MNDO) [66], parameterized model 3 (PM3) [67] and PM3 with
pairwise distance directed Gaussian method (PM3-PDDG) [68] exhibit RMSD values of around 1 Å for
Pr and of at least 1.26 Å for Pg, see Table S1. This also holds for parameterized model 6 (PM6) [69], but
including corrections for dispersion and hydrogen bonding (DH+) [70,71] improves the agreement,
in particular for Pg, see Table S2. The same trend is observed in case of the Austin model 1 (AM1)
methods [72], where the revised model AM1/d [73] exhibits a performance between the original AM1
method and its dispersion corrected version AM1-D. Again the best results are obtained when both
dispersion and hydrogen bond corrections [70,71] are employed, see Table S3. Overall, AM1-DH+ and
Recife model 1 (RM1) [74] are the two best performing semiempirical methods based on Hartree-Fock
with RMSD values of around 0.66 Å (Pr) and 1.00 Å (Pg), followed by the PM6-DH+ method with
RMSD values of 0.76 Å (Pr) and 1.10 Å (Pg).

In addition, we performed optimizations with density functional tight binding (DFTB)
approach [75,76]. For this family of SQM methods, DFTB2 with mio-1-1 parameters [77,78] and
DFTB3 [79] with 3ob-3-1 parameters [80,81] are implemented in the AMBER software suite. For the
truncated chromophore, the former method is found to yield structures that are closer to the RI-CC2
reference for both forms, see Table S4. The RMSD value of 0.79 Å for Pr is similar to the results from
PM6-DH, whereas the value of 0.94 Å for Pg is already lower than in case of the Hartree-Fock based
methods. Furthermore, using an empirical dispersion correction (+D) [82] in combination with DFTB2
results in further improvements: the RMSD values of 0.58 Å (Pr) and 0.23 Å (Pg) are for each form the
lowest among all evaluated methods, see Table 1. However, no dispersion correction, e.g., Grimme′s
dispersion correction D3 [83], is available in the current implementation of DFTB3 in the AMBER
software package. Hence, we find DFTB2+D to be the most promising SQM method for the description
of the PCB chromophore based on the assessment of in vacuo optimized geometries.

Table 1. Root mean square deviations of geometries in Å. Comparisons are given for methods in the
corresponding column and row for Pr (first value) and Pg (second value, shown in parenthesis).

Pr (Pg) RM1 AM1-DH+ DFTB2+D RI-CC2

PM6-DH+ 0.18 (0.35) 0.35 (0.25) 0.29 (0.96) 0.76 (1.10)

RM1 - 0.32 (0.23) 0.31 (0.90) 0.65 (1.02)

AM1-DH+ - 0.39 (0.81) 0.67 (0.96)

DFTB2+D - 0.58 (0.23)

This is also corroborated by the calculation of excitation energies with RI-CC2 based on the
differently optimized structures. The first ten excited states from these calculations are shown in
Tables S5 and S6 for Pr and Pg, respectively. In addition, the deviations in excitation energies from the
RI-CC2 optimized reference structures for the first excited state, which is the origin of the lowest energy
absorption band, are shown in Figure 1. Overall the excitation energies from the SQM optimized
geometries are higher than those from RI-CC2. The smallest differences are found for DFTB2+D,
therefore the good agreement for the Pg form could have already been expected based on its low RMSD
value. This method is followed by DFTB2 and DFTB3 optimized structures, which exhibit RI-CC2
excitation energies somewhat lower than in case of the SQM methods based on Hartree-Fock, even
though the RMSD values are comparable. The deviations for the three Hartree-Fock based methods are
nearly the same for Pr with a difference of ca. 0.23 eV, but increase from 0.24 eV (AM1-DH+) to 0.28 eV
(PM6-DH+) to 0.29 eV (RM1) in case of Pg. We want to point out that the deviations in terms of RMSD
values and excitation energies for the in vacuo optimized structures are expected to be significantly
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higher than in case of the protein-embedded chromophore, as the protein environment introduces
additional constraints on the PCB geometry.Molecules 2019, 24, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 20 
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Figure 1. Deviations of the excitation energies for the first excited state based on differently optimized
structures for QM42. The energies are calculated via the RI-CC2/cc-pVDZ level of theory for Pg (green)
and Pr (red). The reference values from RI-CC2/cc-pVDZ optimizations are 2.01 eV and 2.00 eV for Pr

and Pg, respectively, see also Tables S5 and S6.

2.2. Spectrum Simulations Based on Sampling from Molecular Dynamics

The QM/MM calculation of excitation energies used a QM region of at least 66 atoms (QM66), see
Scheme 1. For efficient assessment of different methods, we decided to select a subset of 10 snapshots
for each form. These leads to small changes in the overall spectra, but the qualitative features remain
the same. A comparison of spectra based on RI-algebraic diagrammatic construction to second order
(ADC(2)) for 10 or 100 snapshots is shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Absorption spectra for the Pr (red) and Pg (green) forms calculated with RI-ADC(2)/cc-pVDZ
for QM66. The spectra are either based on 10 snapshots from a QM/MM MD trajectory taken every
100 ps (solid) or on 100 snapshots taken every 10 ps from the same trajectory (dotted). The sticks
represent the positions and relative intensities of the two lowest energy absorption maxima for each
form extracted from the measured spectra [14].

The discussion will mainly address the lowest energy absorption band, but for completeness
the spectra simulated for all methods listed in Table 2 and Tables S7–S9 are given at the end of the
Supplementary Materials in Figures S3–S6. In case of 10 snapshots, the lowest energy absorption band
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of both forms is narrower and more intense. Furthermore, the absorption maxima are shifted more
towards each other. Nonetheless, a difference in absorption is 0.15 eV, see Table 2. Also the ratio of
absolute absorption intensity of Pg divided by Pr remains close to 0.9 and is therefore hardly affected.
Employing a larger cutoff of 24 Å for the point charges from the environment leads to a slightly smaller
photoproduct tuning, but the absorption shifts are only around 0.01 eV for both forms and therefore
the smaller cutoff of 12 Å appears to be sufficient. Employing a larger basis set including diffuse
functions red shifts the absorption maxima of both forms to nearly the same extent, ca. 0.06 eV, leaving
the photoproduct tuning virtually unchanged. The same holds for the ratio of absolute absorption
intensities, where the larger basis set leads to a similar decrease for both forms.

Table 2. Lowest energy absorption maxima of Pr and Pg. Wavelengths (λ), energies (Emax), energy
differences in parenthesis and absolute absorption (εPr and εPg) as well as photoproduct tuning (∆Emax)
and ratio of absorption intensities (εPg/εPr) are tabulated. The QM region consisted of 66 atoms and if
not stated otherwise, the results are based on 10 snapshots taken every 100 ps. The cc-pVDZ basis set
was utilized and a cutoff of 12 Å to any of the QM atoms was employed to take the environment as
point charges into account.

Method Pr Pg Comparison

λ (nm) Emax (eV) εPr
3 λ (nm) Emax (eV) εPg

3 ∆Emax (eV) εPg/εPr

Exp. 1 649 1.91 - 536 2.31 - 0.40 0.562

RI-ADC(2)

100 geom. 2 609 2.04 (+0.13) 8.37 548 2.26 (−0.05) 7.52 0.23 0.898
10 geom. 2 600 2.07 (+0.16) 10.27 559 2.22 (−0.10) 9.47 0.15 0.922
24 Å cutoff 596 2.08 (+0.17) 9.32 561 2.21 (−0.10) 9.13 0.13 0.979

cc-aug-pVDZ 2 616 2.01 (+0.10) 9.83 575 2.16 (−0.16) 9.03 0.14 0.918

WF-based

RI-CC2 560 2.21 (+0.30) 12.77 524 2.37 (+0.05) 11.56 0.15 0.905
RI-CCS 448 2.77 (+0.86) 14.24 423 2.93 (+0.62) 11.39 0.16 0.800

CIS 448 2.77 (+0.86) 14.45 423 2.93 (+0.62) 11.47 0.17 0.794
TD-HF 493 2.52 (+0.61) 12.59 461 2.69 (+0.37) 9.99 0.17 0.793

DFT-based

CAM-B3LYP 538 2.31 (+0.40) 11.98 504 2.46 (+0.15) 10.70 0.15 0.893
B3LYP 569 2.18 (+0.27) 10.98 548 2.26 (−0.05) 8.68 0.08 0.790

B3LYP (TDA) 500 2.48 (+0.57) 17.38 497 2.49 (+0.18) 11.48 0.01 0.661
BLYP 609 2.03 (+0.12) 9.00 609 2.04 (−0.28) 5.68 0.00 0.631

1 Taken from the spectra in Reference [14]. 2 Values as reported in our previous publication [12]. 3 In units of 104

L/(mol cm).

Strikingly, all tested wavefunction-based methods result in a similar photoproduct tuning of
around 0.16 eV, even though the absorption is increasingly blue shifted for both forms starting
with RI-CC2 (blue shift of around 0.15 eV relative to the RI-ADC(2) calculations with the same
settings), time-dependent Hartree-Fock (TD-HF) (ca. 0.46 eV) to RI-coupled cluster singles (CCS) and
configuration interaction singles (CIS) (ca. 0.70 eV). We note that the ratio of absolute absorption
intensities is nearly the same for RI-ADC(2) and RI-CC2, but reduces to around 0.8 for the other three
methods. This is contrary to the results obtained from TD-DFT, where the photoproduct tuning appears
strongly dependent on the amount of exact exchange.

A tuning similar to the one obtained via wavefunction-based approaches could only be achieved
with the range-separated hybrid Coulomb-attenuating method (CAM)-B3LYP functional in case of
TD-DFT, but the absorption maxima are significantly blue shifted. This is alleviated by employing
functionals with smaller amount of exact exchange. The global hybrid functional B3LYP exhibits an
absorption maximum of the Pg form close to the RI-ADC(2) calculations, whereas the absorption of the
Pr form is significantly blue shifted leading to a relatively small photoproduct tuning of 0.08 eV. To better
describe the absorption of the latter form, one could for example employ the GGA functional BLYP, but
this functional exhibits a negligible tuning caused by the red-shifted absorption of the photoproduct.
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The use of the Tamm-Dancoff approximation (TDA) in combination with the B3LYP functional is
also discouraging, as it blue shifts the absorption energies and in particular further reduces the already
underestimated tuning found for full TD-DFT calculations with B3LYP. To conclude, we recommend
the use of wavefunction-based methods to reliably estimate the difference in absorption between the
two forms. In case of structures sampled from DFTB2+D/AMBER trajectories, RI-ADC(2) calculations
result in absorption spectra that are the closest to the experimental counterparts.

Semiempirical methods would allow more extensive excitation energy calculations for the spectrum
simulation. Motivated by this, we have reported results from simplified TD-DFT (sTD-DFT) based on
CAM-B3LYP ground state calculations and Zerner’s intermediate neglect of differenctial overlap for
spectra (ZINDO/S) applied to 100 snapshots in the Supplementary Materials of Reference [12]. We
found that ZINDO/S calculations lead to red-shifted absorption spectra and a slight underestimation
of photoproduct tuning. sTD-DFT yields a slightly more pronounced photorproduct tuning than
RI-ADC(2), but apart from that it is in good agreement with experiments, see Table S7. Regarding
the changes in spectra, when employing 10 snapshots only and also when then employing a larger
cutoff of 24 Å, we find a similar behavior as for RI-ADC(2). Furthermore, employing the simplified
Tamm-Dancoff approximation (sTDA) instead of full sTD-DFT again blue shifts the lowest energy
absorption band of both forms by around 0.14 eV and slightly reduces the extent of the photoproduct
tuning. A more drastic change is found for the maximum values of absorption that have increased.
Performing sTD-DFT based on DFT ground state calculations withωB97 functional also leads to blue
shifts in absorption spectra decreasing the agreement with the RI-ADC(2) results. To sum up the results,
we recommend using sTD-DFT based on CAM-B3LYP ground state calculations for semiempirical
excited state calculations, as the resulting simulated spectra are in good agreement with RI-ADC(2)
reference results. The similarity is also confirmed for changes due to a reduced number of snaphots
and an increased cutoff value.

We have also probed the influence of the QM region size on the absorption spectra. For this
purpose, we employed a larger QM region consisting of the complete PCB chromophore, the bound
cysteine sidechain and the sidechains of HIS-529 and ASP-498, which are close to the conjugated system
of PCB. This results in a QM region containing 106 atoms (QM106). Further details regarding this QM
region can be found in our previous publication [12]. In case of the RI-ADC(2) calculations for QM106,
we have employed a reduced virtual space (RVS, [84–87]) by discarding all virtual molecular orbitals
with energies above 50 eV. As can be seen by comparison of the values reported in Table S8, RVS leads
to a small blue shift for the lowest energy absorption maximum of both forms by ca. 0.03 eV, however,
the difference in absorption remains essentially unchanged. However, this shift should be taken into
account when comparing the results from QM106 to the ones from QM66. In case of 100 snapshots,
the lowest energy absorption maxima are nonetheless shifted to lower energies and the shift is more
pronounced for Pr than for Pg resulting in an increased difference in absorption of 0.26 eV. Similar
shifts are also found when comparing 10 snapshots for both QM regions. In addition, also the ratio in
peak heights goes down from ca. 0.90 to 0.80, closer to the experimental ratio of 0.56. So the deviations
for the positions of the absorption maxima are more symmetric and the peak heights are also more
similar to the experiments. In case of TD-DFT calculations with B3LYP, the absorption maxima of both
forms are shifted by nearly the same amount of ca. 0.06 eV, hence the difference in absorption is again
underestimated. For the ratio in absorption height, we observe a similar decrease by around 0.1 as
for RI-ADC(2). The shifts towards lower energies for ZINDO/S are less prominent, but as in case of
the RI-ADC(2) calculations, they are more pronounced for Pr than for Pg leading to larger differences
between the absorption maxima of both forms. Also the ratio in peak heights decreases by around 0.05.
This holds also for sTD-DFT calculations, but the shifts in positions are less systematic, whereas the
difference in absorption remains around the same in the comparison of the two QM regions.

For the ab initio multi-reference calculations it was technically not feasible to include all π and
π* orbitals as well as lone pairs in the active space, which would result in 24 electrons in 22 orbitals.
Instead we employed an active space of 20 electrons in 13 orbitals, as RI-CC2 calculations for the PCB
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chromophore in protein conformation of both forms indicated the involvement of up to 10 occupied
and 3 unoccupied orbitals for all states up to 4.2 eV. Based on this active space selection, we calculated
excited states with both the partially- (PC) and strongly-contracted (SC) N-electron valence state
perturbation theory to second order (NEVPT2) scheme, see Table S9. The position of the absorption
maximum for the Pg form for SC-NEVPT2 is in close agreement with the experimental value, whereas
PC-NEVPT2 leads to a slight red shift. However, the absorption of Pr is blue shifted by 0.20 eV and
0.32 eV for PC- and SC-NEVPT2, respectively. This leads to a photoproduct tuning of only 0.07 eV
(PC-NEVPT2) and 0.08 eV (SC-NEVPT2). Also the absorption intensities are now interchanged, i.e., the
Pg absorption maximum is slightly higher than the one of Pr. In particular the blue shifted absorption
for Pr might indicate that a larger active space is required to better describe the more conjugated
structures of this form.

Calculations with a larger active space are possible with semiempirical multi-reference methods.
We employed multi-reference configuration interaction (MRCI) based on ground state calculations
with the orthogonalization-corrected method 2 (OM2). Including the 20 highest occupied and
20 lowest unoccupied orbitals resulting in an active space of 40 electrons in 40 orbitals (40/40) yields an
photoproduct tuning of 0.17 eV, where again the lowest energy absorption maximum of Pg matches
its experimental counterpart at 2.31 eV and the Pr absorption maximum is blue-shifted by 0.23 eV.
Selecting only 10 occupied and 10 unoccupied orbitals that possess a certain amount of π orbital
character leads to further blue shifts of both absorption bands but leaves the photoproduct tuning
virtually unchanged. However, this smaller active space allows to include triples, which decrease
the energy for the lowest energy absorption maximum of both forms by nearly 0.08 eV. Overall,
the employed semiempirical multi-reference calculations always yield a photoproduct tuning that
is slightly higher than for the wavefunction-based calculations and somewhat lower than for the
corresponding sTD-DFT calculations. However, as for the ab initio multi-reference calculations there
is a tendency to overestimate the excitation energies in particular for Pr. Furthermore, absorption
intensities are found to be around the same for both forms within each of the three employed MRCI
settings, placing the OM2-MRCI results between the ones from NEVPT2 and single-reference methods
in this regard.

2.3. Spectrum Simulations Based on QM/MM Geometry Optimizations

In this section we have used geometries from MD simulations, reported in Ref. [12], as a starting
point for QM/MM geometry optimization at the RI-BLYP+D3/AMBER level of theory using the
ChemShell program. For the geometry optimization we have employed three different approaches: (i)
QM106 in cartesian coordinates, (ii) QM66 in cartesian as well as (iii) in hybrid delocalized coordinates
(HDLC). After optimization, the structures are aligned on the basis of 42 atoms as previously discussed
for the gas phase comparison. The resulting RMSD values between the three different approaches are
below 0.10 Å for both forms, see Table S10. In addition, the QM66 optimized structures are even closer
to each other with RMSD values of around 0.03 Å. This is also reflected in the spectra based on sTD-DFT
with QM106 shown in Figure S1. This figure shows that the spectra from QM66 optimizations are
close to each other for each form and also QM106 exhibits only small differences to the less expensive
approaches. We therefore recommend using QM66 with HDLC for full structure optimizations, when
one wants to treat the QM part with ab initio electronic structure methods. In our case this leads to
convergence in around 5000 steps for systems consisting of ca. 40,000 atoms.

For further improvement of the level of theory with the QM66 scheme, we have employed
RI-Møller-Plesset perturbation theory to second order (MP2) and RI-CC2 in combination with the
AMBER force field starting from the RI-BLYP+D3/AMBER optimized structures. These optimizations
converge in around 100 steps and the RMSD values for alignment of structures optimized with these ab
initio methods is below 0.10 Å, see Table 3. Therefore, the pure GGA functional BLYP with additional
dispersion correction appears to be a reliable method for structure description of the PCB chromophore
in the protein. In contrast to this, larger differences are found, when the structures are only optimized
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with the AMBER force field: The RMSD value is then around 0.16 Å for Pr and 0.29 Å for Pg relative to
RI-CC2. This is also reflected in pronounced red shifts of the lowest energy absorption band for each
form, see Figure 3. In case of optimizations with DFTB2+D, we have employed several approaches to
optimize the structures as shown in Table S12 and Figure S2. The differences between them are relatively
small and therefore, in the main text we just show the results of the initial structure optimization with
100,000 steps of steepest descent starting from the last snapshot of the production run, which was also
the starting point for the BLYP+D3/AMBER and pure AMBER force field optimizations. DFTB2+D
exhibits RMSD values of 0.12 Å (Pr) and 0.19 Å(Pg) placing it in between the pure force field treatment
and the ab initio methods for QM/AMBER calculations, see Table 3. In addition, the spectra resulting
from the DFTB2+D optimized structures are closer to the ones from ab initio QM/MM optimizations
than from pure force field optimizations, see Figure 3. However, the absorption maximum for the Pg

form is red-shifted relative to the ab initio methods resulting in a photoproduct tuning that is similar
to the ones based on force field optimized structures and somewhat smaller than for QM/AMBER
optimized ones. Nonetheless, the accuracy of DFTB2+D is reasonably close to the ab initio methods,
but it has the advantage of being ca. 2 orders of magnitude faster than RI-BLYP+D3/def2-SV(P), thus
allowing more extended MD for sampling. Due to the relatively poor description of the geometry
and red-shifted absorption for the protein-embedded PCB chromophore by force field optimization,
care should be taken when sampling from classical MD without any further refinements. A similar
conclusion has been reported by González and coworkers in a QM/MM study of the temoporfin
absorption spectrum [88].

2.4. Comparison of Absorption Spectra: Sampling versus Optimized Structures

Using the DFTB2+D/AMBER method one can compare calculated spectra based on optimized
and sampled geometries, see Figure 4. For the lowest energy absorption band, the positions of the
maximum change slightly, but there is hardly any systematic trend: For the Pr form the maximum is
shifting towards longer wavelengths when going from optimized structure, to 10 and 100 snapshots.
However, for Pg the maximum first red shifts, but then moves back close to its original position. In
contrast to this, the more structures are considered, the broader and less intense this first absorption
band becomes for both forms.

Table 3. Root mean square deviations of geometries in Å. Comparisons are given for methods in the
corresponding column and row for Pr (first value) and Pg (second value, shown in parenthesis). For
alignment, the geometries were reduced to 42 atoms as in case of the optimizations in vacuo. They
were obtained from QM/AMBER optimized structures with QM66, while AMBER denotes pure force
field calculations.

Pr (Pg) DFTB2+D RI-BLYP+D3 RI-MP2 RI-CC2

AMBER 0.14 (0.24) 0.16 (0.27) 0.16 (0.30) 0.16 (0.29)

DFTB2+D - 0.12 (0.15) 0.12 (0.19) 0.12 (0.19)

RI-BLYP+D3 - 0.06 (0.07) 0.05 (0.07)

RI-MP2 - 0.01 (0.01)



Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 10 of 21

Molecules 2019, 24, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 20 

 

snapshot of the production run, which was also the starting point for the BLYP+D3/AMBER and pure 
AMBER force field optimizations. DFTB2+D exhibits RMSD values of 0.12 Å (Pr) and 0.19 Å(Pg) 
placing it in between the pure force field treatment and the ab initio methods for QM/AMBER 
calculations, see Table 3. In addition, the spectra resulting from the DFTB2+D optimized structures 
are closer to the ones from ab initio QM/MM optimizations than from pure force field optimizations, 
see Figure 3. However, the absorption maximum for the Pg form is red-shifted relative to the ab initio 
methods resulting in a photoproduct tuning that is similar to the ones based on force field optimized 
structures and somewhat smaller than for QM/AMBER optimized ones. Nonetheless, the accuracy of 
DFTB2+D is reasonably close to the ab initio methods, but it has the advantage of being ca. 2 orders 
of magnitude faster than RI-BLYP+D3/def2-SV(P), thus allowing more extended MD for sampling. 
Due to the relatively poor description of the geometry and red-shifted absorption for the protein-
embedded PCB chromophore by force field optimization, care should be taken when sampling from 
classical MD without any further refinements. A similar conclusion has been reported by González 
and coworkers in a QM/MM study of the temoporfin absorption spectrum [88]. 

Table 3. Root mean square deviations of geometries in Å. Comparisons are given for methods in the 
corresponding column and row for Pr (first value) and Pg (second value, shown in parenthesis). For 
alignment, the geometries were reduced to 42 atoms as in case of the optimizations in vacuo. They 
were obtained from QM/AMBER optimized structures with QM66, while AMBER denotes pure force 
field calculations. 

Pr (Pg) DFTB2+D RI-BLYP+D3 RI-MP2 RI-CC2 
AMBER 0.14 (0.24) 0.16 (0.27) 0.16 (0.30) 0.16 (0.29) 

DFTB2+D - 0.12 (0.15) 0.12 (0.19) 0.12 (0.19) 
RI-BLYP+D3  - 0.06 (0.07) 0.05 (0.07) 

RI-MP2   - 0.01 (0.01) 

 
Figure 3. QM/MM absorption spectra for structures optimized at different levels of theory with QM66 
for (a) the Pr and (b) the Pg form. The method for the treatment of the QM atoms is stated in the legend, 
while AMBER denotes pure force field calculations. Excitation energies are obtained using sTD-DFT 
calculations for QM106. The sticks represent the positions and relative intensities of the two lowest 
energy absorption maxima for each form extracted from the measured spectra [14]. 

2.4. Comparison of Absorption Spectra: Sampling versus Optimized Structures 

Figure 3. QM/MM absorption spectra for structures optimized at different levels of theory with QM66
for (a) the Pr and (b) the Pg form. The method for the treatment of the QM atoms is stated in the legend,
while AMBER denotes pure force field calculations. Excitation energies are obtained using sTD-DFT
calculations for QM106. The sticks represent the positions and relative intensities of the two lowest
energy absorption maxima for each form extracted from the measured spectra [14].

Molecules 2019, 24, x FOR PEER REVIEW 10 of 20 

 

Using the DFTB2+D/AMBER method one can compare calculated spectra based on optimized 
and sampled geometries, see Figure 4. For the lowest energy absorption band, the positions of the 
maximum change slightly, but there is hardly any systematic trend: For the Pr form the maximum is 
shifting towards longer wavelengths when going from optimized structure, to 10 and 100 snapshots. 
However, for Pg the maximum first red shifts, but then moves back close to its original position. In 
contrast to this, the more structures are considered, the broader and less intense this first absorption 
band becomes for both forms. 

 
Figure 4. Absorption spectra for the Pr (red) and Pg (green) forms calculated with sTD-DFT for QM106. 
The spectra are either based on one singly optimized structure (solid), 10 snapshots from a QM/MM 
MD trajectory taken every 100 ps (dashed) or 100 snapshots taken every 10 ps from the same trajectory 
(dotted). The sticks represent the positions and relative intensities of the two lowest energy absorption 
maxima from experiment [14]. 

This is also observed for the second absorption band, but in addition we find that the distinct 
peaks found in case of optimized structures are washed out, so that these absorption bands becomes 
less structured. This improves the agreement with experiments, where the second absorption band 
of both forms also appears broad without much fine structure [13,14]. Overall, the photoproduct 
tuning might be already described with one or few selected structures, whereas sampling is necessary 
to describe the shape of the absorption bands and their broadening due to temperature effects, which 
was also stated in a recent study investigating chromophores in solution with QM/MM [89]. We note 
that with the approaches employed by us, it is not possible to describe vibronic effects as reviewed 
recently [90,91].  

3. Discussion 

In this contribution, we have investigated essential parts of a computational protocol to model 
the absorption of both Pr and Pg forms from the same CBCR protein Slr1393g3. First, we have assessed 
the description of the in vacuo optimized PCB geometries using semiempirical methods by 
comparing them with structures optimized with the ab initio RI-CC2 method. The best performing 
method, DFTB2+D, was used to simulate QM/MM MD trajectories with a simulation time of 1 ns and 
snapshots were extracted for excited state calculations with electrostatic embedding. For this 
purpose, we recommend the use of wavefunction-based methods, as these methods result in similar 
photoproduct tunings. In particular RI-ADC(2) has proven to work well with the structures that were 
generated via DFTB2+D/AMBER MD, resulting in positions of the lowest energy absorption maxima 
close to the experimental counterparts.  

Furthermore, we stress that caution should be exercised, when TD-DFT is employed: A tuning 
similar to the one from the aforementioned methods is only obtained with a range-separated hybrid 
functional, but then excitation energies are overestimated. On the other hand, BLYP as a prototypical 

Figure 4. Absorption spectra for the Pr (red) and Pg (green) forms calculated with sTD-DFT for QM106.
The spectra are either based on one singly optimized structure (solid), 10 snapshots from a QM/MM
MD trajectory taken every 100 ps (dashed) or 100 snapshots taken every 10 ps from the same trajectory
(dotted). The sticks represent the positions and relative intensities of the two lowest energy absorption
maxima from experiment [14].

This is also observed for the second absorption band, but in addition we find that the distinct
peaks found in case of optimized structures are washed out, so that these absorption bands becomes
less structured. This improves the agreement with experiments, where the second absorption band of
both forms also appears broad without much fine structure [13,14]. Overall, the photoproduct tuning
might be already described with one or few selected structures, whereas sampling is necessary to
describe the shape of the absorption bands and their broadening due to temperature effects, which
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was also stated in a recent study investigating chromophores in solution with QM/MM [89]. We note
that with the approaches employed by us, it is not possible to describe vibronic effects as reviewed
recently [90,91].

3. Discussion

In this contribution, we have investigated essential parts of a computational protocol to model the
absorption of both Pr and Pg forms from the same CBCR protein Slr1393g3. First, we have assessed the
description of the in vacuo optimized PCB geometries using semiempirical methods by comparing
them with structures optimized with the ab initio RI-CC2 method. The best performing method,
DFTB2+D, was used to simulate QM/MM MD trajectories with a simulation time of 1 ns and snapshots
were extracted for excited state calculations with electrostatic embedding. For this purpose, we
recommend the use of wavefunction-based methods, as these methods result in similar photoproduct
tunings. In particular RI-ADC(2) has proven to work well with the structures that were generated via
DFTB2+D/AMBER MD, resulting in positions of the lowest energy absorption maxima close to the
experimental counterparts.

Furthermore, we stress that caution should be exercised, when TD-DFT is employed: A tuning
similar to the one from the aforementioned methods is only obtained with a range-separated hybrid
functional, but then excitation energies are overestimated. On the other hand, BLYP as a prototypical
GGA functional leads to a negligible tuning, but it is the best functional to calculate the absorption
spectrum for the Pr form in agreement with previous benchmark studies [44,51]. Furthermore the
root mean square electron hole separation, which can be interpreted as exciton size [92], for the first
excited state S1 obtained as an average over 10 snapshots for Pr increases from CAM-B3LYP (5.06 Å) to
B3LYP (5.90 Å) to BLYP (6.16 Å), whereas the corresponding result for RI-ADC(2) is 5.11 Å, see Table
S15. So the size of the exciton is similar for CAM-B3LYP and RI-ADC(2), but this functional results
in an overestimation of excitation energy, as can be seen by the simulated spectra as well as by the
averaged energies of the first excited state. In contrast to this, the first excitation energies and the
corresponding lowest energy absorption band from BLYP are closer to the RI-ADC(2) results, but it is
on the expense of the correct exciton description. Similar conclusions were also reached in a study
by Mewes et al. investigating the absorption of Magnesium(II)porphyrin [93]. This deficiency in the
description of the exciton properties is also found for the Pg form and might be the underlying reason
for the failure of the employed GGA functional to yield a reliable photoproduct tuning. It might be
possible to improve the quality of the TD-DFT results by employing optimally tuned range-separated
hybrid functionals [94].

However, as an alternative for now, we recommend using sTD-DFT based on CAM-B3LYP ground
state calculations. Its superior performance might be traced back to the fact that the parameterization
of the related sTDA method was done for range-separated hybrid functionals on the basis of SCS-CC2
calculations [95]. The fit set included the closed tetrapyrrole porphyrine and the CAM-B3LYP functional
performed the best for the description of valence excited states like ππ* excitations [95], which are the
origin of the first two absorption bands. Furthermore, also ZINDO/S, which has been successfully
employed to study related tetrapyrroles [96,97], performs rather well, even though the absorption
bands are somewhat red-shifted and the tuning is slightly underestimated. An advantage of employing
semiempirical calculations is their efficiency. They were run in serial on nodes with one Intel Xeon
processor E3-1230. For QM66, a typical ZINDO/S calculation takes about 10 s, the DFT ground state
calculation for sTD-DFT takes about 1 h, but the actual excited state calculation requires 10 s. For
QM106, ZINDO/S requires around 40 s, the CAM-B3LYP ground state calculation approximately 4 h
and the sTD-DFT excited state calculation between 1 and 2 min. In contrast, each RI-ADC(2) calculation
was run in parallel on one node with two Intel Xeon E5-2670 processors using 16 cores. Nonetheless,
the wall times for QM66 were around 7–8 h and 4–5 days for the larger QM106. For all calculations,
no significant influence of the employed cutoff radius for the point charges on the computing time
was observed.
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The comparison of optimized structures to the RI-CC2/AMBER reference geometries shows that
DFTB2+D/AMBER improves the description relative to a purely classical treatment. As shown in
this study, a reasonable photoproduct tuning can be obtained by sampling structures from DFTB2+D/

AMBER MD, but based on the results for the optimized structures, in particular the PCB geometry of
the Pg form appears to be challenging. To improve the quality of the sampled structures, one may
either resort to more recent semiempirical methods based on tight binding, like extended Tight Binding
(xTB) [98,99] or DFTB3 with Grimme′s dispersion correction D3 [83]. In addition, xTB could also
be employed to speed up the sTD-DFT calculations [100]. As an alternative approach for sampling,
one may use structures sampled from DFTB2+D/AMBER MD as starting points for more accurate
QM/MM MD. In case of the latter, RI-BLYP+D3/def2-SV(P) appears promising as the structures and
excitation energies are close to the computationally more demanding RI-MP2 and RI-CC2 calculations.
We expect that this approach will increase the simulated photoproduct tuning, but for computational
reasons the corresponding trajectories might only be computed for several ps. In addition, further
deviations of the simulated absorption spectra from the experimental ones might be caused by the
setup of the system. For example, this study was performed with a doubly protonated HIS-529, similar
to previous studies on the related red/green CBCR AnPixJ, in which the analogue histidine was also
assumed to be in this protonation state [16,17]. However, simulations with a singly protonated HIS-529
lead to absorption spectra in better agreement with experiments, see the Supplementary Materials of
reference [12]. Furthermore, sampling of different PCB conformations might be required to improve
the agreement with experiments, as Scarbath-Evers et al. have shown that in case of the Pr form of the
closely related red/green CBCR AnPixJg2 two substates are found in classical MD simulations [17].
These substates differ in the orientation of the D ring, however, switching between both forms happens
on a time scale of hundreds of nanoseconds.

Overall, we expect that the protocol outlined in this benchmark study to investigate the spectral
tuning in a prototypical red/green CBCR is also applicable to further proteins of the CBCR family
but also to a broad range of canonical phytochromes. Therefore, it can serve as a reference for future
studies on spectral tuning in these types of photoreceptor proteins.

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Chromophore Structure Optimizations with Semiempirical Methods

The chromophore geometries were taken from the crystal structures of the in vivo assembled
forms, i.e., PDB codes 5DFX for Pr and 5M82 for Pg [24]. Missing hydrogen atoms were added
via GaussView [101] and side chains as well as methyl groups were replaced with hydrogen atoms
with the same program resulting in truncated chromophores with 42 atoms for both forms. These
structures were optimized with the SQM module of the AMBER software suite [59] until the default
convergence criteria were reached and with all implemented semiempirical quantum chemical methods
that are parameterized for the elements H, C, N, O, and S. For the same structures, RI-CC2/cc-pVDZ
optimizations [60–63] were also performed with Turbomole 7.0 [64,65] to provide a benchmark for
comparison of the differently optimized structures. For this purpose, the optimized geometries were
aligned via PyMOL [102] including all atoms. Furthermore, excited state calculations were also
performed with RI-CC2/cc-pVDZ [103,104] for the differently optimized structures to assess their
influence on excitation energies and oscillator strengths. The RI-CC2 calculations employed frozen
core orbitals and in case of the excited state calculations, a threshold of 10−8 in atomic units for the SCF
calculations was used. Otherwise, the default values were taken.

4.2. Spectrum Simulations Based on Sampling from Molecular Dynamics

The structures were taken from the previously published trajectory [12], which was simulated
employing the hybrid QM/MM methodology [105]. In the following, the employed computational
approach is described in a nutshell and full details can be found in the Supplementary Materials of [12].
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Hydrogen atoms were added via tleap from the AMBER software package [59] to the crystal structures
of the in vivo assembled forms, i.e., PDB codes 5DFX for Pr and 5M82 for Pg [24]. The structures
were solvated with TIP3P water molecules [106] in rectangular boxes with a distance of at least 15 Å
between any atom of the protein and the boundary. Standard protonation states were employed with
the exception of HIS-529, which is assumed to be doubly protonated. For the non-bonded interactions,
a cutoff of 12 Å was chosen. Initial optimizations consisted of three stages:

(i) Optimization via AMBER ff14SB force field [107] of the environment employing harmonic restraints
of 500 kcal/(mol Å2) on the atoms of the protein with respect to their crystallographic positions.

(ii) Optimization via AMBER of the whole system with restraints on the atoms of the modified
residue, i.e., on the PCB chromophore and CYS-528, which binds PCB.

(iii) DFTB2+D/AMBER [57,58,77,78,82,108] optimizations without any restraints.

Also the subsequent molecular dynamics (MD) simulations consisted of three stages:

(i) Thermalization with classical MD with stepwise increase of the temperature from 0 to 300 K
within 1 ns employing restraints of 10 kcal/(mol Å2) on the modified residue to keep the geometry
close to the DFTB2+D/AMBER optimized one.

(ii) Equilibration via classical MD for 100 ns at 300 K to allow backbone relaxation employing the
same restraints as before.

(iii) Production run with DFTB2+D/AMBER for 1 ns at 300 K without any restraints.

Originally, snapshots were taken every 10 ps leading to 100 snapshots for spectrum simulation.
In this contribution, we have decided to resort to 10 snapshots taken every 100 ps, as the qualitative
features of the spectra are also present then and the reduced number of geometries allows a broader
assessment of methods. For the excited state calculations and if not stated otherwise, the protein
environment was taken into account as point charges with a cutoff distance of 12 Å to any of the atoms
in the QM region. Excitation energies and oscillator strengths obtained from these calculations were
finally broadened with Gaussian functions employing a full width at half maximum of 0.25 eV and the
spectra shown in case of MD are averages of at least 10 snapshots.

Regarding the ab initio single-reference methods, the cc-pVDZ basis set [60] was employed and
post-Hartree-Fock calculations (RI-CCS, RI-ADC(2), and RI-CC2 [61,103,104,109–111]) were performed
with Turbomole 7.0 [64,65], whereas for CIS, TD-DFT (BLYP, B3LYP, CAM-B3LYP, and B3LYP with
Tamm-Dancoff approximation [112–116]), and TD-HF calculations [117,118] the Gaussian software
package [119] was employed. In case of the smaller QM region consisting of the chromophore and 66
atoms in total (QM66), 10 excited states were determined, whereas for the larger QM region varying
numbers of excited states were calculated: 30 for B3LYP, 15 for RI-ADC(2) with a reduced virtual space
(RVS) [84–87] employing a cutoff of 50 eV for orbital energies and 10 for RI-ADC(2) calculations with a
full virtual space (FVS). This choice is based on the finding that 15 excited states are sufficient for QM106
to model the first and second absorption band. Furthermore, for computational reasons we decided to
calculate even fewer states for the calculations with a full virtual space, which is nonetheless sufficient
to probe the influence of discarding virtual orbitals in the excited state calculations on the lowest energy
absorption band. Details of the further settings for the Turbomole calculations are given in Section 4.1
and for Gaussian 09 the default ones were taken. Finally, the root mean square electron hole separation
for the calculations described in this paragraph were determined with TheoDORE [92,120,121].

Orca version 4.0.1.2 [122,123] was employed for the semiempirical ZINDO/S [96,124] and
sTD-DFT/sTDA [95,125,126] calculations. Independent of the QM region, 30 excited states were
calculated with the former method and all states up to 10 eV with the latter. Furthermore, the ground
state calculations for sTD-DFT/sTDA were performed mainly with the range-separated CAM-B3LYP
hybrid functional [115], but also with ωB97 [127]. The def2-SV(P) basis set [128] and tight SCF
convergence criteria were employed for these calculations.
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Multi-reference calculations were only performed for QM66. The ab initio ones with
NEVPT2 [129–131] employed MOLPRO, version 2015.1 [132,133]. They are based on state-averaged
complete active space self-consistent field calculations of the first six electronic states, for which also
excitation energies and oscillator strengths from ground to excited states were determined. Based
on an inspection of the low-lying excited states from RI-CC2 calculations for the truncated PCB
chromophore in protein conformation, it was decided to include 10 occupied molecular orbitals (MO)
and 3 unoccupied MOs. The semiempirical multi-reference calculations were performed with the
MNDO program [134] and are based on OM2 ground state calculations [135] with an open-shell singlet
ansatz for the wavefunction. The subsequent MRCI calculations [136] employed three reference states
and an active space consisting of the ten highest occupied and ten lowest unoccupied MOs, therefore
following the approach described in Ref. [137] and employing the algorithm described there for π
orbital selection. This is motivated by the finding that the low-lying bright transitions are dominated
by ππ* excitations. For this setup, we have also assessed the influence of triples on the simulated
absorption spectra. In addition, MRCI calculations using six reference states and an active space
consisting of the 20 highest occupied and 20 lowest unoccupied MOs were also performed.

4.3. Spectrum Simulations Based on QM/MM Geometry Optimizations

The classical AMBER, DFTB2+D/AMBER and RI-BLYP+D3/AMBER optimizations started from
the final structures of the 1 ns trajectories and in case of the latter two approaches employed QM66,
if not stated otherwise. The optimizations were performed with the DL-FIND module [138] in
ChemShell [139–141] with an exception being the DFTB2+D/AMBER ones [57,58,77,78,82,108], which
were realized directly with the AMBER software package [59] employing 100,000 steps of steepest
descent. In all optimizations, no atoms were frozen and no restraints were applied. For the DFT-based
optimizations, the Orca-ChemShell interface was employed and the GGA functional BLYP [112,113]
was utilized together with the def2-SV(P) basis set [128], Grimme′s dispersion correction D3 [83] with
Becke-Johnson damping [142], and the resolution-of-identity approximation (RI) with corresponding
density fitting basis set [143]. In case of the RI-MP2/AMBER and RI-CC2/AMBER [63,144–146]
optimizations with QM66 and cc-pVDZ basis set, ChemShell was interfaced with Turbomole and
owing to the relatively high computational demands, the starting structures were taken from the
RI-BLYP+D3/AMBER optimizations. The optimized structures were then used for excited state
calculations employing sTD-DFT as described before for QM106, owing to its good agreement with the
more demanding ab initio RI-ADC(2) calculations and relatively low computational costs. Furthermore,
the optimized structures were also truncated to 42 atoms and aligned as described in Section 4.1.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online, Tables S1–S4, S10 and S12: Root mean square
deviations of geometries in Å, Tables S5 and S6: Excitation energies and oscillator strengths for in vacuo optimized
structures, Tables S7–S9, S11, S13 and S14: Lowest energy absorption maxima of both forms, Table S15: Results
from wave function analysis based on sampled structures, Figures S1 and S2: Absorption spectra from optimized
structures, Figures S3–S6: Absorption spectra from sampling.

Author Contributions: Both authors devised, discussed and wrote the paper together.

Funding: This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the European
Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No 678169, ERC Starting Grant
“PhotoMutant”). C.W. acknowledges support by the German Research Foundation (DFG) via a research scholarship
(reference number: WI 4853/1-1).

Acknowledgments: The Turbomole calculations leading to the results presented here were performed on resources
provided by the Paderborn Center for Parallel Computing. The authors thank Yigal Lahav for technical support of
the ChemShell calculations.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.



Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 15 of 21

References

1. Yoshihara, S.; Katayama, M.; Geng, X.; Ikeuchi, M. Cyanobacterial phytochrome-like PixJ1 holoprotein shows
novel reversible photoconversion between blue- and green-absorbing forms. Plant Cell Physiol. 2004, 45,
1729–1737. [CrossRef]

2. Ikeuchi, M.; Ishizuka, T. Cyanobacteriochromes: A new superfamily of tetrapyrrole-binding photoreceptors
in cyanobacteria. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 2008, 7, 1159–1167. [CrossRef]

3. Heintzen, C. Plant and fungal photopigments. WIREs Membr. Trans. Signal. 2012, 1, 411–432. [CrossRef]
4. Rockwell, N.C.; Ohlendorf, R.; Möglich, A. Cyanobacteriochromes in full color and three dimensions. Proc.

Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 806–807. [CrossRef]
5. Fushimi, K.; Narikawa, R. Cyanobacteriochromes: Photoreceptors covering the entire UV-to-visible spectrum.

Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 2019, 57, 39–46. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Pennacchietti, F.; Losi, A.; Xu, X.; Zhao, K.; Gärtner, W.; Viappiani, C.; Cella, F.; Diaspro, A.; Abbruzzetti, S.

Photochromic conversion in a red/green cyanobacteriochrome from Synechocystis PCC6803: Quantum
yields in solution and photoswitching dynamics in living E. coli cells. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 2015, 14,
229–237. [CrossRef]

7. Oliinyk, O.S.; Chernov, K.G.; Verkhusha, V.V. Bacterial phytochromes, cyanobacteriochromes and
allophycocyanins as a source of near-infrared fluorescent probes. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2017, 18, 1691. [CrossRef]

8. Chernov, K.G.; Redchuk, T.A.; Omelina, E.S.; Verkhusha, V.V. Near-Infrared Fluorescent Proteins, Biosensors,
and Optogenetic Tools Engineered from Phytochromes. Chem. Rev. 2017, 117, 6423–6446. [CrossRef]

9. Shcherbakova, D.M.; Stepanenko, O.V.; Turoverov, K.K.; Verkhusha, V.V. Near-Infrared Fluorescent Proteins:
Multiplexing and Optogenetics across Scales. Trends Biotechnol. 2018, 36, 1230–1243. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Gourinchas, G.; Etzl, S.; Winkler, A. Bacteriophytochromes—From informative model systems of phytochrome
function to powerful tools in cell biology. Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 2019, 57, 72–83. [CrossRef]

11. Oliinyk, O.S.; Shemetov, A.A.; Pletnev, S.; Shcherbakova, D.M.; Verkhusha, V.V. Smallest near-infrared
fluorescent protein evolved from cyanobacteriochrome as versatile tag for spectral multiplexing. Nat.
Commun. 2019, 10, 1–13. [CrossRef]

12. Wiebeler, C.; Gopalakrishna Rao, A.; Gärtner, W.; Schapiro, I. The Effective Conjugation Length is Responsible
for the Red/Green Spectral Tuning in the Cyanobacteriochrome Slr1393g3. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2019, 58,
1934–1938. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Xu, X.-L.; Gutt, A.; Mechelke, J.; Raffelberg, S.; Tang, K.; Miao, D.; Valle, L.; Borsarelli, C.D.; Zhao, K.-H.;
Gärtner, W. Combined Mutagenesis and Kinetics Characterization of the Bilin-Binding GAF Domain of
the Protein Slr1393 from the Cyanobacterium Synechocystis PCC6803. ChemBioChem 2014, 15, 1190–1199.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Slavov, C.; Xu, X.; Zhao, K.H.; Gärtner, W.; Wachtveitl, J. Detailed insight into the ultrafast photoconversion
of the cyanobacteriochrome Slr1393 from Synechocystis sp. Biochim. Biophys. Acta Bioenerg. 2015, 1847,
1335–1344. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Narikawa, R.; Ishizuka, T.; Muraki, N.; Shiba, T.; Kurisu, G.; Ikeuchi, M. Structures of cyanobacteriochromes
from phototaxis regulators AnPixJ and TePixJ reveal general and specific photoconversion mechanism. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 918–923. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Velazquez Escobar, F.; Utesch, T.; Narikawa, R.; Ikeuchi, M.; Mroginski, M.A.; Gärtner, W.; Hildebrandt, P.
Photoconversion Mechanism of the Second GAF Domain of Cyanobacteriochrome AnPixJ and the Cofactor
Structure of Its Green-Absorbing State. Biochemistry 2013, 52, 4871–4880. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Scarbath-Evers, L.K.; Jähnigen, S.; Elgabarty, H.; Song, C.; Narikawa, R.; Matysik, J.; Sebastiani, D. Structural
heterogeneity in a parent ground-state structure of AnPixJg2 revealed by theory and spectroscopy. Phys.
Chem. Chem. Phys. 2017, 19, 13882–13894. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Rockwell, N.C.; Njuguna, S.L.; Roberts, L.; Castillo, E.; Parson, V.L.; Dwojak, S.; Lagarias, J.C.;
Spiller, S.C. A second conserved GAF domain cysteine is required for the blue/green photoreversibility
of cyanobacteriochrome Tlr0924 from Thermosynechococcus elongatus. Biochemistry 2008, 47, 7304–7316.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Rockwell, N.C.; Martin, S.S.; Lim, S.; Lagarias, J.C.; Ames, J.B. Characterization of red/green
cyanobacteriochrome NpR6012g4 by solution nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy: A protonated bilin
ring system in both photostates. Biochemistry 2015, 54, 2581–2600. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pcp/pch214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b802660m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wmts.36
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1220690110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sbi.2019.01.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30831380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4PP00337C
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms18081691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.6b00700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2018.06.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30041828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.sbi.2019.02.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08050-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201810266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30508317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201400053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24764310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbabio.2015.07.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26239412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1212098110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23256156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi400506a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23808413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7CP01218G
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28513754
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi800088t
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18549244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi501548t


Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 16 of 21

20. Zazza, C.; Sanna, N.; Aschi, M. Theoretical study ofα-84 phycocyanobilin chromophore from the thermophilic
cyanobacterium Synechococcus elongatus. J. Phys. Chem. B 2007, 111, 5596–5601. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Matute, R.A.; Contreras, R.; Pérez-Hernández, G.; González, L. The Chromophore Structure of the
Cyanobacterial Phytochrome Cph1 as Predicted by Time-Dependent Density Functional Theory. J. Phys.
Chem. B 2008, 112, 16253–16256. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Strambi, A.; Durbeej, B. Initial excited-state relaxation of the bilin chromophores of phytochromes: A
computational study. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 2011, 10, 569–579. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Yang, Y.; Linke, M.; von Haimberger, T.; Matute, R.; González, L.; Schmieder, P.; Heyne, K. Active and silent
chromophore isoforms for phytochrome Pr photoisomerization: An alternative evolutionary strategy to
optimize photoreaction quantum yields. Struct. Dyn. 2014, 1, 014701. [CrossRef]

24. Xu, X.; Port, A.; Wiebeler, C.; Zhao, K.-H.; Schapiro, I.; Gärtner, W. Phycocyanobilin chromophore distortion
as origin of color tuning in red/green Cyanobacteriochrome. unpublished.

25. Kaminski, S.; Daminelli, G.; Mroginski, M.A. Molecular dynamics simulations of the chromophore binding site
of Deinococcus radiodurans bacteriophytochrome using new force field parameters for the phytochromobilin
chromophore. J. Phys. Chem. B 2009, 113, 945–958. [CrossRef]

26. Kaminski, S.; Mroginski, M.A. Molecular dynamics of phycocyanobilin binding bacteriophytochromes: A
detailed study of structural and dynamic properties. J. Phys. Chem. B 2010, 114, 16677–16686. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

27. Feliks, M.; Lafaye, C.; Shu, X.; Royant, A.; Field, M. Structural Determinants of Improved Fluorescence in a
Family of Bacteriophytochrome-Based Infrared Fluorescent Proteins: Insights from Continuum Electrostatic
Calculations and Molecular Dynamics Simulations. Biochemistry 2016, 55, 4263–4274. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Ihalainen, J.A.; Gustavsson, E.; Schroeder, L.; Donnini, S.; Lehtivuori, H.; Isaksson, L.; Thöing, C.; Modi, V.;
Berntsson, O.; Stucki-Buchli, B.; et al. Chromophore-Protein Interplay during the Phytochrome Photocycle
Revealed by Step-Scan FTIR Spectroscopy. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018, 140, 12396–12404. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Mroginski, M.A.; Mark, F.; Thiel, W.; Hildebrandt, P. Quantum Mechanics/Molecular Mechanics Calculation
of the Raman Spectra of the Phycocyanobilin Chromophore in (α)-C-Phycocyanin. Biophys. J. 2007, 93,
1885–1894. [CrossRef]

30. Mroginski, M.A.; von Stetten, D.; Kaminski, S.; Velazquez Escobar, F.; Michael, N.; Daminelli-Widany, G.;
Hildebrandt, P. Elucidating photoinduced structural changes in phytochromes by the combined application
of resonance Raman spectroscopy and theoretical methods. J. Mol. Struct. 2011, 993, 15–25. [CrossRef]

31. Salewski, J.; Escobar, F.V.; Kaminski, S.; Von Stetten, D.; Keidel, A.; Rippers, Y.; Michael, N.; Scheerer, P.;
Piwowarski, P.; Bartl, F.; et al. Structure of the biliverdin cofactor in the Pfr state of bathy and prototypical
phytochromes. J. Biol. Chem. 2013, 288, 16800–16814. [CrossRef]

32. Stöppler, D.; Song, C.; van Rossum, B.J.; Geiger, M.A.; Lang, C.; Mroginski, M.A.; Jagtap, A.P.; Sigurdsson, S.T.;
Matysik, J.; Hughes, J.; et al. Dynamic Nuclear Polarization Provides New Insights into Chromophore
Structure in Phytochrome Photoreceptors. Angew. Chemie Int. Ed. 2016, 55, 16017–16020. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

33. Horacio Otero, L.; Klinke, S.; Rinaldi, J.; Velázquez-Escobar, F.; Mroginski, M.A.; Fernández López, M.;
Malamud, F.; Vojnov, A.A.; Hildebrandt, P.; Goldbaum, F.A.; et al. Structure of the Full-Length
Bacteriophytochrome from the Plant Pathogen Xanthomonas campestris Provides Clues to its Long-Range
Signaling Mechanism. J. Mol. Biol. 2016, 428, 3702–3720. [CrossRef]

34. Takiden, A.; Velazquez-Escobar, F.; Dragelj, J.; Woelke, A.L.; Knapp, E.-W.; Piwowarski, P.; Bart, F.;
Hildebrandt, P.; Mroginski, M.A. Structural and Vibrational Characterization of the Chromophore Binding
Site of Bacterial Phytochrome Agp1. Photochem. Photobiol. 2017, 93, 713–723. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Stensitzki, T.; Yang, Y.; Wölke, A.L.; Knapp, E.-W.; Hughes, J.; Mroginski, M.A.; Heyne, K. Influence of
Heterogeneity on the Ultrafast Photoisomerization Dynamics of Pfr in Cph1 Phytochrome. S.I. Photochem.
Photobiol. 2017, 93, 703–712. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Escobar, F.V.; Lang, C.; Takiden, A.; Schneider, C.; Balke, J.; Hughes, J.; Alexiev, U.; Hildebrandt, P.;
Mroginski, M.A. Protonation-dependent structural heterogeneity in the chromophore binding site of
cyanobacterial phytochrome cph1. J. Phys. Chem. B 2017, 121, 47–57. [CrossRef]

37. Song, C.; Hughes, J.; Andrea Mroginski, M.; Lang, C.; Kopycki, J.; Gärtner, W.; Matysik, J. 3D Structures of
Plant Phytochrome A as Pr and Pfr from Solid-State NMR: Implications for Molecular Function. Front. Plant
Sci. 2018, 9, 1–15. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp070994g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17461572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp807471e
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19368024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c0pp00307g
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21253657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4865233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp8047532
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp104903u
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21126042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.biochem.6b00295
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27471775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jacs.8b04659
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30183281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1529/biophysj.107.108878
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molstruc.2011.02.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.457531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201608119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27879035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2016.04.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/php.12737
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28500721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/php.12743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28500700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.6b09600
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.00498


Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 17 of 21

38. Khrenova, M.G.; Kulakova, A.M.; Nemukhin, A.V. Competition between two cysteines in covalent binding
of biliverdin to phytochrome domains. Org. Biomol. Chem. 2018, 16, 7518–7529. [CrossRef]

39. Shcherbakova, D.M.; Baloban, M.; Emelyanov, A.V.; Brenowitz, M.; Guo, P.; Verkhusha, V.V. Bright monomeric
near-infrared fluorescent proteins as tags and biosensors for multiscale imaging. Nat. Commun. 2016, 7,
12405. [CrossRef]

40. Baloban, M.; Shcherbakova, D.M.; Pletnev, S.; Pletnev, V.Z.; Lagarias, J.C.; Verkhusha, V.V. Designing brighter
near-infrared fluorescent proteins: Insights from structural and biochemical studies. Chem. Sci. 2017, 8,
4546–4557. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Buhrke, D.; Tavraz, N.N.; Shcherbakova, D.M.; Sauthof, L.; Moldenhauer, M.; Vélazquez Escobar, F.;
Verkhusha, V.V.; Hildebrandt, P.; Friedrich, T. Chromophore binding to two cysteines increases quantum
yield of near-infrared fluorescent proteins. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 1866. [CrossRef]

42. Durbeej, B.; Anders, O.; Eriksson, L.A. Phytochromobilin C15-Z, syn-C15-E, anti isomerization: Concerted or
stepwise? Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2004, 6, 5066–5073. [CrossRef]

43. Durbeej, B.; Eriksson, L.A. Protein-bound chromophores astaxanthin and phytochromobilin: Excited state
quantum chemical studies. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2006, 8, 4053–4071. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Falklöf, O.; Durbeej, B. Red-light absorption and fluorescence of phytochrome chromophores: A comparative
theoretical study. Chem. Phys. 2013, 425, 19–28. [CrossRef]

45. Matute, R.A.; Contreras, R.; González, L. Time-dependent DFT on phytochrome chromophores: A way to
the right conformer. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2010, 1, 796–801. [CrossRef]

46. Durbeej, B. On the primary event of phytochrome: Quantum chemical comparison of photoreactions at C4,
C10 and C15. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2009, 11, 1354–1361. [CrossRef]

47. Altoè, P.; Cembran, A.; Olivucci, M.; Garavelli, M. Aborted double bicycle-pedal isomerization with hydrogen
bond breaking is the primary event of bacteriorhodopsin proton pumping. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010,
107, 20172–20177. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Zhuang, X.; Wang, J.; Lan, Z. Tracking of the Molecular Motion in the Primary Event of Photoinduced
Reactions of a Phytochromobilin Model. J. Phys. Chem. B 2013, 117, 15976–15986. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Li, X.; Xie, Y.; Hu, D.; Lan, Z. Analysis of the Geometrical Evolution in On-the-Fly Surface-Hopping
Nonadiabatic Dynamics with Machine Learning Dimensionality Reduction Approaches: Classical
Multidimensional Scaling and Isometric Feature Mapping. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2017, 13, 4611–4623.
[CrossRef]

50. Gozem, S.; Luk, H.L.; Schapiro, I.; Olivucci, M. Theory and Simulation of the Ultrafast Double-Bond
Isomerization of Biological Chromophores. Chem. Rev. 2017, 117, 13502–13565. [CrossRef]

51. Falklöf, O.; Durbeej, B. Modeling of Phytochrome Absorption Spectra. J. Comput. Chem. 2013, 34, 1363–1374.
[CrossRef]

52. Falklöf, O.; Durbeej, B. Steric Effects Govern the Photoactivation of Phytochromes. ChemPhysChem 2016, 17,
954–957. [CrossRef]

53. Falklöf, O.; Durbeej, B. Computational Identification of Pyrrole Ring C as the Preferred Donor for Excited-State
Proton Transfer in Bacteriophytochromes. ChemPhotoChem 2018, 2, 453–457. [CrossRef]

54. Polyakov, I.V.; Grigorenko, B.L.; Mironov, V.A.; Nemukhin, A.V. Modeling structure and excitation of
biliverdin-binding domains in infrared fluorescent proteins. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2018, 710, 59–63. [CrossRef]

55. Modi, V.; Donnini, S.; Groenhof, G.; Morozov, D. Protonation of the Biliverdin IXα Chromophore in the Red
and Far-Red Photoactive States of a Bacteriophytochrome. J. Phys. Chem. B 2019, 123, 2325–2334. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

56. Granovsky, A.A. Extended multi-configuration quasi-degenerate perturbation theory: The new approach to
multi-state multi-reference perturbation theory. J. Chem. Phys. 2011, 134, 214113. [CrossRef]

57. Seabra, G.D.M.; Walker, R.C.; Elstner, M.; Case, D.A.; Roitberg, A.E. Implementation of the SCC-DFTB
method for hybrid QM/MM simulations within the Amber molecular dynamics package. J. Phys. Chem. A
2007, 111, 5655–5664. [CrossRef]

58. Walker, R.C.; Crowley, M.F.; Case, D.A. The Implementation of a Fast and Accurate QM/MM Potential
Method in Amber. J. Comput. Chem. 2008, 29, 1019–1031. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Case, D.A.; Cerutti, D.S.; Cheatham, T.E., III; Darden, T.A.; Duke, R.E.; Giese, T.J.; Gohlke, H.; Goetz, A.W.;
Greene, D.; Homeyer, N.; et al. AMBER 2017; University of California: San Francisco, CA, USA, 2017.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C8OB02262C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C7SC00855D
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28936332
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38433-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b411005f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b605682b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17028694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemphys.2013.07.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jz900432m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b811813b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1007000107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21048087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp408799b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24261565
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b00394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.23265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.201501080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cptc.201800014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2018.08.068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.9b01117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30762368
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3596699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp070071l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20857
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18072177


Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 18 of 21

60. Dunning, T.H., Jr. Gaussian basis sets for use in correlated molecular calculations. I. The atoms boron
through neon and hydrogen. J. Chem. Phys. 1989, 90, 1007–1023. [CrossRef]

61. Christiansen, O.; Koch, H.; Jørgensen, P. The second-order approximate coupled cluster singles and doubles
model CC2. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1995, 243, 409–418. [CrossRef]

62. Weigend, F.; Köhn, A.; Hättig, C. Efficient use of the correlation consistent basis sets in resolution of the
identity MP2 calculations. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 116, 3175–3183. [CrossRef]

63. Hättig, C. Geometry optimizations with the coupled-cluster model CC2 using the resolution-of-the-identity
approximation. J. Chem. Phys. 2003, 118, 7751–7761. [CrossRef]

64. Furche, F.; Ahlrichs, R.; Hättig, C.; Klopper, W.; Sierka, M.; Weigend, F. Turbomole. WIREs Comput. Mol. Sci.
2014, 4, 91–100. [CrossRef]

65. TURBOMOLE V7.0 2015, A Development of University of Karlsruhe and Forschungszentrum Karlsruhe
GmbH, 1989–2007, TURBOMOLE GmbH, Since 2007. Available online: http://www.turbomole.com (accessed
on 1 April 2019).

66. Dewar, M.J.S.; Thiel, W. Ground States of Molecules. 38. The MNDO Method. Approximations and
Parameters. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1977, 99, 4899–4907. [CrossRef]

67. Stewart, J.J.P. Optimization of parameters for semiempirical methods I. Method. J. Comput. Chem. 1989, 10,
209–220. [CrossRef]

68. Repasky, M.P.; Chandrasekhar, J.; Jorgensen, W.L. PDDG/PM3 and PDDG/MNDO: Improved semiempirical
methods. J. Comput. Chem. 2002, 23, 1601–1622. [CrossRef]

69. Stewart, J.J.P. Optimization of parameters for semiempirical methods V: Modification of NDDO
approximations and application to 70 elements. J. Mol. Model. 2007, 13, 1173–1213. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

70. Jurecka, P.; Cerny, J.; Hobza, P.; Salahub, D.R. Density Functional Theory Augmented with an Empirical
Dispersion Term. Interaction Energies and Geometries of 80 Noncovalent Complexes Compared with Ab
Initio Quantum Mechanics Calculations. J. Comput. Chem. 2007, 28, 555–569. [CrossRef]

71. Korth, M. Third-Generation Hydrogen-Bonding Corrections for. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2010, 6, 3808–3816.
[CrossRef]

72. Dewar, M.J.S.; Zoebisch, E.G.; Healy, E.F.; Stewart, J.J.P. Development and use of quantum mechanical
molecular models. 76. AM1: A new general purpose quantum mechanical molecular model. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 1985, 107, 3902–3909. [CrossRef]

73. Nam, K.; Cui, Q.; Gao, J.; York, D.M. Specific reaction parametrization of the AM1/d Hamiltonian for
phosphoryl transfer reactions: H, O, and P atoms. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2007, 3, 486–504. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

74. Rocha, G.B.; Freire, R.O.; Simas, A.M.; Stewart, J.J.P. RM1: A Reparameterization of AM1 for H, C, N, O, P, S,
F, Cl, Br, and I. J. Comput. Chem. 2006, 27, 1101–1111. [CrossRef]

75. Porezag, D.; Frauenheim, T.; Köhler, T.; Seifert, G.; Kaschner, R. Construction of tight-binding-like potentials
on the basis of density-functional theory: Application to carbon. Phys. Rev. B 1995, 51, 947–957. [CrossRef]

76. Seifert, G.; Porezag, D.; Frauenheim, T. Calculations of molecules, clusters, and solids with a simplified
LCAO-DFT-LDA scheme. Int. J. Quantum Chem. 1996, 58, 185–192. [CrossRef]

77. Elstner, M.; Porezag, D.; Jungnickel, G.; Elsner, J.; Haugk, M.; Frauenheim, T.; Suhai, S.; Seifert, G.
Self-consistent-charge density-functional tight-binding method for simulations of complex materials
properties. Phys. Rev. B 1998, 58, 7260–7268. [CrossRef]

78. Niehaus, T.A.; Elstner, M.; Frauenheim, T.; Suhai, S. Application of an approximate density-functional
method to sulfur containing compounds. J. Mol. Struct. THEOCHEM 2001, 541, 185–194. [CrossRef]

79. Gaus, M.; Cui, Q.; Elstner, M. DFTB3: Extension of the Self-Consistent-Charge Density-Functional
Tight-Binding Method (SCC-DFTB). J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2011, 7, 931–948. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Gaus, M.; Goez, A.; Elstner, M. Parametrization and benchmark of DFTB3 for organic molecules. J. Chem.
Theory Comput. 2013, 9, 338–354. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

81. Gaus, M.; Lu, X.; Elstner, M.; Cui, Q. Parameterization of DFTB3/3OB for sulfur and phosphorus for chemical
and biological applications. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2014, 10, 1518–1537. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

82. Elstner, M.; Hobza, P.; Frauenheim, T.; Suhai, S.; Kaxiras, E. Hydrogen bonding and stacking interactions of
nucleic acid base pairs: A density-functional-theory based treatment. J. Chem. Phys. 2001, 114, 5149–5155.
[CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.456153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(95)00841-Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1445115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1564061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1162
http://www.turbomole.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00457a004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.540100208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.10162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00894-007-0233-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17828561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct100408b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00299a024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct6002466
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26637030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.12947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-461X(1996)58:2&lt;185::AID-QUA7&gt;3.0.CO;2-U
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.7260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-1280(00)00762-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct100684s
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23204947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct300849w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26589037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct401002w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24803865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1329889


Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 19 of 21

83. Grimme, S.; Antony, J.; Ehrlich, S.; Krieg, H. A consistent and accurate ab initio parametrization of density
functional dispersion correction (DFT-D) for the 94 elements H-Pu. J. Chem. Phys. 2010, 132, 154104.
[CrossRef]

84. Send, R.; Kaila, V.R.I.; Sundholm, D. Reduction of the virtual space for coupled-cluster excitation energies of
large molecules and embedded systems. J. Chem. Phys. 2011, 134, 214114. [CrossRef]

85. Send, R.; Suomivuori, C.-M.; Kaila, V.R.I.; Sundholm, D. Coupled-cluster studies of extensive green fluorescent
protein models using the reduced virtual space approach. J. Phys. Chem. B 2015, 119, 2933–2945. [CrossRef]

86. Gamiz-Hernandez, A.P.; Angelova, I.N.; Send, R.; Sundholm, D.; Kaila, V.R.I. Protein-Induced Color Shift of
Carotenoids in β-Crustacyanin. Angew. Chemie Int. Ed. 2015, 54, 11564–11566. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Yang, C.; Dreuw, A. Evaluation of the restricted virtual space approximation in the algebraic-diagrammatic
construction scheme for the polarization propagator to speed-up excited-state calculations. J. Comput. Chem.
2017, 38, 1528–1537. [CrossRef]

88. De Vetta, M.; Baig, O.; Steen, D.; Nogueira, J.J.; González, L. Assessing configurational sampling in the
quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics calculation of Temoporfin absorption spectrum and triplet density
of states†. Molecules 2018, 23, 2932. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

89. Kjellgren, E.R.; Haugaard Olsen, J.M.; Kongsted, J. Importance of Accurate Structures for Quantum Chemistry
Embedding Methods: Which Strategy Is Better? J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2018, 14, 4309–4319. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

90. Loco, D.; Cupellini, L. Modeling the absorption lineshape of embedded systems from molecular dynamics:
A tutorial review. Int. J. Quantum Chem. 2019, 119, e25726. [CrossRef]

91. Zuehlsdorff, T.J.; Isborn, C.M. Modeling absorption spectra of molecules in solution. Int. J. Quantum Chem.
2019, 119, e25719. [CrossRef]

92. Bäppler, S.A.; Plasser, F.; Wormit, M.; Dreuw, A. Exciton analysis of many-body wave functions: Bridging the
gap between the quasiparticle and molecular orbital pictures. Phys. Rev. A At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 2014, 90,
052521. [CrossRef]

93. Mewes, S.A.; Plasser, F.; Krylov, A.; Dreuw, A. Benchmarking Excited-State Calculations Using Exciton
Properties. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2018, 14, 710–725. [CrossRef]

94. Kronik, L.; Stein, T.; Refaely-Abramson, S.; Baer, R. Excitation gaps of finite-sized systems from optimally
tuned range-separated hybrid functionals. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2012, 8, 1515–1531. [CrossRef]

95. Risthaus, T.; Hansen, A.; Grimme, S. Excited states using the simplified Tamm–Dancoff-Approach for
range-separated hybrid density functionals: Development and application. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2014,
16, 14408–14419. [CrossRef]

96. Baker, J.D.; Zerner, M.C. Applications of the random phase approximation with the INDO/S Hamiltonian:
UVVIS spectra of free base porphin. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1990, 175, 192–196. [CrossRef]

97. Tu, S.-L.; Gunn, A.; Toney, M.D.; Britt, R.D.; Lagarias, J.C. Biliverdin reduction by cyanobacterial
phycocyanobilin: Ferredoxin oxidoreductase (PcyA) proceeds via linear tetrapyrrole radical intermediates. J.
Am. Chem. Soc. 2004, 126, 8682–8693. [CrossRef]

98. Grimme, S.; Bannwarth, C.; Shushkov, P. A Robust and Accurate Tight-Binding Quantum Chemical Method for
Structures, Vibrational Frequencies, and Noncovalent Interactions of Large Molecular Systems Parametrized
for All spd-Block Elements (Z = 1-86). J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2017, 13, 1989–2009. [CrossRef]

99. Bannwarth, C.; Ehlert, S.; Grimme, S. GFN2-xTB—An Accurate and Broadly Parametrized Self-Consistent
Tight-Binding Quantum Chemical Method with Multipole Electrostatics and Density-Dependent Dispersion
Contributions. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2019, 15, 1652–1671. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

100. Grimme, S.; Bannwarth, C. Ultra-fast computation of electronic spectra for large systems by tight-binding
based simplified Tamm-Dancoff approximation (sTDA-xTB). J. Chem. Phys. 2016, 145. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

101. Dennington, R.; Keith, T.; Millam, J. GaussView Version 5.0.9; Semichem Inc.: Shawnee Mission, KA, USA,
2009.

102. The PyMOL Molecular Graphics System; Version 1.8.7; Schrödinger, LLC.: New York, NY, USA, 2017.
103. Hättig, C.; Weigend, F. CC2 excitation energy calculations on large molecules using the resolution of the

identity approximation. J. Chem. Phys. 2000, 113, 5154–5161. [CrossRef]
104. Hättig, C.; Köhn, A. Transition moments and excited-state first-order properties in the coupled-cluster model

CC2 using the resolution-of-the-identity approximation. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 117, 6939–6951. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3382344
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3596729
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp5120898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201501609
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26220698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.24794
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules23112932
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30424014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b00202
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29969562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.25726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qua.25719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.052521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b01145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct2009363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3CP54517B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(90)85541-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja049280z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b00118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b01176
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30741547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4959605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27497535
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1290013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1506918


Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 20 of 21

105. Senn, H.M.; Thiel, W. QM/MM methods for biomolecular systems. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 1198–1229.
[CrossRef]

106. Jorgensen, W.L.; Chandrasekhar, J.; Madura, J.D.; Impey, R.W.; Klein, M.L. Comparison of simple potential
functions for simulating liquid water. J. Chem. Phys. 1983, 79, 926–935. [CrossRef]

107. Maier, J.A.; Martinez, C.; Kasavajhala, K.; Wickstrom, L.; Hauser, K.E.; Simmerling, C. ff14SB: Improving the
Accuracy of Protein Side Chain and Backbone Parameters from ff99SB. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2015, 11,
3696–3713. [CrossRef]

108. Krüger, T.; Elstner, M.; Schiffels, P.; Frauenheim, T. Validation of the density-functional based tight-binding
approximation method for the calculation of reaction energies and other data. J. Chem. Phys. 2005, 122,
114110. [CrossRef]

109. Schirmer, J. Beyond the random-phase approximation: A new approximation scheme for the polarization
propagator. Phys. Rev. A 1982, 26, 2395–2416. [CrossRef]

110. Trofimov, A.B.; Schirmer, J. An efficient polarization propagator approach to valence electron excitation
spectra. J. Phys. B At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 1995, 28, 2299–2324. [CrossRef]

111. Hättig, C. Structure Optimizations for Excited States with Correlated Second-Order Methods: CC2 and
ADC(2). Adv. Quantum Chem. 2005, 50, 37–60.

112. Becke, A.D. Density-functional exchange-energy approximation with correct asymptotic behavior. Phys. Rev.
A 1988, 38, 3098–3100. [CrossRef]

113. Lee, C.; Yang, W.; Parr, R.G. Development of the Colle-Salvetti correlation-energy formula into a functional
of the electron density. Phys. Rev. B 1988, 37, 785–789. [CrossRef]

114. Becke, A.D. Density-functional thermochemistry. III. The role of exact exchange. J. Chem. Phys. 1993, 98,
5648–5652. [CrossRef]

115. Yanai, T.; Tew, D.P.; Handy, N.C. A new hybrid exchange-correlation functional using the Coulomb-attenuating
method (CAM-B3LYP). Chem. Phys. Lett. 2004, 393, 51–57. [CrossRef]

116. Hirata, S.; Head-Gordon, M. Time-dependent density functional theory within Tamm-Dancoff approximation.
Chem. Phys. Lett. 1999, 314, 291–299. [CrossRef]

117. Foresman, J.B.; Head-Gordon, M.; Pople, J.A.; Frisch, M.J. Toward a systematic molecular orbital theory for
excited states. J. Phys. Chem. 1992, 96, 135–149. [CrossRef]

118. Stratmann, R.E.; Scuseria, G.E.; Frisch, M.J. An efficient implementation of time-dependent density-functional
theory for the calculation of excitation energies of large molecules. J. Chem. Phys. 2002, 109, 8218–8224.
[CrossRef]

119. Frisch, M.J.; Trucks, G.W.; Schlegel, H.B.; Scuseria, G.E.; Robb, M.A.; Cheeseman, J.R.; Scalmani, G.; Barone, V.;
Mennucci, B.; Petersson, G.A.; et al. Gaussian 09 Revision D.01; Gaussian Inc.: Wallingford, CT, USA, 2013.

120. Plasser, F.; Lischka, H. Analysis of Excitonic and Charge Transfer Interactions from Quantum Chemical
Calculations. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2012, 8, 2777–2789. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Plasser, F. TheoDORE 1.6: A Package for Theoretical Density, Orbital Relaxation, and Exciton Analysis.
Available online: http://theodore-sourceforge.net (accessed on 1 April 2019).

122. Neese, F. The ORCA program system. WIREs Comput. Mol. Sci. 2012, 2, 73–78. [CrossRef]
123. Neese, F. Software update: The ORCA program system, version 4.0. WIREs Comput. Mol. Sci. 2018, 8, e1327.

[CrossRef]
124. Ridley, J.; Zerner, M. An intermediate neglect of differential overlap technique for spectroscopy: Pyrrole and

the azines. Theor. Chim. Acta 1973, 32, 111–134. [CrossRef]
125. Grimme, S. A simplified Tamm-Dancoff density functional approach for the electronic excitation spectra of

very large molecules. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 244104. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
126. Bannwarth, C.; Grimme, S. A simplified time-dependent density functional theory approach for electronic

ultraviolet and circular dichroism spectra of very large molecules. Comput. Theor. Chem. 2014, 1040–1041,
45–53. [CrossRef]

127. Chai, J.-D.; Head-Gordon, M. Systematic optimization of long-range corrected hybrid density functionals. J.
Chem. Phys. 2008, 128, 084106. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

128. Weigend, F.; Ahlrichs, R. Balanced basis sets of split valence, triple zeta valence and quadruple zeta valence
quality for H to Rn: Design and assessment of accuracy. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2005, 7, 3297–3305.
[CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200802019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.445869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.5b00255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1871913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.26.2395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/28/12/003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.38.3098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.464913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cplett.2004.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(99)01149-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100180a030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.477483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ct300307c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26592119
http://theodore-sourceforge.net
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcms.81
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00528484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4811331
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23822224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.comptc.2014.02.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2834918
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18315032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b508541a


Molecules 2019, 24, 1720 21 of 21

129. Angeli, C.; Cimiraglia, R.; Evangelisti, S.; Leininger, T.; Malrieu, J.-P. Introduction of n-electron valence states
for multireference perturbation theory. J. Chem. Phys. 2001, 114, 10252–10264. [CrossRef]

130. Angeli, C.; Cimiraglia, R.; Malrieu, J.P. n-electron valence state perturbation theory: A spinless formulation
and an efficient implementation of the strongly contracted and of the partially contracted variants. J. Chem.
Phys. 2002, 117, 9138–9153. [CrossRef]

131. Angeli, C.; Pastore, M.; Cimiraglia, R. New perspectives in multireference perturbation theory: The n-electron
valence state approach. Theor. Chem. Acc. 2007, 117, 743–754. [CrossRef]

132. Werner, H.-J.; Knowles, P.J.; Knizia, G.; Manby, F.R.; Schütz, M.; Celani, P.; Györffy, W.; Kats, D.; Korona, T.;
Lindh, R.; et al. MOLPRO version 2015.1, a Package of ab Initio Programs. Available online: http:
//www.molpro.net (accessed on 1 April 2019).

133. Werner, H.-J.; Knowles, P.J.; Knizia, G.; Manby, F.R.; Schütz, M. Molpro: A general-purpose quantum
chemistry program package. WIREs Comput. Mol. Sci. 2012, 2, 242–253. [CrossRef]

134. Thiel, W. MNDO Program, Version 7.0; Max-Planck-Institut für Kohlenforschung: Mülheim, Germany, 2017.
135. Weber, W.; Thiel, W. Orthogonalization corrections for semiempirical methods. Theor. Chem. Acc. 2000, 103,

495–506. [CrossRef]
136. Koslowski, A.; Beck, M.E.; Thiel, W. Implementation of a general multireference configuration interaction

procedure with analytic gradients in a semiempirical context using the graphical unitary group approach. J.
Comput. Chem. 2003, 24, 714–726. [CrossRef]

137. Keal, T.W.; Wanko, M.; Thiel, W. Assessment of semiempirical methods for the photoisomerisation of a
protonated Schiff base. Theor. Chem. Acc. 2009, 123, 145–156. [CrossRef]

138. Kästner, J.; Carr, J.M.; Keal, T.W.; Thiel, W.; Wander, A.; Sherwood, P. DL-FIND: An open-source geometry
optimizer for atomistic simulations. J. Phys. Chem. A 2009, 113, 11856–11865. [CrossRef]

139. ChemShell, a Computational Chemistry Shell. Available online: www.chemshell.org (accessed on 1 April
2019).

140. Sherwood, P.; De Vries, A.H.; Guest, M.F.; Schreckenbach, G.; Catlow, C.R.A.; French, S.A.; Sokol, A.A.;
Bromley, S.T.; Thiel, W.; Turner, A.J.; et al. QUASI: A general purpose implementation of the QM/MM
approach and its application to problems in catalysis. J. Mol. Struct. THEOCHEM 2003, 632, 1–28. [CrossRef]

141. Metz, S.; Kästner, J.; Sokol, A.A.; Keal, T.W.; Sherwood, P. ChemShell-a modular software package for
QM/MM simulations. WIREs Comput. Mol. Sci. 2014, 4, 101–110. [CrossRef]

142. Grimme, S.; Ehrlich, S.; Goerigk, L. Effect of the Damping Function in Dispersion Corrected Density
Functional Theory. J. Comput. Chem. 2011, 32, 1456–1465. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

143. Weigend, F. Accurate Coulomb-fitting basis sets for H to Rn. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2006, 8, 1057–1065.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

144. Weigend, F.; Häser, M. RI-MP2: First derivatives and global consistency. Theor. Chem. Acc. 1997, 97, 331–340.
[CrossRef]

145. Weigend, F.; Häser, M.; Patzelt, H.; Ahlrichs, R. RI-MP2: Optimized auxiliary basis sets and demonstration
of efficiency. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1998, 294, 143–152. [CrossRef]

146. Hättig, C.; Hellweg, A.; Köhn, A. Distributed memory parallel implementation of energies and gradients for
second-order Møller–Plesset perturbation theory with the resolution-of-the-identity approximation. Phys.
Chem. Chem. Phys. 2006, 8, 1159–1169. [CrossRef]

Sample Availability: Not Available.

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1361246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1515317
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00214-006-0207-0
http://www.molpro.net
http://www.molpro.net
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcms.82
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002149900083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.10210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00214-009-0546-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp9028968
www.chemshell.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-1280(03)00285-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21370243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b515623h
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16633586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002140050269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(98)00862-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b515355g
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

