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Full configuration interaction quantum Monte Carlo (FCIQMC) is a state-of-the-art

stochastic electronic structure method, providing a methodology to compute FCI-

level state energies of molecular systems within a quantum chemical basis. However,

especially to probe dynamics at the FCIQMC level, it is necessary to devise more

efficient schemes to produce nuclear forces and potential energy surfaces (PES) from

FCIQMC. In this work, we derive the general formula for nuclear force from FCIQMC,

and clarify different contributions of the total force. This method to obtain FCIQMC

forces eliminates previous restrictions, and can be used with frozen core approxima-

tion and free selection of orbitals, making it promising for more efficient nuclear

force calculations. After numerical check of this procedure on the binding curve of

N2 molecule, we use the FCIQMC energy and force to obtain the full-dimensional

ground state PES of water molecule via Gaussian processes regression. The new wa-

ter FCIQMC PES can be used as the basis for H2O ground state nuclear dynamics,

structure optimization, and rotation-vibrational spectrum calculation.

a)Electronic mail: ji.chen@pku.edu.cn
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I. INTRODUCTION

Calculation of the electronic state of a molecule, and how it is coupled to nuclear motion,

are two indispensable parts in quantum chemical calculations. The potential energy surface

(PES) in the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, as a function of the nuclear coordinates,

serves as a bridge between the two, and allows further exploration of molecular proper-

ties such as stable structure, transition path, vibrational spectrum, and nuclear dynamics1.

The PES is also a good starting point to explore effects beyond the Born-Oppenheimer ap-

proximation such as electron-phonon coupling, nuclear quantum effects, and non-adiabatic

effects2–5. Therefore, the quality of PES matters and obtaining accurate PES from ab initio is

fundamentally important. In standard deterministic approaches, such as density functional

theory, the application of Hellmann-Feynman theorem significantly simplifies the problem,

making the nuclear force calculation straightforward and efficient1. Therefore, these methods

can produce both energies and forces on a large scale, so that the PES can be reconstructed,

in particular thanks to the latest supports lent by machine learning techniques6. However,

with more accurate correlated wavefunction methods especially those employing stochastic

samplings, the force calculation and PES reconstruction often requires additional treatment

besides the already expensive total energy calculation7,8.

Full configuration interaction quantum Monte Carlo (FCIQMC) is such an state-of-the-

art stochastic ab initio electronic structure method.9,10 With the help of efficient stochastic

sampling, FCIQMC solves large full configuration interaction (FCI) type and complete active

space configuration interaction (CASCI) problems in much larger Hilbert spaces than the

deterministic solvers can handle. In the past decade, FCIQMC has witnessed a rapid growth

of its own11–15 and inspired the development of other efficient wavefunction methods16–19.

Properties such as the one-particle and two-particle reduced density matrices (1-RDM and

2-RDM) can also be evaluated within FCIQMC20. Unbiased sampling of RDMs enables

evaluation of observables that do not commute with Hamiltonian, such as dipole moments

and dipole polarizabilities21. Thomas et al. also showed that analytic nuclear forces can be

calculated from all-electron FCIQMC calculations21. However, restrictions of high compu-

tational cost hinder further attempts on obtaining and exploring PES at FCIQMC level.

In this work, we present a generalization of the FCIQMC force calculation, including

frozen orbitals, and apply it to construct PES of water molecule. In section II we present
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the formula for FCIQMC nuclear force based on the well-established CASCI energy gradient

formula22,23, which is applicable to general stochastic CASCI calculations. We also formulate

the FCIQMC nuclear force formula with restricted open-shell Hartree-Fock (ROHF) orbitals,

which has not been shown in literature. Computational details of FCIQMC simulation and

Gaussian processes regression (GPR), the fitting procedure to obtain PES, are presented in

section III. In section IV, we discuss the results, which contain N2 force curve and the force

map of H2O, as well as its full-dimensional potential energy surface.

II. GENERAL ANALYTIC FORCE IN FCIQMC

First, we briefly discuss the theoretical background and formulations. Our theoretical

derivation follows and supplements ref. 23 where the energy gradients for Hartree-Fock

(HF), configuration interaction (CI) and multi-configuration self-consistent field (MCSCF)

have been partially discussed. Here we present the main formulations and key points. More

details are discussed in the supplementary information.

In FCIQMC, one presents a stochastic FCI solution to ab initio Hamiltonian (Eq. S1).

Ĥ = Enuc +
∑
pq

hpqp̂
†q̂ +

1

2

∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)p̂†r̂†m̂q̂ (1)

where Enuc denotes the nuclear repulsion term, p, q, r,m denote molecular orbital (MO)

indices, and hpq and (pq|rm) denote 1-body and 2-body integrals, respectively. Efficient

stochastic algorithm allows more efficient solution of large FCI problems, but also adds

further complexity to analytic formulations which would apply in deterministic FCI.

In general, one can always consider a complete active space (CAS) problem where several

active orbitals and electrons are selected and correlated from the entire 1-electron orbital

space. In this way the 1-electron orbital space is divided into 3 parts: core (c), active

(a) and virtual (v) space. FCI diagonalization can be performed within the CAS space to

generate the CASCI wave function. The solution approaches the FCI result when the CAS

space increases to the full space. The total energy of CASCI wave function is formulated as

follows.

Etot = Enuc +
∑
pq

γpqhpq +
1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm) (2)

where γpq and γpqrm represent the one and two-particle reduced density matrices (1-RDM,
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FIG. 1. The partition of 1-electron orbitals. From the view of RHF, the orbitals are classified

into two parts, occupied (o) and unoccupied ones (u), divided by dashed lines. From the view of

CASCI, the orbitals are classified into three parts, core (c, orbitals that are always fully occupied),

active (a, orbitals on which FCI expansion is performed), and virtual (v, orbitals that are never

occupied) ones, divided by solid lines. The gray area, i.e. (c, c), (a, a) and (v, v), denotes the matrix

blocks where the Lagrangian matrix Ipq is hermitian (see SI). The slashed area, i.e. (u, o), denotes

the matrix block where independent Uxpq elements are solved with CPHF equations (see SI).

2-RDM), respectively. Then the energy gradient of CASCI wave function is

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x

− 1

2

∑
pq

Sxpq(Ipq + I∗qp) +
1

2

∑
(p,q)/∈gray

(Ipq − I∗qp)(Ux
pq − Ux∗

qp )
(3)

where hxpq, (pq|rm)x, Sxpq are skeleton derivatives, Ipq is the Lagrangian matrix. Their def-

initions can be found in the SI, and they can be evaluated from the atomic orbital (AO)

integrals, the AO integrals’ 1st derivatives, the molecular orbital (MO) coefficients and the

CASCI RDMs. The matrix Ux
pq, however, involves first order derivatives of the MO coeffi-
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cients. It is defined as
∂Cµp
∂x

=
∑
q

Ux
qpCµq (4)

Summation condition “(p, q) /∈ gray” in the last term denotes the white blocks in Fig. 1. It

is equivalent to (p, q) ∈ (a, c) ∪ (v, c) ∪ (v, a) ∪ (c, a) ∪ (c, v) ∪ (a, v). The proof on Eq. S20

can be found in SI.

Ux
pq should be evaluated with the coupled-perturbed Hartree-Fock (CPHF) equations.

For different orbital choices, such as RHF, ROHF, unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF), Kohn-

Sham, or MCSCF orbitals, there are different CPHF equations, which can be derived case

by case. However, there are some cases where Ipq = I∗qp holds for each MO pair (p, q), and

hence the CPHF calculation of Ux
pq can be neglected. For example, this is the case in the

following two occasions, where the analytic force from FCIQMC in ref. 21 was used.

(1) Complete active space self-consistent field (CASSCF) is further applied on top of

FCIQMC dynamics to optimize the orbitals, i.e. stochastic-MCSCF24. In this way, all

orbitals, including the core, active and virtual orbitals, are rotated such that Ipq = I∗qp

holds for each MO pair (p, q).

(2) No orbital is frozen as core or virtual, i.e. FCI calculation is performed. In this way, a

and v subspace in Fig. 1 does not exist at all, and the last term in Eq. S20 no longer

appears.

In SI, we also present the CPHF equations for RHF and ROHF orbitals, and substitute

them into the energy gradient formula. The Z-vector method23 is also used to simplify the

calculation. For RHF orbitals, the energy gradient is

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x −
∑

(p,q)∈gray

IpqS
x
pq

+ [(
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

VpqB
x
0,pq +

∑
(p,q)∈(b,c)∪(v,d)

Ipq − I∗qp
εq − εp

Bx
0,pq −

∑
p<q,(p,q)/∈gray

IpqS
x
pq)

+ (c.c.)]

(5)

where εp is the RHF orbital energy, “slashed” denotes slashed region in Fig. 1 (i.e. (u, o)),

and the definitions of Vpq and Bx
0,pq can be found in SI. For ROHF orbitals, the energy

gradient is the same as the one for RHF orbitals except for the definitions of Vpq, B
x
0,pq and

“slashed” region. The slashed region for ROHF is shown in Fig. S2, and definitions of Vpq

and Bx
0,pq are shown in SI Eq. 46, 47 and 49.

6



III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. FCIQMC simulations

The 6-31G and cc-pVTZ basis sets were used in our calculations on N2 and H2O,

respectively25. The molecular orbitals for the subsequent FCIQMC calculations were ob-

tained with RHF, performed with the PySCF package26. 1s electrons for N and O were fully

occupied and frozen, and the rest of the MOs and electrons form CAS(16o, 10e) for N2 and

CAS(57o, 8e) for H2O.

All FCIQMC calculations were performed with the NECI code9,10. The initiator (i-

FCIQMC)11 and adaptive shift approach (as-FCIQMC)15,27 were used in all FCIQMC cal-

culations, with initiator threshold na = 3. The time-step was updated using the TAU-

SEARCH facility of NECI, which determines the time-step in the walker-growth stage of

FCIQMC, by ensuring that the time-step is sufficiently small that no walker-blooms occur10.

The semi-stochastic method12,28 was used, and the size of deterministic space was set to 100.

A trial wave function was used to obtain the projected energy estimate, and the size of the

trial space (composed of the most populated determinants in the ground-state wavefunc-

tion) was set to 10 in N2 and 100 in H2O. D2h point group symmetry was applied to N2, and

C1 symmetry was used in H2O. In calculations on H2O, FCIQMC was run with different

total number of walkers (Nw). To reduce initiator error, convergence of projected energy

with respect to Nw was reached before computing the nuclear force at each structure point.

The convergence criterion was that the projected energy difference between the largest two

successive Nw is smaller than 1 mEh. To obtain energy gradients, 1- and 2-particle reduced

density matrices (1-RDM, 2-RDM) are evaluated in FCIQMC on the fly29. The energy

gradients were calculated with PySCF CASCI gradient code following Eq. S39.

B. Potential energy surface from Gaussian process regression

Gaussian processes regression (GPR) was used to fit a smooth PES for H2O molecule.

288 structures of H2O were used in the training set. Both the total energy and the energy

gradients w.r.t. nuclear coordinates are used as training data for the GPR model. Our

GPR model improves upon previous GPR models designed for geometry optimisation30–32.
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We use q =
(

1
rH1H2

, 2
rOH1

+rOH2
, 1√

rOH1
rOH2

)
as the descriptor. q is based on the fundamental

invariants for a H2O molecule33,34, hence it accounts for the permutational invariance of the

two H atoms. The training process involves solving a set of linear equations given by

(Kxx + Λxx)wx = yx. (6)

Here

Kxx =

K
(
dK
dx

)T
dK
dx

d
dx

(
dK
dx

)T
 =


kText(x1)

...

dkT
ext(x1)
dx1

...

 (7)

is an extension of covariance matrix K =
(
k(qi,qj)

)
that includes derivatives of K with

respect to the Cartesian coordinates x, i.e. kext(x) =
(
k(q(x); q1); ...;

dk(q(x),q1)
dx1

; ...
)
. The

Gaussian kernel k(qi,qj) = exp
(
− (qi−qj)

2

σ2

)
is used. Λxx is the noise matrix in Cartesian

coordinates

σ2
V I

σ2
gI

. yx =
(
V (x1)− V̄ , ..., dV

dx

∣∣
x1
, ...
)T

is the training data and V̄ is

the average potential energy of the training data.

The prediction of the energy and Cartesian force of a new geometry x∗ is given byV (x∗)− V̄
dV
dx

∣∣
x∗

 =

kText(x
∗)

dkT
ext(x

∗)
dx∗

wx. (8)

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we present our results on the potential energy curve of N2, and PES of a

water molecule.

A. N2

In N2 calculation, we consider a (16o,10e) CAS to perform FCIQMC and exact FCI

calculation within CAS. The binding curve of N2 is plotted in Fig. 2. FCIQMC total

energies are plotted in (a), and the continuous binding curve (plotted with dashed line)

is fitted with cubic spline. Analytic energy gradient from FCIQMC is plotted in (c), and

is compared with the numerical force, i.e. the derivative of the cubic spline energy curve
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FIG. 2. Binding curves of N2. (a) FCIQMC projected energy, as a function of bond length.

The dashed line is a cubic spline fit. The inset shows a zoom-in view near the equilibrium. The

errorbars of FCIQMC energy are too small to be seen on this scale. (b) Total energy difference

between the FCIQMC projected estimate and exact FCI. (c) FCIQMC analytic energy gradient.

The dots are from FCIQMC. The dashed line is from the derivative of the cubic spline fit of the

total energy. (d) Energy gradient difference between FCIQMC and exact FCI. Both values are

from analytic gradient formula.

(plotted with dashed line). We see that the analytic force is very close to the numerical

force, indicating that our analytic gradient formula is accurate and applies to FCIQMC.

The difference between FCIQMC and exact FCI is compared in (b) and (d). The error of

FCIQMC total energy is within 0.05 mEh to the deterministic FCI value, and the force error

is within 0.05 mEh/aB. Both of these errors are negligible in nuclear motion calculations, such

as structure optimization and molecular dynamics. The small difference between FCIQMC

and exact FCI indicates small initiator error and high accuracy of FCIQMC.

As discussed in Section II, the addition term introduced by the frozen core approximation

is the final term in Eq. S20. Therefore, we can split the total force into the following

two terms, and compare their contributions to see the importance of the additional force
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introduced by the frozen core.

Term 1 =
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x − 1

2

∑
pq

Sxpq(Ipq + I∗qp)

Term 2 =
1

2

∑
(p,q)/∈(c,c)∪(b,b)∪(d,d)∪(v,v)

(Ipq − I∗qp)(Ux
pq − Ux∗

qp )
(9)

Term 1 is identical to nuclear force formula in all-electron FCI case. Term 2 is equivalent

to the final term in Eq. S20 on the assumption of Ipq = I∗qp, (p, q) ∈ (b, d), which can be

proved to be true with CASCI variational condition (See SI).

Fig. 3 shows the decomposition of the force as a function of bond length of N2. In the

frozen core case (Fig. 3a), the proportion between Term 1 and Term 2 behaves differently

at small and large bond length. At small bond lengths, Term 2 is 2-3 orders of magnitude

smaller than Term 1, hence it has negligible effect on the total nuclear force. At large bond

lengths, Term 2 becomes comparable to Term 1 with the same order of magnitude. Such a

transition occurs around r = 2.0 Å, where the molecule starts to dissociate. This feature

can be understood as follows. At large bond lengths, the ground state is poorly described

with RHF orbitals, which is more “different” from CASSCF orbitals than at small bond

lengths. The large difference between RHF and CASSCF orbitals leads to large Term 2 at

large bond lengths.

In the all-electron case (Fig. 3b), Term 2 should be strictly zero assuming that Ipq = I∗qp

for (p, q) ∈ (b, d). However, in FCIQMC, the initiator error and stochastic fluctuation

of wave function from the ground state introduces some deviation from this identity, and

therefore lead to a non-zero Term 2. In our numerical tests, molecular geometries with

different stretch is chosen, and FCIQMC calculation is performed with a maximum of 2

million walkers. These numerical tests show that CASCI variational condition is achieved

approximately such that Term 2 makes small contribution to the total force on the order of

10−4 Eh/aB. This contribution is sufficiently small for further exploration on PES. However,

our tests suggest that computing Term 2 in the total force would be an additional validation

of all-electron FCIQMC convergence.

B. H2O

The water monomer PES is often used for studies of water splitting35–37 and infrared

spectrum38–42, etc. The triatomic H2O molecule has in total 3 internal degrees of freedom,
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FIG. 3. Term 1, Term 2 and total nuclear force for (a,b) the frozen core case and (c,d) the all-

electron case. In (a,c), the absolute values are plotted with logarithmic coordinate, while in (b,d)

the original values are plotted with linear coordinate. Term 1 and Term 2 are defined in Eq. 9.

which can be defined with parameters (r1, r2, θ). r1 and r2 denote the two O-H bond lengths,

while θ denotes the bond angle H-O-H. In this section, we use the total energy and energy

gradients of 288 structures of an H2O monomer as the training set, and obtain a smooth

PES with GPR model.

Fig. 4a plots the GPR energy versus the computed FCIQMC energy, where the root mean

square (RMS) error is 1.5 mEh, 1.3% of the standard deviation of energy data points (119

mEh). Overall, our GPR model reproduces the PES with high quality, and the erroneous

points mainly come around the so-called conical crossing point, between the ground state

X̃1A′ and excited state B̃1A′35,37. Conical crossing leads to discontinuity in energy gradient

and increases the fitting error in GPR. Apart from the conical crossing regime, the negligible

error suggests that our GPR model can reproduce almost exactly the PES from FCIQMC

energy and force data. In addition, if FCIQMC energies and forces would have had large

statistical errors, the GPR model would have large fitting errors. Therefore, the high quality

of our GPR PES also suggests that the FCIQMC energy and force calculations are well
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FIG. 4. (a) GPR model energy versus FCIQMC energy. (b-f) Contour plot of PES on the

following 2-dimensional sections. (b) θ = 1.8235 = 104.5◦; (c) θ = π = 180◦; (d) r2 = 1.8099 Bohr;

(e) r2 = 3.0000 Bohr; (f) r1 = r2. The PES sections are shown within the following conditions:

1.2 Bohr ≤ r1, r2 ≤ 5 Bohr, 36◦ ≤ θ ≤ 180◦. The experimental equilibrium geometry is marked

with a cross, and FCIQMC points are marked with round dots. The solid lines represent isosurfaces

5000, 10000, 15000, 20000, 25000 or 30000 cm−1 above the global minimum.

converged, and the resultant ground state PES can be used for further applications. More

discussions on conical crossing is presented in the SI, and we will also see its main feature

on the ground state PES presented below.

Different 2-dimensional projections of the PES are shown as contours in Fig. 4(b-f).

Fig. 4b is an iso-θ cut of PES at θ = 104.5◦, near the equilibrium bond angle of a water

monomer. In the equilibrium bond angle section, the PES has only one global minimum at

(1.821 Bohr, 1.821 Bohr, 105.0◦). The GPR global minimum lies close to the experimental

global minimum (1.810 Bohr, 1.810 Bohr, 104.5◦43), which is marked in Fig. 4 (b) with

cross. Fig. 4c is another iso-θ cut at θ = 180◦, i.e. with the linear H-O-H water molecule.

At the linear geometry (Fig. 4c), however, there is a barrier (r1 ∼ 3.5 Bohr, r2 ∼ 2.0 Bohr)

lying between minimum A and minimum B. The barrier stems from the conical crossing

between X̃1A′ and B̃1A′, alluded to above, which is hard to be described accurately with a

smooth GPR fit.
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In Fig. 4 (d) and (e), one of the two O-H bonds are fixed at 1.8099 Bohr (equilibrium

O-H bond length in water) in (d), and at 3.0 Bohr (a stretched O-H bond length) in (e),

and the other hydrogen atom is allowed to move without restriction. On the r2 = 1.8099

Bohr section, there are two valleys on the PES symmetric with respect to the θ = 180◦

line. The two valleys represent the same global minimum, and can be transformed into each

other by a rotation. The local maximum near the linear geometry (r1 ∼ 3.5 Bohr, θ ∼ 180◦)

also results from the conical crossing point. In Fig. 4f, the two O-H bonds are kept at

the same length, i.e. r1 = r2, and the double-well feature similar to Fig. 4d occurs. In

all of these sections (Fig. 4 (b-f)), we also show six iso-energy lines with excitation energy

< 30, 000 cm−1. In practical applications, the PES of the water monomer is often used

to calculate rotation-vibrational levels with excitation energy / 10, 000 cm−1, which lies

within a small area near the global minimum of our PES and is quite far away from the

conical crossing point. The near-FCI nature of this PES, as well as the correct shape in the

rotation-vibration involved region, implies the possibility to study rotation-vibration levels

with little CI truncation error. However, the quantitative study of rotation-vibration levels

is beyond the scope of this work, and is left for future research.

V. CONCLUSIONS

To conclude, this work discusses how to obtain nuclear forces from FCIQMC and more

generally stochastic CASCI calculations. Our method supplements previous work, and can

be extended to different scenarios, e.g. employing frozen cores, and using a wide range of

orbitals. We also clarify the different contributions of the total FCIQMC force, especially the

part that has been neglected in previous work. As an illustration of our method, we produce

a full dimensional water molecule PES at the FCIQMC level, which can be further used

for computing rotation-vibration spectrum of water and studying dynamic effects in water

splitting. Overall, the method will enable us to obtain high quality PESs from FCIQMC for

molecules and materials.
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VI. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

A. Analytic force in FCIQMC

1. FCIQMC method

In FCIQMC, one seeks a stochastic FCI solution to the ab initio Hamiltonian.9,10.

Ĥ = Enuc +
∑
pq

hpqp̂
†q̂ +

1

2

∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)p̂†r̂†m̂q̂ (S1)

where Enuc denotes the nuclear repulsion term, p, q, r,m denote molecular orbital (MO)

indices, and hpq and (pq|rm) denote the 1-body and 2-body integrals, respectively. The

2-body integrals are written in chemists’ notations. Namely,

(pq|rm) =

∫
p∗(x1)r

∗(x2)
1

|x1 − x2|
q(x1)m(x2)dx1dx2 (S2)

As in deterministic FCI, FCIQMC solves the eigenvalue problem of Ĥ in N-electron

Hilbert space under the Slater determinant (SD) basis of MO. The ground state FCI wave

function, formulated as

|Ψgs〉 =
∑
I

CI |DI〉, (S3)

is determined by the eigenvalue equation as follows.∑
J

HIJCJ = EtotCI (S4)

I, J denote SD indices, CI and HIJ denote the CI coefficient of |DI〉 and the Hamiltonian

matrix element between |DI〉 and |DJ〉.

CI = 〈DI |Ψgs〉, HIJ = 〈DI |Ĥ|DJ〉 (S5)

In FCIQMC the eigenvalue problem is solved by a stochastic projection algorithm. The

corresponding projection operator P̂ is defined as Eq. S6. One can prove that performing

P̂ repeatedly on an arbitrary wavefunction with non-zero overlap with ground state yields

ground state wavefunction (Eq. S7).

P̂ = 1̂− δτ(Ĥ − S1̂) (S6)

lim
n→∞

P̂ n|Ψ0〉 ∝ |Ψgs〉, if 〈Ψ0|Ψgs〉 6= 0 (S7)
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Therefore, one can start with an arbitrary wave function, e.g. Hartree-Fock (HF) wave-

function, and perform P̂ on it repeatedly until the wavefunction converges. However, as in

Lanczos diagonalization, this projection method is also hindered by the combinatorial rise

of Hilbert space size (i.e. the number of all possible SDs).

In FCIQMC, the CI coefficients are represented with a population of walkers, and the

linear operator P̂ are stochastically simulated by three successive steps, spawning, cloning

or death, and annihilation, in each iteration. In most ab initio systems, only a small number

of SDs dominate the ground state wavefunction, and the majority of SDs have very small

amplitude. In this way, the distribution of walkers can reach equilibrium rather quickly to

represent the population in the Hilbert space, which is also a representation of the ground

state wavefunction.

2. General formula of FCIQMC force

The energy gradients for HF, CI and MCSCF have been discussed in Ref 23. However,

there are some limitations and the formulations are only applicable with certain conditions.

Here we discuss the compete formulations of general analytic force of FCIQMC and the

simplifications that can be used in special scenarios.

In general, one can consider a complete active space problem where several orbitals and

electrons are selected within the entire 1-electron orbital space. In this way, the 1-electron

orbital space can be divided into three parts: core (c), active (a) and virtual (v) space. FCI

diagonalization can be performed within the active space to generate a CASCI wavefunction.

The total energy of CASCI wavefunction is formulated as follows.

Etot = Enuc +
∑
pq

γpqhpq +
1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm) (S8)

where γpq and γpqrs represent the one and two-particle reduced density matrices (1-RDM,

2-RDM), respectively.

γpq = 〈Ψgs|p̂†q̂|Ψgs〉 =
∑
IJ

C∗ICJ〈DI |p̂†q̂|DJ〉

γpqrm = 〈Ψgs|p̂†r̂†m̂q̂|Ψgs〉 =
∑
IJ

C∗ICJ〈DI |p̂†r̂†m̂q̂|DJ〉
(S9)

The force, defined as the negative gradient of the total energy Etot, are evaluated by calcu-
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lating the first order derivative of Eq. S8.

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpq
∂hpq
∂x

+
1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm
∂(pq|rm)

∂x (S10)

where x is the nuclear degree of freedom of the system. The 2nd equality follows the identity

of RDM derivatives due to the variational condition.∑
pq

hpq
∂γpq
∂x

+
1

2

∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)
∂γpqrm
∂x

= 0 (S11)

This is because∑
pq

hpq
∂γpq
∂x

+
1

2

∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)
∂γpqrm
∂x

=
∑
IJ

∂(C∗ICJ)

∂x
(
∑
pq

hpq〈DI |p̂†q̂|DJ〉+
∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)〈DI |p̂†r̂†m̂q̂|DJ〉)

=
∑
IJ

(
∂C∗I
∂x

CJ + C∗I
∂CJ
∂x

)〈DI |(Ĥ − Enuc1̂)|DJ〉

=(Etot − Enuc)
∑
I

∂C∗ICI
∂x

=(Etot − Enuc)
∂〈Ψgs|Ψgs〉

∂x
= 0

(S12)

The 3rd equality of Eq. S12 follows the variational condition (Eq. S4), and the 5th equality

follows the normalization condition 〈Ψgs|Ψgs〉 = 1.

The first order derivatives of 1-electron integrals, namely ∂hpq
∂x

, can be calculated as follows.

∂hpq
∂x

=
∑
µν

(
∂hµν
∂x

C∗µpCνq + hµν
∂C∗µp
∂x

Cνq + hµνC
∗
µp

∂Cνq
∂x

)

= hxpq +
∑
r

(hprU
x
rq + Ux∗

rp hrq)

(S13)

Here hxpq are skeleton derivatives. Ux
pq are related to MO coefficient derivatives.

hxpq =
∑
µν

∂hµν
∂x

C∗µpCνq

(pq|rm)x =
∑
µνρσ

∂(µν|ρσ)

∂x
C∗µpCνqC

∗
ρrCσm

(S14)

∂Cµp
∂x

=
∑
q

Ux
qpCµq (S15)
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Similarly,

∂(pq|rm)

∂x
= (pq|rm)x +

∑
t

((pt|rm)Ux
tq + (pq|rt)Ux

tm + (tq|rm)Ux∗
tp + (pq|tm)Ux∗

tr ) (S16)

Substituting Eq. S13 and Eq. S16 into Eq. S10, we have

− Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x +
∑
pq

(IpqU
x
pq + I∗qpU

x∗
qp ) (S17)

where Ipq is the Lagrangian matrix for FCI wave function.

Ipq =
∑
r

hrpγrq +
∑
trm

(tp|rm)γtqrm (S18)

From the orthonormal condition for MO, one can prove that

Ux
pq + Ux∗

qp + Sxpq = 0

Sxpq =
∑
µν

∂Sµν
∂x

C∗µpCνq
(S19)

Substituting Eq. S19 into Eq. S17, one has

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x

− 1

2

∑
pq

Sxpq(Ipq + I∗qp) +
1

2

∑
pq

(Ipq − I∗qp)(Ux
pq − Ux∗

qp )

(S20)

All quantities in Eq. S20 can be directly evaluated from MO coefficients and atomic

orbital (AO) integrals, except Ux
pq, and therefore the final term in Eq. S20. Ux

pq can be

evaluated with coupled-perturbed Hartree-Fock (CPHF) equations. However, there are some

cases where Ipq = I∗qp holds for each MO pair (p, q), and hence calculation of Ux
pq is not needed.

This include the following two scenarios.

(1) Complete active space self-consistent field (CASSCF) is further applied on top of

FCIQMC dynamics to optimize the orbitals, i.e. stochastic-MCSCF10,24. In this way,

all orbitals, including the core, active and virtual orbitals, are rotated such that Ipq =

I∗qp holds for each MO pair (p, q).

(2) No orbital is frozen as core or virtual. Namely, FCI calculation is performed.
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FIG. S1. The partition of 1-electron RHF orbitals to construct the Lagrangian matrix Ipq. From

the view of RHF, the orbitals are classified into two parts, occupied (o) and unoccupied ones (u),

divided by dashed lines. From the view of CASCI, the orbitals are classified into three parts, core (c,

orbitals that are always fully occupied), active (a, orbitals on which FCI expansion is performed),

and virtual (v, orbitals that are never occupied) ones, divided by solid lines. The gray area, i.e.

(c, c), (a, a) and (v, v), denotes the matrix blocks where the Lagrangian matrix Ipq is hermitian,

and in which the orbital rotations do not change the wavefunction. The slashed area, i.e. (u, o),

denotes the matrix block where independent Uxpq elements are solved with CPHF equations.

To prove the hermiticity of Ipq in case (2) (FCI case), we look at the partition of orbitals

in Fig. S1. Actually, one can prove that in general CASCI, the (core,core), (active,active),

(virtual,virtual) (gray area in Fig. S1. (c, c), (a, a), (v, v) for short) blocks of Ipq − I∗qp are

zero.

Proof Suppose that R is a block-diagonal unitary transformation with non-zero elements

only in (c, c), (a, a) and (v, v) region. The rotation of MO coefficients are formulated as

follows.

R : Cµp
R−→ C ′µp =

∑
q

RpqCµq (S21)

The FCI wave function is invariant under basis rotation within the CAS space, i.e. |Ψgs〉 is
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invariant under R. Therefore, the 1-RDM is transformed as follows under R.

R : γpq
R−→ γ′pq =

∑
p′q′

Rpp′R
∗
qq′γp′q′ (S22)

Then the transformation of derivatives of RDM, ∂γpq
∂x

, under R, noting that R is relevant to

nuclear coordination x, is shown in Eq. S23.

∂γpq
∂x

R−→
∂γ′pq
∂x

=
∑
p′q′

(Rpp′R
∗
qq′
∂γp′q′

∂x
+
∂Rpp′

∂x
R∗qq′γp′q′ +Rpp′

∂R∗qq′

∂x
γp′q′) (S23)

If R is identity at x = x0 (i.e. R(x0) = I), and Tpq = ∂Rpq

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

, then

∂γpq
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

R−→
∂γ′pq
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

=
∂γpq
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

+
∑
r

(Tprγrq − γprTrq) (S24)

Similarly,

∂γpqrm
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

R−→
∂γ′pqrm
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

=
∂γpqrm
∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x0

+
∑
t

(Tptγtqrm + Trtγpqtm − γptrmTtq − γpqrtTtm)

(S25)

Now return to the identity Eq. S11. It comes from the variational condition of FCI and

CASCI, and should hold upon transformation under R. Substitute Eq. S25 into the trans-

formation of Eq. S11 under R, and one gets∑
pq

hpq
∂γpq
∂x

+
1

2

∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)
∂γpqrm
∂x

R−→
∑
pq

hpq
∂γpq
∂x

+
1

2

∑
pqrm

(pq|rm)
∂γpqrm
∂x

+
∑
pq

Tpq(I
∗
pq − Iqp)

⇒
∑
pq

Tpq(I
∗
pq − Iqp) = 0

(S26)

Since Tpq can be any anti-hermitian block-diagonal matrix in (c, c), (a, a) and (v, v), one has

Ipq = I∗qp ∀(p, q) ∈ (c, c), (a, a) or (v, v).

Therefore, Eq. S20 can be simplified as

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x

− 1

2

∑
pq

Sxpq(Ipq + I∗qp) +
1

2

∑
(p,q)/∈gray

(Ipq − I∗qp)(Ux
pq − Ux∗

qp )
(S27)
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where (p, q) /∈ gray means that (p, q) lies in the white blocks in Fig. S1 (i.e. (a, c), (v, c), (v, a), (c, a), (c, v)

and (a, v)). In FCI without frozen core, the (a, a) covers the entire 1-electron space. Thus

we don’t need to calculate Ux in FCI case.

However, if there are frozen orbitals, then it is necessary to determine the off-diagonal

blocks of Ux. For different orbital schemes, we must calculate the MO coefficient derivative

case by case. This can be explained as follows. If there are frozen core orbitals, then the

wavefunction and the ground state energy must depend on the frozen core choice. We can

assume at nuclear coordinate x the energy is E[A(x);C(x)], where A(x) and C(x) denote

the atomic integrals and the MO coefficients at x, respectively. Then for different dC
dx

,

namely the MO coefficient derivatives, we have different C(x + δx), and thereby different

E[A(x+ δx), C(x+ δx)] and different energy gradient w.r.t. x. Therefore, nuclear force for

FCIQMC with frozen core and virtual orbitals must depend on dC
dx

, which appears only in

the final term in Eq. S27.

In the following two sub-sections we revisit energy gradients for stochastic CASCI with

RHF orbitals, and present the energy gradient formula for stochastic CASCI with ROHF

orbitals.

3. Formula for RHF orbitals

RHF orbitals are determined with RHF SCF equations.

Fpq = hpq +
∑
o

[2(pq|oo)− (po|oq)] = εpδpq (S28)

where p, q denote spatial orbitals, and o denotes the occupied orbitals (see Fig. S1). In

this and the next subsection, the orbital indices c, a, v, b, d, o, u denote orbitals in the corre-

sponding subspace. In molecule calculations, MO coefficients Cµp are usually real, and we

can assume here that Ux
pq is a real matrix. Take the first order derivative of Eq. S28 w.r.t.

x, and one has

∂εp
∂x

δpq =
∂Fpq
∂x

= F x
pq + (εp − εq)Ux

pq − εqSxpq +
∑
mo

Ux
moApq,om

(S29)
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where

F x
pq = hxpq +

∑
r

fr[2(pq|rr)x − (pr|rq)x]

Apq,rm = 2(pq|rm) + 2(pq|mr)− (pm|rq)− (pr|mq)
(S30)

For p 6= q, Eq. S29 equals zero. Using Eq. S19 and real Ux condition, we have

0 = F x
pq + (εp − εq)Ux

pq − εqSxpq +
∑
o′o′′

Ux
o′′o′Apq,o′o′′ +

∑
o′u′

Ux
u′o′Apq,o′u′

= F x
pq + (εp − εq)Ux

pq − εqSxpq −
1

2

∑
o′o′′

Sxo′o′′Apq,o′o′′ +
∑
o′u′

Ux
u′o′Apq,u′o′

⇒ (εq − εp)Ux
pq −

∑
u′o′

Ux
u′o′Apq,u′o′ = Bx

0,pq

(S31)

where

Bx
0,pq = F x

pq − εqSxpq −
1

2

∑
o′o′′

Sxo′o′′Apq,o′o′′ (S32)

Eq. S31 is a set of linear equations for Ux
pq, and is exactly the 1st-order CPHF equation

for RHF orbitals. Among these equations, those with (p, q) ∈ (u, o) cannot be decoupled

from each other. These nu × no equations should be solved simultaneously. After Uuo is

solved, those with (p, q) /∈ (u, o) can be directly calculated with the following equation.

Ux
pq =

Bx
0,pq +

∑
u′o′ U

x
u′o′Apq,u′o′

εq − εp
(S33)

If εp = εq in Eq. S33, Ux
pq diverges. Fortunately, in our case, we use Eq. S33 only for

(p, q) = (b, c) or (v, d). Therefore, the divergence issue does not occur as long as degenerate

orbitals are not partially frozen and partially active in CASCI.

Now let’s substitute Ux
pq back into Eq. S27, and focus on the last two terms.

− 1

2

∑
pq

(Ipq + I∗qp)S
x
pq +

1

2

∑
(p,q)/∈gray

(Ipq − I∗qp)(Ux
pq − Ux∗

qp )

= −
∑

(p,q)∈gray

IpqS
x
pq + [(

∑
p>q,(p,q)/∈gray

Ux
pq(Ipq − I∗qp)−

∑
p<q,(p,q)/∈gray

IpqS
x
pq) + (c.c.)]

(S34)

∑
p>q,(p,q)/∈gray

Ux
pq(Ipq − I∗qp)

=
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

Ux
pq(Ipq − I∗qp) +

∑
(p,q)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Ux
pq(Ipq − I∗qp)

=
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

Ux
pq(Ipq − I∗qp) +

∑
(p,q)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Ipq − I∗qp
εq − εp

(Bx
0,pq +

∑
(m,r)∈slashed

Ux
mrApq,mr)

=
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

Ux
pqHpq +

∑
(p,q)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Ipq − I∗qp
εq − εp

Bx
0,pq

(S35)
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where

Hpq = Ipq − I∗qp +
∑

(m,r)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Amr,pq
Imr − I∗rm
εr − εm

(S36)

and “slashed” denotes the slashed area in Fig. S1, i.e. the (u, o) area.

One can use Z-vector method to simplify the calculation23. Let’s define Vpq on (p, q) ∈

(u, o) such that

(εq − εp)Vpq −
∑

(m,r)∈slashed

Amr,pqVmr = Hpq (S37)

Then one can prove that
∑

(p,q)∈slashed VpqB
x
0,pq =

∑
(p,q)∈slashed U

x
pqHpq. Substitute this into

Eq. S35, and one has

∑
p>q,(p,q)/∈gray

Ux
pq(Ipq − I∗qp)

=
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

VpqB
x
0,pq +

∑
(p,q)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Ipq − I∗qp
εq − εp

Bx
0,pq

(S38)

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrs

γpqrm(pq|rm)x −
∑

(p,q)∈gray

IpqS
x
pq

+ [(
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

VpqB
x
0,pq +

∑
(p,q)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Ipq − I∗qp
εq − εp

Bx
0,pq −

∑
p<q,(p,q)/∈gray

IpqS
x
pq)

+ (c.c.)]

(S39)

In Eq. S27, we have to solve Ux for each nuclear degree of freedom x. In Eq. S39, we

need to solve the CPHF-like equation only once. In the work, nuclear forces are calculated

with Eq. S39.

4. Formula for ROHF orbitals

The ROHF SCF equation can be formulated as

Fpq = hpq +
∑
r

[2(pq|rr)fr − (pr|rq)(fr + κpqr)] = εpδpq (S40)
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FIG. S2. The partition of 1-electron ROHF orbitals to construct the Lagrangian matrix Ipq.

From the view of ROHF, the orbitals are classified into three parts, doubly occupied (o), singly

occupied (s) and unoccupied ones (u), divided by dashed lines. From the view of CASCI, the

orbitals are classified into three parts, core (c, orbitals that are always fully occupied), active (a,

orbitals on which FCI expansion is performed), and virtual (v, orbitals that are never occupied)

ones, divided by solid lines. The gray area, i.e. (c, c), (a, a) and (v, v), denotes the matrix blocks

where the Lagrangian matrix Ipq is hermitian, and in which the orbital rotations do not change

the wavefunction. The slashed area, i.e. (u, o), (u, s) and (s, o), denotes the matrix blocks where

independent Uxpq elements are solved with CPHF equations.

where

fr =


1 r = o,

1
2
r = s,

0 r = u.

, κpqr =



0, r = o or r = u
0 −1

2
0

−1
2

0 1
2

0 1
2

0

 , r = s
(S41)

Here o, s and u denote the ROHF orbital partition (see Fig. S2). If s = ∅, then ROHF

equation is reduced to RHF equation.
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Take the first order derivative of Eq. S40, we have

∂εp
∂x

= F x
pq + (εp − εq)Ux

pq − εqSxpq

+
∑
ms

(ps|sm)(κpms − κpqs)Ux
mq +

∑
ms

(ms|sq)(κqms − κqps)Ux
mp

+
∑
mr

Ux
mrτpq,rm

(S42)

where

F x
pq = hxpq +

∑
r

[2fr(pq|rr)x − (pr|rq)x(fr + κpqr)]

τpq,rm = 2fr[(pq|rm) + (pq|mr)]− (fr + κpqr)[(pm|rq) + (pr|mq)]
(S43)

When p 6= q, Eq. S42 becomes a set of linear equations of Ux
pq.

Now we further analyze Eq. S42 and decouple all possible equations from it.∑
mr

Ux
mrτpq,rm =

∑
MR

∑
m∈M,r∈R

Ux
mrτpq,rm =

∑
R

∑
(r1,r2)∈R

Ux
r1r2

τpq,r2r1 +
∑
M 6=R

∑
m∈M,r∈R

Ux
mrτpq,rm

=
∑
M>R

∑
m∈M,r∈R

Ux
mr(τpq,rm − τpq,mr)−

∑
M>R

∑
m∈M,r∈R

Sxrmτpq,mr

− 1

2

∑
R

∑
(r1,r2)∈R

Sxr1r2τpq,r1r2

(S44)

Here capital letters (M,R) denote partitions (o, s and u). The ordering of partitions is

chosen as o < s < u.∑
ms

(ps|sm)(κpms − κpqs)Ux
mq +

∑
ms

(ms|sq)(κqms − κqps)Ux
mp

=
∑

m∈M>Q,s

(ps|sm)(κpms − κpqs)Ux
mq −

∑
m∈M<Q,s

(ps|sm)(κpms − κpqs)(Ux
qm + Sxqm)

+
∑

m∈M>P,s

(ms|sq)(κqms − κqps)Ux
mp −

∑
m∈M<P,s

(ms|sq)(κqms − κqps)(Ux
pm + Sxpm)

=
∑
M>R

∑
m∈M,r∈R

[(κpms − κprs)(δrq(ps|sm) + δmq(ps|sr))

+(κqms − κqrs)(δrp(ms|sq) + δmp(rs|sq))]Ux
mr

−
∑
M>R

∑
m∈M,r∈R

[(κpms − κprs)(ps|sr)δqm + (κqms − κqrs)δpm(rs|sq)]Sxrm

(S45)

In conclusion, for p 6= q, Eq. S42 can be written as the following shorter form, which is the

ROHF-CPHF equation.

(εq − εp)Ux
pq −

∑
m∈M,r∈R,M>R

Ux
mrA

ROHF
pq,mr = Bx,ROHF

0,pq (S46)
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where

AROHF
pq,mr = τpq,rm − τpq,mr +

∑
s

(κpms − κprs)(δrq(ps|sm) + δmq(ps|sr))

+
∑
s

(κqms − κqrs)(δrp(ms|sq) + δmp(rs|sq))
(S47)

Bx,ROHF
0,pq = F x

pq − εqSxpq −
1

2

∑
R

∑
(r1,r2)∈R

Sxr1r2τpq,r1r2

−
∑
M>R

∑
m∈M,r∈R

[τpq,mr + (κpms − κprs)(ps|sr)δqm + (κqms − κqrs)δpm(rs|sq)]Sxrm

(S48)

Now substitute the solution of ROHF-CPHF equation into the energy gradient formula.

Similar to RHF case, we have

−Fx =
∂Etot

∂x
=
∂Enuc

∂x
+
∑
pq

γpqh
x
pq +

1

2

∑
pqrm

γpqrm(pq|rm)x −
∑

(p,q)∈gray

IpqS
x
pq

+ [(
∑

(p,q)∈slashed

V ROHF
pq Bx,ROHF

0,pq +
∑

(p,q)∈(b,c) or (v,d)

Ipq − I∗qp
εq − εp

Bx,ROHF
0,pq

−
∑

p<q,(p,q)/∈gray

IpqS
x
pq) + (c.c.)]

(S49)

Comparing Eq. S49 with Eq. S39, one only replaces Bx
0,pq with Bx,ROHF

0,pq , and replaces Vpq

with V ROHF
pq . Here V ROHF

pq is defined in the slashed block in Fig. S2.

(εq − εp)V ROHF
pq −

∑
(m,r)∈slashed

AROHF
mr,pq V

ROHF
mr = HROHF

pq

HROHF
pq = Ipq − I∗qp +

∑
(m,r)∈(b,c)or(v,d)

AROHF
mr,pq

Imr − I∗rm
εr − εm

(S50)

B. Conical crossing between X̃ and B̃

The conical crossing in water monomer has been discussed extensively in literature35,37.

In this work, though we mainly focus on the ground state X̃, the conical crossing between

X̃ and the ow excited state B̃ is discussed as follows.

Exact FCI diagonalization are performed on H2O monomer with the 6-31G basis set and

1s core of oxygen frozen (CAS(12o,8e)) (Fig. S3). A number of structures are selected near

the linear (θ = 180◦) and equal-bond-length (r1 = r2) geometry. There are 3 low energy

states involved in this conical crossing, X̃A′, ÃA′′ and B̃A′.

25



2 3 4 5
r (Bohr)

−76.1

−76.0

−75.9

−75.8

−75.7

−75.6

−75.5

−75.4

−75.3
En

er
g 

 (E
h)

State 1Σ+
g , θ=180°, r1= r2

State 1Πu, θ=180°, r1= r2
State A1, θ=162°, r1= r2
State B1, θ=162°, r1= r2
State B2, θ=162°, r1= r2

2 3 4 5
r1 (Bohr)

−76.1

−76.0

−75.9

−75.8

−75.7

−75.6

−75.5

−75.4

−75.3

En
er
g 

 (E
h)

State 1Σ+ , θ=180°, r2= r1+0.1 Bohr
State 1Π, θ=180°, r2= r1+0.1 Bohr
State A ′, θ=162°, r2= r1+0.1 Bohr
State A ′, θ=162°, r2= r1+0.1 Bohr
State A ′′, θ=162°, r2= r1+0.1 Bohr
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FIG. S3. Exact CASCI calculation on conical crossing between X̃ and B̃ near linear and equal-

bond-length geometry. (a) r1 = r2, θ = 180◦ (D∞h) or 162◦ (C2v). In θ = 180◦ case, the

lowest-energy state of 1Σ+
g and 1Πu are plotted. In θ = 162◦ case, the lowest-energy state of A1,

B1 and B2 are plotted. (b) r1 = r2 + 0.1 Bohr, θ = 180◦ (C∞v) or 162◦ (Cs). In θ = 180◦ case,

the lowest-energy states of 1Σ+ and 1Π are plotted. In θ = 162◦ case, the 2 lowest-energy states

of A′, and 1 lowest-energy state of A′′ are plotted.

In Fig. S3a, r1 = r2 holds. At θ = 162◦, the monomer has C2v point group symmetry,

and X̃A′, ÃA′′ and B̃A′ carry irreducible representations (irrep) A1, B2 and B1 of C2v,

respectively. Their energies are shown in blue, green and orange dashed curves, respectively.

At θ = 180◦, the point group of H2O is raised to D∞h, and the irreps of the 3 states become

1Σ+
g and 1Πu, with the latter 2-fold degenerate. The 1Σ+

g and 1Πu states of θ = 180◦ and

r1 = r2 are shown in Fig. S3a with blue and orange solid lines, respectively. A crossing

between the two states appears at around 2.7 Bohr. Their electronic states of 1Σ+
g and

1Πu are adiabatically connected with low symmetry non-linear geometries. The way they

connect with non-linear geometries in small bond length is different from that in large bond

length. In geometries with a smaller bond length than the crossing (r1 < 2.7 Bohr), 1Σ+
g is

connected with A1 (X̃), and the two-fold degenerate 1Πu is connected with B1 (B̃) and B2

(Ã). In a larger bond length, 1Σ+
g is connected with B1 (B̃), and 1Πu is connected with B2

(Ã) and A1 (X̃). Therefore, the crossing between 1Σ+
g and 1Πu is the only intersection point

between X̃ and B̃ on the r1 = r2 section.

In r1 6= r2 case (Fig. S3b), similar analysis is still valid, if one replaces D∞h with C∞v,
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C2v with Cs,
1Σ+

g with 1Σ+, 1Πu with 1Π, B2 with A′′, and A1 and B1 with the two lowest

energy A′ states respectively. In this way, we can also identify the crossing between 1Σ+ and

1Π as the conical crossing.

C. Selection routine of structure points in the training set of PES

The 288 structure points of H2O monomer used as the training set are selected by the

following two steps.

(1) For each 2d section of constant r1 − r2, take a coarse-grained 2d grid, put all grid

points into the training set, and calculate their energies and nuclear forces.

(2) Fill some new data points into empty space that comes from invalid data points due

to numerical non-convergence.

(3) Perform GPR fit, and add data points near abnormal extreme points or non-smooth

points to verify these features. Repeat this step until all features are confirmed or

falsified.
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