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We present the results of high-level electronic structure and dynamics simulations

of the photoactive protein Dreiklang. With the goal to understand the details of

Dreiklang’s photocycle, we carefully characterize the excited states of the ON- and

OFF-forms of Dreiklang. The key finding of our study is the existence of a low-

lying excited state of a charge-transfer (CT) character in the neutral ON form and

that population of this state, which is nearly isoenergetic with the locally excited

(LE) bright state, initiates series of steps ultimately leading to the formation of

the hydrated dark chromophore (OFF state). These results allow us to refine the

mechanistic picture of the Dreiklang’s photocycle and photoactivation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many fluorescent proteins (FPs) undergo reversible photoswitching upon photoexci-

tation, which is instrumental in several imaging modalities1, including super-resolution

techniques2,3. The most common mechanism is cis-trans photoisomerization of the chro-

mophore, sometimes coupled with changes in its protonation state; notable examples include

Dronpa4, Padron5, and KFP6. An entirely different mechanism is operating in Dreiklang7,

where the switching is based on reversible photoinduced hydration/dehydration of the imi-

dazolinone ring of the chromophore (Fig. 1).

Dreiklang7 was derived by random mutagenesis from Citrine, a close relative of EYFP8.

It has the same chromophore formed by the glycine-tyrosine-glycine (GYG) tripeptyde π-

stacked with a nearby tyrosine residue (Tyr203). The chromophore’s conjugated core (Fig.
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FIG. 1: On-off photoconversion in Dreiklang is activated by photoexcitation of the neutral form

of the chromophore in ON-state. The OFF-form can be turned on by photoexcitation at higher

energy.

1) is the same as in EGFP9, but due to the T65G mutation the connection to peptide

backbone via imidazolinone’s carbon is slightly different.
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FIG. 2: Steady-state absorption spectra of the ON-state (black) and following irradiation (red) at

3.02 eV (410 nm) at pH 7.5. The spectra are from Ref. 10. The band maxima are at 3.01 eV and

2.43 eV in the ON-state and at 3.65 eV in the OFF-state.

Fig. 2 shows absorption spectra of the ON- and OFF- forms of Dreiklang7,10. The ab-

sorption spectrum of the ON-form features two bands: one at ∼ 3.01 eV (411-413 nm) and

a twice more intense one at 2.43 eV (511 nm), with a shoulder at 2.58 eV (480 nm). These

bands are assigned to the neutral and anionic forms of the chromophore, traditionally called

form A and form B11,12. In many other GFP-like proteins11, excitation to either band leads

to the identical fluorescence spectra with the maximum at around 2.3 eV (green or yellow),

ascribed to form B. This is explained by ultrafast (picoseconds or shorter) excited-state

proton-transfer (ESPT) from the chromophore to a proton acceptor via a proton wire11,13,14.

In wt-GFP, ESPT proceeds as a sequential proton transfer from the excited neutral chro-

mophore to the Glu222 carboxylate through a water molecule and the hydroxyl group of
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Ser20512,15–18. This pathway can be disrupted by targeted mutations.

In Dreiklang, excitation of peak B leads to fluorescence at 2.34 eV (529 nm), with the

quantum yield of 0.41. However, in contrast to many other FPs, the excitation of peak A

leads to very weak (albeit non-negligible10) fluorescence. This weak steady-state fluorescence

is identical10 to the fluorescence produced by excitation of peak B. These observations suggest

that ESPT in Dreiklang is strongly suppressed and happens with a very small quantum

yield. Reduced effectiveness of ESPT is consistent with the observation7 that the essential

difference between the parent system (Citrine) and Dreiklang is the upshift of the pKa of

the ON-state of the chromophore (7.2 versus 5.7).

The distinguishing feature of Dreiklang is that irradiation of peak A results in photo-

conversion to the dark form (OFF-state)7. Thus, in imaging applications, the fluorescence

of Dreiklang can be excited by using 2.43 eV light, recorded at 2.34 eV, and turned off by

3.01 eV light. This decoupling of the fluorescence excitation from photoswitching makes

Dreiklang very attractive and is responsible for its name (Dreiklang is the German word for

a three-note chord in music). The OFF-state spontaneously returns to the ON-state in the

course of minutes. Alternatively, the dark state can be switched back by irradiation at 3.65

eV (340 nm).

The X-ray structures7 of the ON- and OFF-states (PDB IDs: 3ST2/3ST4 and 3ST3, re-

spectively) show that the ON-state is indeed similar to EGFP/EYFP, whereas the OFF-state

has a hydrated chromophore, similar to an intermediate form of the immature chromophore19

but with the methyne double bond.

The exact details of the photoswitching mechanism remain unknown. Espagne and co-

workers10 investigated the mechanism using transient absorption and concluded that forma-

tion of photoproducts occurs on a nanosecond time scale or slower. They reported spec-

troscopic evidence of the formation of excited-state (on a ps timescale) and ground-state

(picosecond to nanosecond timescale) intermediates and proposed a tentative mechanism;

however, the proposed structures of the intermediates have not been validated by theoreti-

cal modeling of their spectral properties. On the theoretical side, we investigated20 thermal

(ground-state) recovery of the ON-state. The calculations predicted the reaction barrier of

about 27 kcal/mol and identified Glu222 as the key residue involved in the recovery reaction,

while the scan of the excited-state surface suggested a barrierless OFF→ON photoreaction.

This work also presented a cursory analysis of the structures of the ON- and OFF-states,
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including tentative assignment of the protonation states of the key residues around the

chromophore, and computed their spectral properties.
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After the off-state diffraction data was recorded at 100 K, we warmed 
the very same crystal of Dreiklang back to 295 K, switched it by irra-
diation with 365 nm light until the fluorescence reached a maximum 
and recorded the on-state diffraction data at 100 K. In addition, we 
solved the X-ray structure of Dreiklang in the fluorescent equilib-
rium-state to a resolution of 1.9 Å (Fig. 2). Notably, the kinetics of 
the thermal equilibration of the fluorescence signal after switch-
ing off was comparable for Dreiklang in solution and in the crystal 
(Supplementary Fig. 8), indicating that the crystal lattice did not have 
major effects on the switching behavior.

The overall structure of Dreiklang resembles that of GFP and related 
proteins (Fig. 2b). The chromophore, autocatalytically formed from 
the Gly65-Tyr66-Gly67 tripeptide, resides in an alpha-helical seg-
ment, enclosed by an 11-stranded beta-barrel. As expected from the 
similar spectroscopic properties, the on-state structure was practically 
superimposable on the fluorescent equilibrium-state structure. The 
on-state chromophore consists of an imidazolinone-ring, connected 
by a methine bridge to a p-hydroxyphenyl ring. The two rings of the 
chromophoric systems were largely co-planar, facilitating a conju-
gated pi-electron system and hence supporting fluorescence.

In the off-state, the p-hydroxyphenyl ring lies largely in plane with the  
CA66-CB66 bond, as well as with the CA66-C66 and the CA66-N66 bonds,  
indicating that the methine bridge connecting the two rings is 
maintained. However, in the off-state structure, the planarity of the 
five-membered ring was markedly distorted with the chromophoric  
C65 exhibiting a tetrahedral geometry indicative of an sp3 hybridi-
zation. A clear signal in the electron density map indicates a new 
hydroxyl group at the C65 atom, suggesting that the imidazolinone 
ring was converted into a 2-hydroxyimidazolidinone ring (Fig. 2a 
and Supplementary Fig. 9). We propose that the hydration of the 
imidazolinone ring shortens the chromophoric pi-electron system, 
resulting in the new absorption band at 340 nm and the simultaneous 
disappearance of the absorption bands at 412 and 511 nm (Fig. 1e).

To further confirm this light-induced chemical modification, we 
carried out electrospray ionization mass spectrometry (ESI-MS). 
To this end, switching of Dreiklang in solution (pH 6.9; 295 K) was 
monitored by measuring the fluorescence signal; the proteins in the 
respective states were immediately analyzed by ESI-MS under native 
conditions (in 18% acetonitrile). We found a mass difference of 18 o 
0.3 Da between the nonfluorescent state and the light-induced on-
state or the equilibrium state, respectively (Fig. 2a and Supplementary 
Figs. 10 and 11). This strongly indicates the reversible covalent addi-
tion of a water molecule that occurred parallel to changes in the fluo-
rescence signal. Hence, the ESI-MS data are in full agreement with the 
X-ray data, supporting the view of a reversible light-induced covalent 
chemical modification, that is, a hydration-dehydration reaction of 
the chromophoric five-membered ring as the underlying molecular 
mechanism of switching in Dreiklang.

A similar reversible hydration reaction was postulated, although 
controversially discussed, to occur during the chromophore forma-
tion of GFP27–29. This might suggest that the light-induced reversible 
switching of Dreiklang is based on a molecular reaction that is pos-
sibly occurring during chromophore maturation of some fluorescent 
proteins. Hence, we propose that Dreiklang may be used as a scaffold 
for further engineering and that this switching mechanism may be 
transferred to other fluorescent proteins.

Our mutagenesis studies showed that the amino acid residues Y203 
and E222 as well as the chromophore building G65 are crucial for the 
unusual switching characteristics of Dreiklang. The amino acids G65 
and Y203 facilitate the positioning of the side chain of E222 close to 
the imidazolinone ring (Fig. 2c). In the fluorescent-state, Y203 and 
E222 form hydrogen bonds to a water molecule (Wata) and thereby 
stabilize it in close vicinity to the C65 of the chromophore (Fig. 2d),  
a situation that is different in the nonswitchable GFP (avGFP-S65T)25 
(Fig. 2d, inset). In GFP, a water molecule corresponding to Wata is 
stabilized by water-mediated H-bonds only. We propose that Wata is 

Figure 2 Molecular basis of Dreiklang 
photoswitching. (a) Dreiklang in the fluorescent 
equilibrium-state (top), the nonfluorescent 
off-state (middle) and the fluorescent on-state 
(bottom). Left, top: representative Dreiklang 
protein crystal. Left, bottom: proposed chemical 
structure of the chromophore. Central: details 
of the X-ray structures (PDB IDs: 3ST2, 3ST3, 
3ST4, respectively, top to bottom). Shown is the 
chromophore (carbon, magenta/gray; oxygen, 
red; nitrogen, blue). In the equilibrium-state 
and the on-state, water Wata (magenta sphere) 
is additionally displayed. Final 2Fo–Fc electron 
densities are contoured at the 1S level. The 
off-state and the on-state structures have been 
successively recorded on the same protein 
crystal. Right: representative deconvoluted 
ESI-MS spectra of Dreiklang photoswitched in 
solution and measured under native conditions.  
(b) Overall Dreiklang ribbon structure displayed 
in two orthogonal views. (c) Chromophore and 
immediate surrounding of on-state Dreiklang 
(magenta) and GFP (PDB: 1EMA25) (cyan). 
The Van-der-Waals’ radii of important atoms 
are indicated by spheres to highlight structural 
restraints. The chromophores are depicted 
as ball and stick whereas the surrounding 
amino acid residues are shown in the stick 
representation. (d) Superimposed representations of the Dreiklang hydrogen bond network in the (fluorescent) equilibrium- and the off-states. 
Equilibrium-state carbons, magenta; off-state carbons, gray; oxygen, red; nitrogen, blue. Important water molecules are shown as magenta  
(equilibrium-state) and gray (off-state) spheres. Inset: hydrogen bond network in GFP.
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FIG. 3: Superimposed representations of the hydrogen-bond network around Dreiklang’s chro-

mophore in the ON- and OFF-states. Color scheme: ON-state carbons, magenta; OFF-state

carbons, gray; oxygen, red; nitrogen, blue. Important water molecules are shown as magenta (ON-

state) and gray (OFF-state) spheres. Inset: hydrogen-bond network in EGFP. Reproduced from

Ref. 7.

Given the importance of proton wires in the photocycle of FPs, here we revisit the question

of protonation states using more advanced computational protocols and assess the effect of

different protonation states on the excited states of the chromophore. Dreiklang operates

in a wide range of pH (6-9). Figure 3 shows superimposed crystal structures7 of the ON-

state (equilibrium structure, PDB ID 3ST2) and OFF-state (PDB ID 3ST3), indicating the

hydrogen-bond network around the chromophore. It also compares the network around the

Dreiklang chromophore with that in EGFP (PDB ID 1EMA)9. Dreiklang’s structure clearly

shows participation of His145, Glu222, and Ser205, as well as several water molecules. In

contrast, in EGFP chromophore forms hydrogen bonds with His148 (position 145 is occupied

by Tyr145 in EGFP), Thr203, and Glu222.

The two critical residues near the chromophore binding site in Dreiklang are Glu222 and

His145. A tentative mechanism proposed in Ref. 10 assumed that both Glu222 and His145

are in the neutral form, at least, in the ON-state. In our study of the thermal recovery

reaction20, we considered Glu222 to be deprotonated and pointed out that the change in
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its protonation state along the reaction profile plays an essential role. Given the significant

differences in hydrogen-bond network in Dreiklang relative to EGFP, protonation states

of the key residues should be carefully re-evaluated. We use the structure as the primary

gauge and compare the distances between the selected residues and the chromophore. In

some cases (e.g., for structures that have exactly the same atoms in the QM part), we also

consider total energies of the optimized structures.

After obtaining model structures for different forms of the chromophore and for different

protonation states of His145 and Glu222, we computed excitation energies and analyzed

the effect of the protein environment. The key finding is that in the neutral form of the

chromophore there is low-lying state of charge-transfer (CT) character (Tyr203→Chro), cor-

responding to electron transfer from Tyr203 to the chromophore. This state is only present

in the neutral form. We further investigate an implications of this states by dynamical sim-

ulations and geometry optimizations. Our results indicate that population of the CT state,

which is located within 0.25 eV from the bright locally excited (LE) state of ππ∗ character,

plays the key role in Dreklang’s photoswitching. On the basis of our calculations, we propose

a refined picture of photoconversion mechanism, summarized in Fig. 4. As discussed below,

this mechanism is consistent with all available experimental findings7,10.
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but this channel is suppressed in Dreiklang. Alternatively, the locally excited chromophore can
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After releasing the electron back to Tyr203, intermediate X undergoes nucleophilic attack by nearby

water, forming hydrated chromophore.
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the e↵ect of the protein environment. The key finding is that in the neutral form of the

chromophore there is low-lying state of charge-transfer (CT) character (Tyr203!Chro), cor-

responding to electron transfer from Tyr203 to the chromophore. This state is only present

in the neutral form. We further investigate an implications of this states by dynamical sim-

ulations and geometry optimizations. Our results indicate that population of the CT state,

which is located within ⇠0.25 eV ?? from the bright locally excited (LE) state of ⇡⇡⇤

character, plays the key role in Dreklang’s photoswitching. On the basis of our calculations,

we propose a refined picture of photoconversion mechanism, summarized in in Fig. 4. As

discussed below, this mechanism is consistent with all available experimental findings7,10.

H H

FIG. 4: Revised Dreiklang photocycle. Excitation of form A can lead to ESPT and fluorescence,

but this channel is suppressed in Dreiklang. Alternatively, the locally excited chromophore can

undergo a non-adiabatic transition to the CT state, which is then stabilized by proton transfer.

After releasing the electron back to Tyr203, intermediate X undergoes nucleophilic attack by nearby

water, forming hydrated chromophore.

The structure of the paper is as follows. We begin by describing computational protocols.

We then discuss the results of the simulations using di↵erent computational protocols. We

first consider di↵erent protonation states and the excited states of the chromophore. We

.-

FIG. 4: Revised Dreiklang’s photocycle. Excitation of form A can lead to ESPT and fluorescence,

but this channel is suppressed in Dreiklang. Alternatively, the locally excited chromophore can

undergo a non-adiabatic transition to the CT state, which is then stabilized by proton transfer.

After releasing the electron back to Tyr203, intermediate X undergoes nucleophilic attack by nearby

water, forming hydrated chromophore.

The structure of the paper is as follows. We begin by describing computational protocols.

We then discuss the results of the simulations using different computational protocols. We
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first consider different protonation states and the excited states of the chromophore. We

then discuss excited-state dynamics of the chromophore and the role of the CT state in the

photoconversion. We conclude by discussing the implications of the revised photocycle.

II. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS AND PROTOCOLS

We begin with the crystal structure of the recovered ON-state (3ST4), which is nearly

exactly superimposable on the equilibrium ON-structure (3ST2)7. The structure includes

two water molecules: W354 near the phenolate end and W242 near the imidazolinone moiety.

We note that in the previous study20 we used 3ST2 as the starting point for the ON-state

and the model structure also included additional water molecule, which is present in 3ST3

structure (OFF-state) but not seen in 3ST2 and 3ST4.

We consider the following protonation states: Chromophore is anionic or neutral in the

ON-state and is neutral in the OFF-state. Depending on the local environment, His145

can have 3 different protonation states: HSD (protonated at Nδ), HSE (protonated at Nε),

and HSP (protonated on both N, positively charged). Glu222 can be GLU (anionic) or

GLUP (protonated). Figures S1 and S2 in the SI summarize the names and definitions of

different protonation states. Propka21 suggested HSP state (pKa 2.2) for His145 and GLUP

state (pKa 9.2) for the Glu222, however, as described below, our calculations indicated that

alternative protonation states are more likely.

We build the model structures as follows. Starting from the PDB structure, hydrogen

atoms were added using the VMD plugin and a modified (to include the chromophore)

CHARMM27 topology file. Protonation states were initially assigned by Propka21 and then

manually set for the chromophore, His145, and Glu222. Charged amino acids on the surface

were locally neutralized by adding counterions close (∼4.5 Å) to them. Charged residues

that do not form salt bridges inside the protein barrel were also neutralized by adding

appropriate counter ions at the surface. For HSD-GLUP structures, this protocol resulted

in the addition of 19 Na+ and 12 Cl− in the neutral forms (ON- and OFF-states), and 19 Na+

and 11 Cl− in the anionic forms. For other protonation states the number of counter ions

was adjusted accordingly. The proteins were solvated in water boxes producing a buffer of 15

Å. TIP3P water model was used to describe water. Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations

were performed using these solvated neutralized model structures as follows:
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1. Minimization using steepest descent algorithm for 2000 steps (protein, crystal water,

counterions).

2. Minimization using steepest descent algorithm for 2000 steps of the fully solvated

structure (keeping protein frozen), with the subsequent equilibration of the solvent

(keeping the protein frozen) for 500 ps with 1 fs time step using NPT ensemble.

3. Full equilibration of the system for 2 ns (with 1 fs time step) with periodic boundary

condition (PBC) using the isobaric-isothermal NPT ensemble (Noose-Hoover barostat

with Langevin dynamics).

4. Production run for 2 ns with 1 fs time step using the NPT ensemble. Pressure and

temperature were kept at 1 atm and 298 K.

The structures from production-run MD simulations were used to compute average struc-

tural parameters. We also used 21 snapshots from MD simulations to compute QM/MM

excitation energies; in these calculations, the geometry of the QM part was not optimized.

To obtain better structures for more accurate estimate of the excitation energies, we

carried out QM/MM optimizations using ONIOM, starting from the final structures from

Step 1. To reduce the system size, in these calculations we removed the counterions and

pruned the solvation shell, only retaining waters within 4 Å from the surface of the protein.

The total size of the system in these calculations was ∼5900 atoms and the charge -7 (for

the neutral ON form in HSE-GLUP state).

In the MD and QM/MM simulations we used CHARMM27 parameters for standard

protein residues22 and the parameters derived by Reuter et al. for the anionic GFP

chromophore23. The parameters for the hydrated form of the chromophore were derived

from additional quantum mechanical calculations (optimized structures and NBO charges),

as described in the SI. QM/MM optimizations were carried out using the mechanical em-

bedding scheme (ONIOM). The definitions of the QM part used in ONIOM is shown in Fig.

5 (large QM). All coordinates were allowed to relax, except for the positions of link atoms

(Cα carbons of the amino-acid residues shown in Fig. 5), which were pinned to the positions

from the MM-relaxed structures.

The QM part was described by ωB97X-D/aug-cc-pVDZ in the QM/MM optimizations

and in the AIMD (ab initio MD) simulations. This functional24,25 belongs to the family
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of long-range corrected functionals in which the notorious self-interaction error (SIE) is

greatly reduced26–29; it also includes dispersion correction30. The benchmarks illustrated

excellent performance of ωB97x-D for structures and energy differences of a broad range of

compounds24,25. Using LRC functionals is particularly important for charged systems and

for describing CT states.

Excitation energies were computed using a finite cluster approach with slightly larger

QM system (extended QM, see Fig. 5). Excitation energies were computed using sev-

eral electronic structure methods: TD-DFT with ωB97X-D, SOS-CIS(D)31, EOM-CCSD32,

and XMCQDPT233. In these calculations we used the following basis sets: cc-pVDZ, aug-

cc-pVDZ on all atoms, and a mixed basis set, aug-cc-pVDZ on the heavy atoms of the

chromophore and Tyr203 and cc-pVDZ on the rest of the atoms. The charge of the the

large QM and extended QM is +1 for the neutral forms of the chromophore (due to the

positively charged arginine) and zero for the anionic forms for all protonation states of the

His148 and Glu222 except HSD-GLU, HSE-GLU, and HSP-GLUP (see Fig. S2 in the SI for

the definition of protonation states).

The XMCQDPT2 perturbation theory calculations were based on the CASSCF wave

functions obtained by distributing 16 electrons over 12 orbitals and using density averag-

ing.The active space included orbitals from the chromophore and Tyr203.

In addition, we computed excitation energies using electrostatic embedding, as in our

previous studies34–37. To prevent the overpolarization of the QM part, the charges on the

boundary atoms were redistributed as follows36,37: bonds before -CONH were cut and capped

with hydrogen atoms and the charge on CONH was set to zero; the excess charge was then

redistributed on other atoms of the residue to maintain the total charge of the amino acid.

These calculations were done using 21 snapshots from the MD trajectories (step 4 above)

and the large QM system with the aug-cc-pVDZ basis set.

Fig. 5 shows the QM parts used in the ONIOM optimizations (large QM) and in the

calculations of excitation energies (large QM and extended QM). We also carried calculations

with minimal QM (chromophore), and with the medium QM (chromophore and Tyr203).

Excited-state AIMD simulations were performed using the same protocol as geometry

optimization (ONIOM embedding, large QM, ωB97X-D/aug-cc-pVDZ, CHARMM27 force-

field), with constant energy ensemble and using initial velocities corresponding to 298 K

thermal distribution with 1 fs time step for 10 ps (10,000 steps).
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All electronic structure calculations were carried out with Q-Chem38,39, except for XMC-

QDPT2 calculations, which were carried out with Firefly40. MD simulations were performed

with NAMD41.The excited-state analysis was carried out using the libwfa library42. In the

SI, we also present the results for the structures from Ref. 20, which were obtained with a

different QM/MM protocol.

HSD145

CRO

ARG96

SER205

GLUP222

TYR203

W354

W242

HSD145

CRO
ARG96

TYR203

GLU222

SER205

W245

W835

W287

TYR203

HSE145

SER205

GLUP222

ARG96
CRO

W354

W242 LEU68

ILE64

HSE145

W245

SER205

TYR203

CRO

ARG96

ILE64

LEU68

W835

GLUP222

W287

FIG. 5: Top: Residues included in large QM in the QM/MM calculations of ON- (left) and

OFF-states. Bottom: Residues included in extended QM in the excited-state calculations of ON-

(left) and OFF-states. Small QM contains only the chromophore and medium QM contains the

chromophore and Tyr203. The total charge of the small and medium QM is zero for the A-form

(neutral chromophore) and -1 for the B-form (anionic chromophore). For large and extended QM,

the total charge of the QM is +1 for the A-form (ON and OFF) and zero for the B-form for all

protonation states of the His148 and Glu222 except HSD-GLU, HSE-GLU, and HSP-GLUP (see

Fig. S2 in the SI for the definition of protonation states). The numbering corresponds to the 3ST4

(left) and 3ST2 (right) crystal structures. For on-A (HSE-GLUP) structure, large and extended

QM comprised 113 and 118 atoms, respectively.
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Protonation states for the ON-state

It is instructive to begin by revisiting the hydrogen-bonding network around EGFP chro-

mophore. As clearly seen in Fig. 3, the EGFP network comprises Glu222, Ser205, Thr203,

and His148. In EGFP, position 145 is occupied by tyrosine (not shown in the figure), which

does not form a hydrogen bond with the chromophore. The protonation states of the key

residues in EGFP (in the anionic form) are well established: Glu222 is protonated (neutral)

and His148 is neutral (HSD form, protonated at Nδ).
12,36,37. In the neutral form, Glu222

is deprotonated12 and the protonation state of His148 is the same as in the anionic form.

We note that alternative protonation states are thermodynamically accessible and can be

populated, especially at different pH.

In Dreiklang, Thr203 is replaced by tyrosine, which participates in π-stacking instead

of hydrogen bonding. This difference has a major effect on the distance between Glu222

and Ser205: compare 4.18 Å in Dreiklang and 3.72 Å in EGFP. Another important differ-

ence is that His145 forms a hydrogen bond with the chromophore and His145 moves away.

Furthermore, T65G substitution, which, as was shown recently37, significantly weakens the

hydrogen-bonding network around the chromophore, increasing its flexibility in the excited

state.

Figures 6 and 7 show the definition of the key distances used to validate the structures

of the ON- and OFF-states. Tables S7-S12 in the SI contain the average values computed

along the MD trajectories, the values at the QM/MM optimized structures, and compare

them with the respective values from the crystal structures. These values are presented

graphically in Figs. 8 and 9. Fig. S6 in the SI shows relative energies of the optimized

structures for the model systems where the QM parts contains the same set of atoms, such

that the total energies are comparable.

We note that the comparison with crystal structure is complicated by the equilibrium

between the anionic and neutral chromophores. The averaged distances from the MD sim-

ulations generally agree well with the values from QM/MM optimization, which provides

validation of the force-field parameters; the largest differences are observed for d7 and d11

(water position). For the ON-state with the neutral chromophore, we observe the best agree-
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HIS145 is not a part of that network.

2 Distance analysis(MD, QM/MM optimization, and Ne-

mukin opt

d1

d3

d5

d6

d8
d9

d12
d13

CRO

HSD145

ASP146

ARG96

W354

TYR203
W242

CRO

W354

SER205
GLUP222

W242

d2d4

d7

d10

d11
d14

Figure 2: Distance between key residues in on state chromophore. (top left) MD/QMMM-OPT,
(top right) MD/QMMM-OPT, (bottom) OPT-nemukin.

d1 = CRO:OH-HIS145:CE1, d2 = CRO:N2-GLU222:OE1, d3 = CRO:O2-ARG96:NH2,
d4 = CRO:CE2-SER205:OG, d5 = CRO:OH-ASP146:O, d6 = CRO66:CG2-TYR203:CZ, d7 =
CRO66:OH-TIP354:OH2, d8= CRO:N2-TIP242:O,d9= TYR203:OH-TIP242:OH2, d10= GLU222:OE2-
TIP242:OH2, d11 = SER205:OG-TIP354:OH2, d12 = HIS145:ND1-TIP354:OH2, d13 = ASP146:O-
TIP354:OH2, d14= GLU222:OE1-SER205:OG

2.1 On neutral (A)

• As there are lots of distances listed in the Table 5 we focus on � values. We conclude
that HSE-GLUP is the best protonation state for on neutral chromophore.

3

FIG. 6: Definitions of selected distances used to compare various structures for the ON-

form: d1 = CRO:OH-HIS145:CE1, d2 = CRO:N2-GLU222:OE1, d3 = CRO:O2-ARG96:NH2,

d4 = CRO:CE2-SER205:OG, d5 = CRO:OH-ASP146:O, d6 = CRO66:CG2-TYR203:CZ,

d7 = CRO66:OH-TIP354:OH2, d8= CRO:N2-TIP242:O,d9= TYR203:OH-TIP242:OH2, d10=

GLU222:OE2-TIP242:OH2, d11 = SER205:OG-TIP354:OH2, d12 = HIS145:ND1-TIP354:OH2,

d13 = ASP146:O-TIP354:OH2, d14= GLU222:OE1-SER205:OG.

• As there are lots of distances listed in the Table 5 we focus on � values. We conclude
that HSD-GLUP is the best protonation state for on anionic chromophore.

• Nemukins optimization (QMMM) also conclude HSP-GLUP to be the lowest energy struc-
ture in ground state. Distance analyis is not avilable. However, from our calculation we
see some major disagreements on HSP-GLUP (d1, d4, d14). But on anionic is less im-
portant right now as reaction does not occurs from this chromophore. We need further
investigation to reach final conclusion.

2.3 O↵ neutral

CRO

HSD145

ASP146

ARG96

W354

TYR203

d1
d4

d6

d7
d11

d10

CRO

W354

SER205 GLUP222W287

d2

d3d5

d8

d9

d12
d13

d14

Figure 3: (Distance between key residues in o↵ state chromophore.

d1 = CRO:OH-HIS145:CE1, d2 = CRO:O1-GLU222:OE1, d3 = CRO:N2-GLU222:OE2,
d4 = CRO:O2-ARG96:NH2, d5 = CRO:CE2-SER205:OG, d6 = CRO:OH-ASP146:O, d7 =
CRO66:CG2-TYR203:CZ, d8 = CRO66:OH-TIP245:OH2, d9 = SER205:OG-TIP245:OH2, d10
= HIS145:ND1-TIP245:OH2, d11 = ASP146:O-TIP245:OH2, d12= GLU222:OE2-TIP287:OH2,
d13= SER205:OG-TIP287:OH2, d14= GLU222:OE1-SER205:OG.

6

FIG. 7: Definitions of selected distances used to compare various structures for the OFF-

form: d1 = CRO:OH-HIS145:CE1, d2 = CRO:O1-GLU222:OE1, d3 = CRO:N2-GLU222:OE2,

d4 = CRO:O2-ARG96:NH2, d5 = CRO:CE2-SER205:OG, d6 = CRO:OH-ASP146:O, d7 =

CRO66:CG2-TYR203:CZ, d8 = CRO66:OH-TIP245:OH2, d9 = SER205:OG-TIP245:OH2, d10

= HIS145:ND1-TIP245:OH2, d11 = ASP146:O-TIP245:OH2, d12= GLU222:OE2-TIP287:OH2,

d13= SER205:OG-TIP287:OH2, d14= GLU222:OE1-SER205:OG.

ment (as judged from the smallest standard deviations of the QM/MM optimized structures

from the X-ray structure) for the HSE-GLUP state (this is in agreement with Ref. 20).

The largest variations between different protonation states are observed for d2 (Glu222-

imidozalinone) and d14 (Ser205-Glu222). For the latter, the crystal structure value is 4.18

Å and the HSE-GLUP value is 4.72 Å, whereas other protonation states yield shorter dis-

tances — e.g., in the structures with GLU d14∼2.5 Å. In Ref. 20, d18=4.87 Å for HSE-GLUP
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(neutral ON-state), which is close to our present value. Further comparison between the

present model structures and those from Ref. 20 are available in the SI (Tables S7 and S8

and Figure S4).

In terms of the total electronic energies, HSE-GLUP is 0.33 eV below HSD-GLUP, which

is 0.42 eV lower than HSP-GLU; this energetics is consistent with the HSE-GLUP state

being the most favorable for the ON-state with the neutral chromophore. The gap between

HSD-GLU and HSE-GLUP is 1.05 eV.

For the anionic chromophore, we observe the best agreement for HSD-GLUP. Here again

d2 and d14 show the largest variations between different protonation states. The HSE-GLUP

state is also a viable candidate. In contrast, in Ref. 20 HSP-GLUP was used to describe

anionic ON-state. In terms of the structures, the largest difference between HSD-GLUP and

HSP-GLUP is in d14: compare 4.18 Å (X-ray) with 4.59 Å (HSD-GLUP) and 5.79 Å (HSP-

GLUP). For HSE-GLUP, the largest differences are observed for d11 (Wat-Asp146) and for

Chro-Tyr203: compare 5.14 Å (in HSE-GLUP) versus 2.59 (HSD-GLUP). Here again, MD

simulations and QM/MM optimizations are in qualitative agreement.

In terms of the total electronic energies, HSD-GLUP is only 0.35 eV below HSE-GLUP.

HSD-GLU and HSE-GLU are nearly isoenergetic (the latter is 0.1 eV lower). Hence, on

the basis of structures and energetics, HSD-GLUP appears to be the best match, but other

states cannot be ruled out.

Fig. 9 shows the key distances for the OFF-state. Here the differences between the

MD values and QM/MM optimizations are much larger (some values are off the chart),

highlighting the advantage of using rigorous QM potentials. For the OFF-state, we observe

the best agreement in terms of structures for the HSE-GLUP2, HSD-GLU, and HSP-GLU,

but the differences are not that large. Comparisons of the total energies favor HSD-GLUP-

OE2 (among HSD-GLUP-OE2, HSP-GLU, HSE-GLUP-OE2, HSE-GLUP, and HSD-GLUP

series) and HSD-GLU (relative to HSE-GLU); HSP-GLU is slightly most stable compared

to HSE-GLUP-OE2 (0.09 eV). In Ref. 20, HSE-GLUP and HSP-GLU were chosen as the

best candidates.
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FIG. 10: NTOs for the lowest bright states of the bare chromophores. Top left: anionic ON-state;

top right: neutral ON-state; bottom left: anionic OFF-state; bottom right: neutral OFF-state.

ωB97X-D/aug-cc-pVDZ.

B. Excited-state analysis

We begin by analyzing excited states of the isolated chromophores computed at their

equilibrium geometries (see the SI). Table I shows computed excitation energies and oscillator

strengths of the isolated chromophores in ON- and OFF-states and Fig. 10 shows the

respective natural transition orbitals (NTOs). The excited state of a GFP-like chromophore
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TABLE I: Excitation energies (eV) of the isolated chromophores (ON- and OFF-states, A and B

forms) computed at the optimized geometries (ωB97X-D/aug-cc-pVDZ). Oscillator strengths are

shown in parenthesisa.

System TDDFT SOS-CIS(D) EOM-CCSD XMCQDPT2 XMCQDPT2

aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ-modb

on-A 3.75 (0.72) 3.88 (1.04) 3.69 (0.98) 3.54 (0.50) 3.26 (0.49)

331 nm 320 nm 336 nm 350 nm 380 nm

on-B 3.10 (1.00) 2.75 (1.07) 2.95 (1.14) 2.58 (1.11) 2.40 (1.02)

400 nm 451 nm 420 nm 481 nm 517

off-A 4.29 (0.60) 4.62 (0.71) 4.01 (0.88) 4.47 (0.68)c 4.04 (0.42)

289 nm 268 nm 309 nm 277 nm 307 nm

off-B 3.39 (0.91) 3.07 (1.07)d 3.23 (1.11) 3.02 (0.90) 2.82 (0.78)

366 nm 404 nm 384 nm 411 nm 440 nm
a The lowest excited state is the bright state in all cases except when marked otherwise.

b aug-cc-pVDZ on heavy atoms and cc-pVDZ on hydrogens.

c The lowest bright state corresponds to the S0-S2 transition.

d The lowest bright state corresponds to the S0-S2 transition.

corresponds to the π → π∗ transition, with the main action happening on the methyne

bridge43. Consistently with previous studies44,45, we observe that lower-level methods (TD-

DFT) overestimate the excitation energies. EOM-CCSD energies are 0.06-0.28 eV below the

TD-DFT ones. XMCQDPT2 energies are below the EOM-CCSD energies by 0.4-0.5 eV for

on-A and on-B, but are nearly he same for off-A. We note a generally good agreement between

SOS-CIS(D) and XMCQDPT2 for all four cases: the differences are less than 0.4 eV and

XMCQDPT2 values are below SOS-CIS(D). However, all methods capture (qualitatively)

the large red shift (∼0.6 eV) between the neutral and anionic chromophores (we note that

SOS-CIS(D) overestimates the shift by almost a factor of 2). The shift can be explained

in the framework of the Hückel model43 and is due to the increased delocalization on the

methine bridge in the anionic form. The oscillator strength for the anionic form is higher

than that for the neutral, but the values depend on the method, i.e., the ratio is 1.2 for

EOM-CCSD, 1.4 for TD-DFT, and 2.2 for XMCQDPT2.
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As expected, the excitation energies in the hydrated chromophore (OFF-state) are blue-

shifted relative to the ON-state by roughly 0.6 eV due to disrupted conjugation. Here again

all methods are in a qualitative agreement, although SOS-CIS(D) yields much higher values

than TD-DFT, EOM-CCSD, and XMCQDPT2.

As the next step, we consider the effect of the environment on excitation energies. The

protein environment is important for quantitative comparison of the theoretical values with

the experiment12,34–36. Here we primarily rely on a finite cluster approach and compute

excitation energies using the extended QM system (Fig. 5). To assess the effect of the

protein beyond the extended QM, we also include the results of the QM/MM calculations

using electrostatic embedding computed for 21 snapshots taken from the MD simulations.

Figures S7 and S8 in the SI show the NTOs (TD-DFT/aug-cc-pVDZ/extended QM) of

the lowest states of the neutral and anionic forms for the ON state. As one can see, the

two lowest states in the on-A form correspond to the CT state (Tyr203→Chro) and bright

LE state (ππ∗). In the on-B form, the lowest excited state of ππ∗ character. In QM-only

calculations (extended QM), the second excited state is of CT character (0.3-0.8 eV above),

but this states disappear when the rest of the protein is included. The protonation states

of His145 and Glu222 affect the excitation energies, but not the characters of the states.

Importantly, the low-lying CT state appear in all protonation forms of on-A.

Table S14 in the SI shows TD-DFT excitation energies computed for large and extended

QM with different basis sets for the on-A form. As one can see, protein environment (com-

pare extnednded QM with bare chromophore) leads to a red shift of the excitation energy

of the LE state by 0.2-0.4 eV. We observe the lowest excitation energy HSE-GLUP (the

most likely protonation state) and the highest in HSP-GLU. The differences between large

and extended QM are less than 0.1 eV. The effect of the basis set is small — for all forms,

changing the basis from the cc-pVDZ to a mixed basis (aug-cc-pVDZ on the chromophore

and Tyr203 and cc-pVDZ on the rest) and to the full aug-cc-pVDZ basis leads to small red

shifts for all protonation states; the largest magnitude was 0.06 eV. To estimate the effect of

the rest of the protein, we compare the results of the QM and QM/MM calculations using

MD snapshots (Table S13 in the SI): as one can see, including the rest of the protein leads

to a small blue shift of about 0.1 eV for the LE state. The results for the CT state show

somewhat stronger dependence on the computational protocol. At the TD-DFT level, the

CT state appears 0.3-0.5 eV below the LE state in finite-cluster calculations. Increasing
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basis set can blue-shift its energy by up to 0.03 eV. Interestingly, including the effect of the

rest of protein (Table S13) leads to a larger blue-shift of the CT state than for the LE state

(0.25 versus ∼0.1). The results suggest that the position of the CT state in the QM-only

calculations is slightly underestimated. We attribute this effect to the overstabilization of

the CT state by the positively charged arginine in finite-cluster calculations; including the

rest of the protein and the counterions leads to the partial screening of the arginine field

and, therefore, increases the energy of the CT state. We also note that the position of the

CT state is sensitive to the counterions and varies among the snapshots; this is similar to

the trends reported in Refs. 34,46.

Importantly, even including this additional correction, the CT state appears below the

LE state at TD-DFT level in the neutral chromophore in all protonation states of His145 and

Glu222. To further refine the positions of the LE and CT states, we computed excitation

energies using XMCQDPT2; these results are collected in Table S17. Similar to the isolated

chromophore, the XMCQDPT2 excitation energies of the ππ∗ state are red-shifted relative

to TD-DFT. The inclusion of the protein environment has the same effect as in TD-DFT

— overall red shift relative to the isolated chromophore. In the finite-cluster calculations,

the XMCQDPT2 excitation energies of the LE state appear to be red-shifted relative to the

experiment by 0.4 eV in HSD-GLUP and by 0.2 in HSE-GLUP protonation states; including

the effect of the rest of the protein is expected to reduce this discrepancy. Importantly,

XMCQDPT2 calculations confirm the presence of the CT state. At this level of theory, the

gap between the LE and CT states is smaller than at TD-DFT level, which is consistent

with the tendency of TD-DFT to overestimate the positions of valence excited states and

to underestimate the position of CT states. In the HSE-GLUP form, our best candidate

for the neutral ON-form, the CT state is 0.3 eV below LE state at XMCQDPT2 state in

finite-cluster calculation. Extrapolating to the full protein, we expect this gap to shrink to

about 0.15 eV.

These comparisons provide a measure of the uncertainty of the calculations of the due

to basis set, QM size, and the correlation treatment; they also quantify the variations due

to different protonation states. Importantly, although we cannot pin the exact location of

the CT state, our results indicate that it is energetically close to the LE state. Taking into

account the variations in energies due to different protonation states and uncertainties of

computational protocols, we estimate that the CT state is within 0.25 eV from the LE state
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in the neutral ON-state. We also observe that its position is very sensitive to the hydrogen

bond pattern and the dynamics of counter-ions. Hence, its energy can fluctuate in the course

of thermal motions, bringing it in resonance or below the LE state. Hence, the CT state

can be accessed either via direct excitation (since it has non-zero oscillator strength) or via

non-adiabatic transition from the LE state. Since CT states are known to be involved in

bleaching and some photochonversions36,46–48, the appearance of this state in Dreiklang is

highly suggestive of its role in photoconversion. Below we further investigate this question.

Tables S15 and S18 show the results for the anionic chromophore (on-B form). In this

case, all methods (TD-DFT and XMCQDPT2, both finite-cluster and QM/MM calculations)

agree that the lowest state is LE of ππ∗ character. In finite-cluster calculations, TD-DFT

shows the CT state about 0.3-0.6 eV above the LE state, but when the rest of the protein

is included, this state disappears. The effect of the protein leads to a small shift of the

LE state (-0.2/+0.02 eV). The differences between the cc-pVDZ and aug-cc-pVDZ bases do

not exceed 0.1 eV. Better treatment of electron correlation leads to substantial red-shift,

up to 0.6 eV. Comparing to the experimental value (2.43 eV), the XMCQDPT2 values are

within 0.1-0.2 eV, depending on the protonation state. At the XMCQDPT2 level, the best

agreement is observed for HSE-GLUP and HSD-GLU structures.

The results for the OFF-state (shown in Tables S16 and S19 in the SI) reveal similar

trends. In this case, the protein environment leads to larger red shifts of 0.4-0.8 eV, depend-

ing on the protonation state. On the XMCQDPT2 level, the best agreement with experiment

is observed for HSE-GLUP and HSE-GLUP2 structures (and the largest deviation — for

HSE-GLU and HSD-GLUP2).

In summary, Fig. 11 shows these results for excited-state calculations graphically. Based

on our results, the excitation energies in different protonation states are close and cannot

be used to rule out some protonation states. Moreover, given the small energy differences

between the respective optimized structures, different protonation states can be populated

simultaneously. The excitation energies for our best candidates (based on the structural

analysis) are as follows: on-A/HSE-GLUP — TD-DFT is 3.4 eV and XMCQDPT2 is 2.93

eV (including extrapolation), to be compared with 3.01 experimental value; on-B/HSD-

GLUP — TD-DFT is 3.0 eV and XMCQDPT2 is 2.2 eV, to be compared with 2.43 eV

experimental value; on-B/HSE-GLUP — TD-DFT is 3.0 eV and XMCQDPT2 is 2.4 eV, to

be compared with 2.43 eV experimental value; and for the off-A/HSE-GLUP2 form — 3.9
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eV/3.6 eV; HSD-GLU: 3.7/3.4 eV, HSP-GLU: 3.9/3.5 eV; all these numbers are reasonably

close to the experimental value of 3.65 eV. The results also suggest that the shoulder at 2.58

eV in the absorption spectrum of the ON-state (Fig. 2) may be due to either the presence

of another major protonation state or CT state of the neutral chromophore.
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FIG. 11: Excitation energies for different model system shown against the experimental values.

Top: TD-DFT/aug-cc-pVDZ; bottom: XMCQDPT2/aug-cc-pVDZ/cc-pVDZ. Extended QM.
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C. Implications of the CT state and possible mechanism for photo-reaction
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FIG. 12: Proposed reaction on the CT state. AIMD and excited-state optimization reveal that

the steps leading to the formation of X6-2/X7 are nearly barrierless and proceed on the scale of

∼100-200 fs. The last two steps (shown by dashed arrows), back electron transfer from Chro to

Tyr203, nucleophilic addition of OH− to Chro, and reprotonation of Tyr203, are hypothesized.

The structures of the possible intermediates are defined in Fig. S9 in the SI.

Fig. 4 shows the essential steps of Dreiklang photocycle and outlines the revised photo-

conversion mechanism via the CT state. The CT state can be populated either via direct

excitation or by non-adiabatic transition from the LE state. This is followed by a rapid pro-

ton transfer from a nearby residue. The protonated neutral radical chromophore looses the

extra electron and undergoes nucleophilic addition of OH− from the nearby water. Below

we describe computational support of the proposed mechanism.

To investigate possible excited-state pathways, we carried out geometry optimization

and AIMD simulations for the CT and LE states (for the on-A-HSE-GLUP structure). Fig.

12 shows the structural transformation along the AIMD/optimization trajectories. Fig. 13

shows additional details of the AIMD simulations: energy profiles of the two lowest electronic

states (Kohn-Sham reference state and the lowest TD-DFT state) and the charges of the
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key residues (chromophore and Tyr203) in these two states; the results are shown in the

right panel of Fig. 13. The abrupt changes in the charges clearly indicate the instances of

proton transfer.

In the CT state, both the optimization and AIMD simulations show rapid (on the scale of

∼100-250 fs) and barrierless proton-transfer steps leading to the formation of the protonated

chromophore; this can be rationalized by increased basisity of the imidozalinone nitrogen

caused by the electron attachment. First, proton is transferred from Glu222 to imidozalinone

nitrogen (this happens within 50 fs). Then Glu222 is reprotonated via proton transfer

from Tyr203 (acidified as a result of the electron transfer to the chromophore) via water-

mediated pathway. This process is completed in 200-250 fs. At this point, the CT state

is energetically nearly degenerate with the reference Kohn-Sham state (S0); or, in other

words, the Chro-Tyr203 radical pair (neutral protonated radical chromophore and neutral

deprotonated Tyr203 radical, X6-2 structure) is nearly isoenergetic with the closed-shell ion-

pair state (in which the chromophore is protonated and positively charged and Tyr203 is

deprotonated and negatively charged, X7 structure). Hence, one can assume back-electron

transfer resulting in the formation of the ground-state X7 intermediate.
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FIG. 13: Left: Energies of the Kohn-Sham reference state (S0) and CT state along the AIMD

trajectory on the CT potential energy surface. Right: Charges on the chromophore and Tyr203

in the Kohn-Sham reference state and the CT state (lowest TDDFT state). Labels X5, X6, and

X7 denote points along the trajectories when structures resembling these intermediates are formed

(see Fig. S9 in the SI; X6-1 refers to HSE-GLU; X6-2 refers to HSE-GLUP2).
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Based on these observations, X6-2 (Chro.-Tyr203. radical pair) or X7 (Chro+-Tyr203−

zwitterion) are our candidates for the intermediate X observed spectroscopically in time-

resolved study10. Experimentally10, strong transient absorption was observed at 2.67-2.88

eV (with 100 fs kinetics); then at the nanosecond scale formation of the intermediate X

adsorbing at 2.76 eV was observed. Hence, both short-time transient absorption and longer

time-scale absorption occurs at about 2.8 eV, which is 0.2 eV red-shifted relative to the

absorption of the form A.

At the geometry taken from AIMD trajectory at time ∼248 fs, the excitation energy of

the zwitter ion X7 (computed as the lowest bright transition from the Kohn-Sham reference

state) is 3.56 eV (oscillator strength 0.40), which is too high compared to the experimental

absorption of X. On the other hand, the excitation energy of the radical pair X6-2 (com-

puted as the lowest bright transition from the lowest TDDFT state) is 2.93 eV (oscillator

strength 0.22). The large difference in the excitation energies of the two structures can

be easily rationalized: protonation of the closed-shell neutral chromophore should lead to

a blue-shift relative to the parent on-A form, whereas the absorption of the radical anion

(chromophore with the additional electron) or protonated neutral radical is expected to be

red-shifted relative to the respective closed-shell parent species. Hence, X6-2 appears to be a

good candidate for the hot I∗ intermediate formed on the femtosecond timescale10. Further

changes in its excitation energy (leading to small blue shift in the absorption of X relative

to I∗) might be due to the structural relaxation of the protein.

Back electron-transfer step (Chro→Tyr203) would result in the formation of X7 in which

the chromophore is positively charged and, therefore, appears to be a good candidate for

nucleophilic attack by the nearby water, leading to the formation of hydrated chromophore

and reprotonation of Tyr203. Our preliminary calculations indicate that this step would

require to overcome a barrier — the scan along water-imidozalinone distance (Fig. S14 in

the SI) yields a barrier of ∼25 kcal/mol, which is very similar to the barrier of the thermal

recovery reaction. This is relatively crude estimate, which should be regarded as an upper

bound on the barrier; more accurate estimates would be a subject of future studies. The

delayed appearance of the hydrated chromophore is consistent with such a barrier. We note

that, in contrast to thermal recovery reaction, the reaction may still be rather fast, because

of the high excess energy available to the system (see left panel in Fig. 13). We validated (by

AIMD simulations) that once the system reaches this transition state, the dynamics swiftly
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proceeds downhill, leading to the formation of the hydrated chromophore and reprotonated

Tyr203. The AIMD simulations also show that the reverse reaction, from X7 back to the

neutral chromophore and reprotonated Tyr203, is very efficient and can compete with the

final step of the nucleophilic addition.

In contrast to the CT state, geometry optimization and AIMD simulation (1 ps long

trajectory) on the LE potential energy surface do not show any significant structural changes,

i.e., no evidence of the ultrafast ESPT from the chromophore (Fig. S13) posited in Ref. 10.

In summary, the following picture of Dreiklang’s photocycle emerges from the results of

our theoretical modeling:

1. Excitation of the anionic form (peak B in the ON-state) leads to fluorescence.

2. Excitation of the neutral form (peak A in the ON-state) leads non-adiabatic transition

to the CT state, from which photochemical transformation is ensued. It can also lead

to ESPT and fluorescence from the anionic state (as in main photocycle of wt-GFP),

but this channel is strongly suppressed.

This picture differs from the mechanism outlined in Ref. 10, where it was proposed that

photochemistry unravels in the anionic state, formed by ESPT from photoexcited form

A. An obvious flaw in the ESPT mechanism is that it does not explain why there is no

photoconversion upon the direct excitation of the anionic form. In contrast, our proposed

mechanism via the CT state, which can only be populated by the excitation of the neutral

form, explains the essential trait of Dreiklang, the decoupling of the fluorescence excitation

(produced via the anionic form) from the photoconversion (produced by excitation of the

neutral form).

Ref. 10 invoked ESPT because of the observed isotope effect. This effect can be explained

by concerted proton transfer to the chromophore in CT state. Ref. 10 postulated ESPT to

explain the observed short-time dynamics (510 fs) and commented out that this process is an

order of magnitude faster than ESPT in GFP (2 ps), which is inconsistent with lack of strong

fluorescence following the excitation of peak A and increased pKa of the chromophore. Our

AIMD simulations on the LE PES show no evidence of the ultrafast ESPT. The authors of

Ref. 10 also commented that the ESPT dynamics in Dreiklang is significantly less sensitive

to H/D exchange than in GFP, deuterium slowing the observed kinetics by a factor of 1.5

instead of 5. Our simulations strongly suggest that what is seen on the femtosecond time
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scale is formation of radical pair Chro.-Tyr203. in which the chromophore is protonated on

imidozalinone’s nitrogen and Tyr203 is deprotonated. Our dynamics shows 250 fs time for

proton transfers, but one needs also to include time for non-adiabatic transition from the LE

state populating the CT state. Sub-picosecond timescales are very likely and there should

be some isotope effect.

In addition, our revised photocycle is consistent with the following observations. As

pointed out in Ref. 7, the essential difference between the parent system (Citrine) and

Dreiklang is the upshift of the pKa of the ON-state of the chromophore (7.2 versus 5.7),

which increased the effectiveness of photoconversion. Larger pKa suggests that the ESPT

from the neutral form is suppressed, making the population of CT state more competitive.

Note that fluorescence excitation spectrum (Fig. 1B from Ref. 7) shows that very little

fluorescence is produced by excitation of the peak A. We note that the photoconversion is

achieved by continuous irradiation in the course of ∼5 s, which suggests that the quantum

yield for this process is relatively small.

Ref. 7 emphasized that Tyr203 and Glu222 (and Gly65) are crucial for Dreiklang function.

They also comment that in the fluorescent-state, Tyr203 and Glu222 form hydrogen bonds

to a water molecule and thereby stabilize it in close vicinity to the C65 of the chromophore,

a situation that is different in the nonswitchable GFP (avGFP-S65T). This strengthens the

argument that the reaction may proceed by concerted proton transfer from water-to-Glu222-

to-Chro.

We conclude by noting that neither the ET step (population of the CT state) nor the

subsequent the barrierless proton-transfer steps should be affected by temperature, meaning

that these steps would not be suppressed at cryogenic temperature. We also note that previ-

ous studies indicate that the photoinduced recovery of the ON-state might be barierrless20.

This suggest that Dreiklang could be a good starting point for developing photoswitchable

fluorescent protein that can operate at low temperatures, as desired for cryogenic super-

resolution imaging applications49,50.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this contribution, we investigated properties of the fluorescent protein Dreiklang using

high-level electronic structure methods combined with QM/MM and dynamics simulations.
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The results allowed us to quantify the spectral consequences of possible protonation states

of the key residues around the chromophore and to refine the properties of the low-lying

excited states. The key finding is that the neutral (protonated) ON-state of Dreiklang

features low-lying state of CT character (Tyr203→Chro), which is energetically close to

the LE and is stongly affected by hydrogen bonding and thermal motions. Once this state

is populated (either by direct photoexcitation or via non-adiabatic transition), the system

undergoes a cascade of proton transfer steps leading to the protonation of the chromophore

(on imidozalinone’s nitrogen) and formation of the neutral Chro-Tyr203 radical pair, nearly

iso-energetic with the zwitter-ionic state (in which Tyr203 is in deprotonated anionic state

and the chromophore is positively charged). This structure appears to be a good candidate

for nucleophilic addiction of hydroxide to the chromophore, coupled with reprotonation of

Tyr203.

This mechanism is consistent with the available experimental data. The disrupted

hydrogen-bonding network around the chromophore and its reduced acidity explain that the

canonical ESPT route is strongly suppressed, making the CT channel competitive. The key

role of the CT state, which is only accessible by photoexcitation of the on-A form, explains

the unique feature of Dreiklang, the decoupling of fluorescence from the photoswitching.
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2. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

In addition to the structures obtained by the computational protocol described in the

main manuscript, we also consider the structures from our previous study1 in which we

started with 3ST2 structure and used QM/MM optimization with electrostatic embedding,

as implemented in NWChem. The QM part was described by M06-L/cc-pVDZ and the

MM part was described by the AMBER forcefield2. In these calculations1, QM included

the chromophore, side chains of Gln94, Arg96, His145, Tyr203, Ser205, and Glu222, and

seven water molecules. This definition is similar to our extended QM. We note that these

model structures also included additional water molecule, which is present in 3ST3 structure

(OFF-state) but not seen in 3ST2 and 3ST4. The comparisons between the two protocols

quantify the effect of the level of theoretical treatment.

The key structural parameters two sets of structures are compared in Tables S7-S12 below

and graphically in Figs. S4 and S5.

3. FORCEFIELD PARAMETERS FOR THE NEUTRAL HYDRATED

CHROMOPHORE

To derive missing forcefield parameters (for the OFF-form of the chromophore) we fol-

lowed a protocol described in our previous work3,4. The key equations and the values of the

forcefield parameters are given below.

FIG. S3: From left to right: proline, chromophore in off-state, threonine.

∆q(on,charmm−qm) = qon,charmm − qNBO(on,qm) (1)



4

q(off,charmm) = qNBO(off,qm) + ∆q(on,charmm−qm) (2)

E = k(b− b0)
2 (3)

koff,param =
koff,theory
kon,theory

× kon−charmm (4)

b0 is the equilibrium bond length.

E = k(A− A0)
2 (5)

koff,param =
koff,theory
kon,theory

× kon−charmm (6)

A0 is the equilibrium bond angle.

E = k[1 + cos(nφ− δ)] (7)

where n is the phase, δ is the optimized dihedral angle.

koff,param =
koff,theory
kon,theory

× kon−charmm (8)
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TABLE S1: Partial charges in the OFF-state.

Atom,off on,charmm on,qm ∆q(on,charmm−qm) ∆qadjusted off,qm off, charmm

C1(threonine) 0.10 0.15 -0.05 -0.02 0.67 0.69

N2 (proline) -0.74 -0.28 -0.46 -0.43 -0.68 -0.25

N3 -0.64 -0.52 -0.12 -0.09 -0.56 -0.47

C2 0.8 0.74 0.06 0.09 0.74 0.65

O2 -0.61 -0.60 -0.01 0.02 -0.63 -0.65

CA2 0.24 0.05 0.19 0.22 0.12 -0.10

CB2 -0.10 -0.09 -0.01 0.02 -0.24 -0.26

HB2 0.1 0.28 -0.18 -0.15 0.27 0.42

CG2 0.00 -0.11 0.11 0.14 -0.09 -0.23

CD1 -0.115 -0.14 0.025 0.06 -0.185 -0.245

HD11 0.115 0.27 -0.155 -0.12 0.25 0.37

CD2 -0.115 -0.14 0.025 0.06 -0.185 -0.245

HD21 0.115 0.27 -0.155 -0.12 0.25 0.37

CE1 -0.115 -0.27 0.155 0.19 -0.275 -0.465

HE11 0.115 0.27 -0.155 -0.12 0.25 0.37

CE2 -0.115 -0.27 0.155 0.19 -0.275 -0.465

HE21 0.115 0.27 -0.155 -0.12 0.25 0.37

CZ 0.11 0.38 -0.27 -0.24 0.34 0.58

OH -0.54 -0.68 0.14 0.17 -0.70 -0.87

OHH 0.43 0.52 -0.09 -0.06 0.50 0.56

OT (threonine) -0.78 -0.65 -0.13 -0.10 -0.75 -0.65

HT(threonine) 0.50 0.44 0.06 0.09 0.50 0.41

HH (proline) 0.41 0.11 0.30 0.33 0.44 0.11

CA3 -0.18 -0.18

HA31 0.09 0.09

HA32 0.09 0.09

C 0.51 – – – 0.51

O -0.51 – – – – -0.51

N -0.47 – – – – -0.47

HN 0.31 – – – – 0.31

CA -0.02 -0.02

HA1 0.09 0.09

HA2 0.09 0.09
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TABLE S2: Optimized bond lengths involving key atoms.

Bonds Bon,charmm Bon,opt Boff,opt

C1-N2 (proline) 1.434 1.46 1.45

N2-CA2 1.40 1.41 1.39

N2-HH (proline) 0.997 1.02 1.01

C1-OT (threonine) 1.42 1.40 1.41

C1-CA 1.49 1.49 1.53

C1-N3 1.39 1.38 1.45

TABLE S3: Parameterization of the force constant k for bond lengths.

Bonds kon,charmm kon,theory koff,theory koff,theory/kon,theory koff,param

C1-N2 (proline) 320 1156.50 1226.15 1.06 339.27

N2-CA2 400 940.00 1257.53 1.34 535.12

N2-HH (proline) 440 976.40 1044.80 1.07 470.82

C1-OT (threonine) 428 847.14 744.22 0.88 376.00

C1-CA 354 562.25 542.79 0.965 341.75

C1-N3 320 1156.50 1226.15 1.06 339.27

TABLE S4: Optimized bond angles involving key atoms.

Angles Aon,charmm Aon,opt Aoff,opt

N2-C1-N3 114.0 113.99 102.31

C1-N2-CA2 106.0 106.18 111.21

HH-N2-C1 (proline) 117.0 111.44 115.90

HH-N2-CA2 117.0 111.44 117.8

OT-C1-CA (threonine) 110.1 112.6 110.31

OT-C1-N2 (threonine) 110.1 112.6 107.90

OT-C1-N3 (threonine) 110.1 112.6 111.39

N2-CA2-CB2 129.5 129.58 130.17

N2-CA2-C2 108.3 108.73 106.54

C1-N3-C2 107.9 113.47 108.26

CA-C1-N3 (threonine) 113.5 111.6 112.01
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TABLE S5: Parameterization of the force constant k for bond angles.

Angles kon,charmm kon,theory koff,theory koff,theory/kon,theory koff,param

N2-C1-N3 130.0 444.28 347.33 0.78 101.6

C1-N2-CA2 130.0 438.63 259.98 0.59 77.05

HH-N2-C1 (proline) 35.0 89.73 79.69 0.89 31.08

HH-N2-CA2 35.0 89.73 79.69 0.89 31.08

OT-C1-CA (threonine) 75.7 232.18 259.37 1.12 84.56

OT-C1-N2(N3) (threonine) 75.7 232.18 259.37 112 84.56

N2-CA2-CB2 45.8 151.23 169.42 1.12 51.3

N2-CA2-C2 130.0 472.5 376.50 0.797 103.6

C1-N3-C2 130.0 498.24 305.6 0.61 79.7

CA-C1-N3 (threonine) 70.0 180.72 179.47 0.99 69.5

TABLE S6: Parameterization of the force constant k for dihedral angles.

Angles kon,charmm n δ koff,theory/kon,theory koff,param

OT-C1-N2-HH 0.16 3 180 0.263 0.053

OT-C1-N2-CA2 0.20 3 0 13.83 2.213

CA-C1-N2-HH 0.16 3 180 0.263 0.053

HH-N2-CA2-CB2 0.16 3 0 0.263 0.053

HH-N2-CA2-C2 0.20 3 180 13.83 2.213

HH-N2-C1-N3 0.20 3 180 13.83 2.213

CA-C1-N3-CA3 0.16 3 0 0.263 0.053

OT-C1-N3-CA3 0.16 3 0 0.263 0.053

CA-C1-N3-C2 0.20 3 180 13.83 2.213
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4. STRUCTURES OF MODEL SYSTEMS

TABLE S7: Comparison of the distances from MD and QM/MM simulations with crystal structure

3ST4 (ON-state). The chromophore is neutral (A-form). ’md’ denotes structures averaged over

equilibrium MD trajectories. ’opt’ and ’opt2’ denote the QM/MM optimized structures obtained

with present protocol and with the protocol from Ref. 1, respectively.

D 3ST4 HSE- ∆ HSE- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSP- ∆

GLU GLUP GLU GLUP GLU

d1 md 3.52 3.42(0.3) 0.10 3.96(0.8) 0.44 3.74(0.4) 0.22 3.63(0.4) 0.11 4.68(1.0) 1.16

opt – 3.31 0.21 3.92 0.4 3.53 0.01 4.2 0.68 3.78 0.26

opt2 – 3.45 0.07 3.50 0.02 3.49 0.03 3.46 0.06

d2 md 2.97 3.94(0.3) 0.97 3.44(0.3) 0.47 3.92(0.3) 0.95 3.54(0.4) 0.57 4.00(0.3) 1.03

opt – 3.99 1.02 2.78 0.19 4.06 1.09 2.86 0.11 4.00 1.03

opt2 – 3.46 0.49 3.09 0.12 3.44 0.47 3.49 0.52

d3 md 2.73 3.42(0.3) 0.69 2.77(0.1) 0.04 2.74(0.1) 0.01 2.77(0.1) 0.04 2.74(0.1) 0.01

opt – 2.58 0.15 2.62 0.11 2.6 0.13 2.67 0.06 2.61 0.12

opt2 – 2.77 0.04 2.85 0.12 2.80 0.07 2.81 0.08

d4 md 3.81 3.60(0.2) 0.21 4.82(0.8) 1.01 3.62(0.2) 0.19 3.91(0.3) 0.10 4.02(0.7) 0.21

opt – 3.53 0.28 3.67 0.14 3.52 0.29 3.77 0.04 3.38 0.43

opt2 – 3.96 0.15 3.92 0.11 3.96 0.36 4.16 0.35

d5 md 4.04 4.38(0.4) 0.34 4.08(0.3) 0.04 4.05(0.4) 0.01 3.86(0.3) 0.18 4.67(0.4) 0.63

opt – — – — — — —- — – —- –

opt2 – — – — — — — — — —- —-

d6 md 3.64 3.85(0.2) 0.21 3.82(0.2) 0.18 3.88(0.2) 0.24 3.87(0.2) 0.23 3.82(0.2) 0.18

opt – 3.69 0.05 3.52 0.12 3.63 0.01 3.6 0.04 3.59 0.05

opt2 – 3.85 0.21 3.63 0.01 3.68 0.04 3.67 0.03

d7 md 2.63 V.L – 2.69(0.1) 0.06 2.71(0.1) 0.08 2.74(0.1) 0.11 3.19(0.8) 0.56

opt – 2.97 0.34 2.59 0.04 2.63 0 2.63 0 3.59 0.18

opt2 – 2.59 0.04 2.66 0.03 2.66 0.03 2.67 0.04

d8 md 3.41 3.18(0.2) 0.23 3.43(0.2) 0.02 3.49(0.3) 0.08 3.43(0.2) 0.02 3.6(0.3) 0.19

opt – 3.25 0.16 3.22 0.19 3.71 0.3 3.27 0.14 3.59 0.18

opt2 – 3.05 0.36 3.26 0.15 3.02 0.39 3.01 0.40

d9 md 2.89 2.92(0.2) 0.03 2.99(0.3) 0.10 2.88(0.2) 0.01 2.99(0.3) 0.10 2.96(0.2) 0.07

opt – 2.64 0.25 2.68 0.21 2.78 0.11 2.67 0.22 2.79 0.10

opt2 – 2.82 0.07 2.81 0.08 2.79 0.10 2.81 0.08

d10 md 2.69 2.63(0.1) 0.06 2.81(0.2) 0.12 2.63(0.1) 0.06 2.78(0.2) 0.09 2.66(0.1) 0.03

opt – 2.58 0.11 2.7 0.01 2.8 0.11 2.72 0.03 2.73 0.04

opt2 – 2.67 0.02 2.75 0.06 2.67 0.02 2.67 0.02
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TABLE S8: Comparison of the distances from MD and QM/MM simulations with crystal structure

3ST4 (ON-state). The chromophore is neutral (A-form). ’md’ denotes structures averaged over

equilibrium MD trajectories. ’opt’ and ’opt2’ denote the QM/MM optimized structures obtained

with present protocol and with the protocol from Ref. 1, respectively.

D 3ST4 HSE- ∆ HSE- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSP- ∆

GLU GLUP GLU GLUP GLU

d11 md 2.73 V.L – 3.76(0.8) 1.03 2.9(0.2) 0.17 3.02(0.3) 0.29 2.93(0.3) 0.20

opt – 3.01 0.28 2.7 0.03 2.52 0.21 2.59 0.14 2.89 0.16

opt2 – 2.72 0.01 2.69 0.04 2.67 0.06 2.63 0.10

d12 md 3.05 V.L – 3.06(0.3) 0.01 3.53(0.4) 0.48 3.42(0.4) 0.37 3.89(0.4) 0.84

opt – 3.33 0.28 2.58 0.47 2.83 0.22 2.95 0.1 3.23 0.18

opt2 – 3.53 0.48 2.70 0.35 3.10 0.05 2.74 0.31

d13 md 2.89 V.L – 2.84(0.3) 0.05 3.4(0.4) 0.51 3.41(0.6) 0.52 3.87(0.4) 0.98

opt – – – – – – – – – – –

opt2 – — – — — — — — — —- —-

d14 md 4.18 2.67(0.1) 1.51 4.28(0.5) 0.10 2.66(0.1) 1.52 3.48(0.4) 0.70 2.68(0.1) 1.5

opt – 2.7 1.48 4.72 0.54 2.56 1.62 4.32 0.14 2.5 1.68

opt2 – 5.06 0.88 4.38 0.30 5.02 0.84 5.03 0.85
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TABLE S9: Comparison of the distances from MD and QM/MM simulations with crystal struc-

ture 3ST4 (ON-state). Chromophore is anionic (B-form). ’md’ denotes structures averaged over

equilibrium MD trajectories. ’opt’ and ’opt2’ denote the QM/MM optimized structures obtained

with present protocol and with the protocol from Ref. 1, respectively.

D 3ST4 HSE- ∆ HSE- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSP- ∆

GLU GLUP GLU GLUP GLUP

d1 md 3.52 3.90(0.3) 0.38 3.19(0.2) 0.33 3.57(0.4) 0.05 3.32(0.3) 0.20 3.05(0.3) 0.47

opt – 3.66 0.14 3.39 0.13 3.39 0.13 3.47 0.05 2.88 0.64

opt2 – 3.30 0.22 3.24 0.28 3.10 0.42

d2 md 2.97 3.98(0.3) 1.01 3.17(0.3) 0.20 4.62(0.4) 1.65 3.13(0.2) 0.16 3.07(0.2) 0.10

opt – 4.02 1.05 2.74 0.23 4.11 1.14 2.9 0.07 2.79 0.18

opt2 – 3.47 0.50 3.49 0.52 3.08 0.11

d3 md 2.73 2.72(0.1) 0.01 2.75(0.1) 0.02 2.74(0.1) 0.01 2.72(0.1) 0.04 2.73(0.1) 0.00

opt – 2.52 0.21 2.57 0.16 2.51 0.22 2.57 0.16 2.64 0.09

opt2 – 2.74 0.01 2.76 0.03 2.81 0.08

d4 md 3.81 3.78(0.3) 0.03 4.83(0.8) 1.02 3.73(0.3) 0.08 3.97(0.3) 0.16 4.42(0.4) 0.61

opt – 3.93 0.12 3.84 0.03 3.33 0.48 4.06 0.25 4.51 0.7

opt2 – 4.01 0.20 4.01 0.20 3.99 0.18

d5 md 4.04 4.22(0.2) 0.18 4.74(0.3) 0.70 4.15(0.3) 0.11 3.82(0.2) 0.22 4.14(0.3) 0.10

opt – — – — — — —- — – —- –

opt2 – – – – – — — — — – —

d6 md 3.64 3.96(0.2) 0.32 3.78(0.2) 0.14 4.00(0.3) 0.36 3.84(0.2) 0.20 3.94(0.2) 0.30

opt – 3.84 0.20 3.64 0.0 3.97 0.33 3.67 0.03 3.64 0.0

opt2 – 3.68 0.04 3.83 0.19 3.68 0.04

d7 md 2.63 2.79(0.2) 0.16 5.24(1.0) 2.61 2.8(0.2) 0.17 2.75(0.2) 0.12 2.79(0.2) 0.16

opt – 2.86 0.23 5.14 2.51 2.87 0.24 2.59 0.04 2.54 0.09

opt2 – 2.74 0.11 2.68 0.05 2.63 0.0

d8 md 3.41 3.00(0.1) 0.41 3.86(0.5) 0.45 3.01(0.1) 0.40 3.72(0.4) 0.31 3.88(0.4) 0.47

opt – 3.19 0.22 3.29 0.12 3.47 0.06 3.23 0.18 3.51 0.10

opt2 – 3.34 0.07 3.02 0.39 3.27 0.14

d9 md 2.89 2.83(0.1) 0.06 2.86(0.2) 0.03 2.84(0.1) 0.05 2.84(0.1) 0.05 2.85(0.2) 0.04

opt – 2.71 0.18 2.88 0.01 2.58 0.41 2.77 0.12 2.77 0.12

opt2 – 2.87 0.02 2.86 0.03 2.80 0.09

d10 md 2.69 2.66(0.1) 0.03 2.8(0.2) 0.11 2.64(0.1) 0.05 2.78(0.2) 0.09 2.78(0.2) 0.09

opt – 2.46 0.23 2.64 0.05 2.89 0.20 2.77 0.08 2.81 0.12

opt2 – 2.91 0.22 2.89 0.20 2.75 0.06
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TABLE S10: Comparison of the distances from MD and QM/MM simulations with crystal struc-

ture 3ST4 (ON-state). Chromophore is anionic (B-form). ’md’ denotes structures averaged over

equilibrium MD trajectories. ’opt’ and ’opt2’ denote the QM/MM optimized structures obtained

with present protocol and with the protocol from Ref. 1, respectively.

D 3ST4 HSE- ∆ HSE- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSD- ∆ HSP- ∆

GLU GLUP GLU GLUP GLUP

d11 md 2.73 3.67(0.7) 0.94 4.54(0.8) 1.81 2.9(0.2) 0.17 2.9(0.2) 0.17 2.97(0.4) 0.24

opt – 3.95 1.22 4.11 1.38 2.66 0.07 2.74 0.01 2.76 0.03

opt2 – 2.62 0.11 2.63 0.10 2.70 0.03

d12 md 3.05 5.41(0.3) 2.36 3.07(0.4) 0.02 3.43(0.4) 0.38 3.25(0.3) 0.20 3.33(0.3) 0.28

opt – 3.31 0.26 2.89 0.16 3.76 0.71 2.85 0.2 2.65 0.40

opt2 – 3.37 0.32 3.31 0.26 2.76 0.29

d13 md 2.89 3.38(0.6) 0.49 4.73(0.5) 1.84 3.25(0.3) 0.36 2.81(0.2) 0.08 3.24(0.5) 0.35

opt – – – – – – – – – – –

opt2 – — — – – – – – — — —

d14 md 4.18 2.68(0.1) 1.50 4.33(0.5) 0.15 2.65(0.1) 1.53 4.1(0.4) 0.08 5.24(0.4) 1.06

opt – 2.65 1.53 4.27 0.09 2.55 1.63 4.59 0.41 5.79 1.61

opt2 – 4.90 0.72 4.99 0.81 4.53 0.35
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TABLE S11: Comparison of the distances from MD and QM/MM simulations with crystal struc-

ture 3ST3 (OFF-state). Chromophore is neutral. ’md’ denotes structures averaged over equilibrium

MD trajectories. ’opt’ and ’opt2’ denote the QM/MM optimized structures obtained with present

protocol and with the protocol from Ref. 1, respectively.

D 3ST3 HSE ∆ HSD ∆ HSE ∆ HSD ∆ HSE ∆ HSD ∆ HSP ∆

GLU GLU GLU GLU GLU GLU GLU

P P P2 P2

d1 md 3.35 3.37 0.0 3.75 0.4 3.71 0.3 3.68 0.3 3.63 0.3 3.53 0.2 2.97 0.4

(0.3) (0.5) (0.6) (0.2) (0.5) (0.4) (0.2)

opt – 4.1 0.7 2.96 0.4 3.17 0.2 4.2 0.8 4.29 0.9 3.48 0.1 3.38 0.0

opt2 – 3.58 0.2 3.27 0.1 3.44 0.1 3.47 0.1 3.46 0.1

d2 md 2.46 3.25 0.8 3.28 0.8 4.21 1.7 4.53 2.1 3.20 0.7 3.23 0.8 3.13 0.7

(0.2) (0.2) (0.4) (0.4) (0.2) (0.2) (0.1)

opt – 2.8 0.3 2.85 0.4 2.76 0.3 2.67 0.2 2.66 0.2 2.67 0.2 2.78 0.3

opt2 – 2.82 0.4 2.86 0.4 2.62 0.2 2.63 0.2 2.63 0.2

d3 md 2.85 4.23 1.4 4.32 1.5 3.56 0.7 3.49 0.6 3.91 1.1 3.67 0.8 3.51 0.7

(0.6) (0.4) (0.3) (0.3) (0.4) (0.5) (0.3)

opt – 3.5 0.6 3.45 0.6 3.13 0.3 3.09 0.2 2.96 0.1 3.03 0.2 3.0 0.1

opt2 – 3.17 0.3 3.17 0.3 2.96 0.1 2.96 0.1 2.98 0.1

d4 md 3.01 2.69 0.3 2.7 0.3 2.71 0.3 2.67 0.3 2.68 0.3 2.68 0.3 2.67 0.3

(0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1) (0.1)

opt – 2.66 0.3 2.68 0.3 2.66 0.3 2.67 0.3 2.6 0.4 2.62 0.4 2.61 0.4

opt2 – 2.82 0.2 2.79 0.2 2.80 0.2 2.82 0.2 2.82 0.2

d5 md 3.82 4.13 0.3 4.93 1.1 4.84 1.0 5.51 1.7 5.66 1.8 3.81 0.0 4.69 0.9

(0.3) (0.4) (0.6) (0.7) (0.5) (0.3) (0.4)

opt – 3.6 0.2 4.12 0.3 3.96 0.1 4.05 0.2 3.85 0.0 3.79 0.0 3.78 0.0

opt2 – 4.16 0.3 3.95 0.1 4.02 0.2 4.04 0.2 4.15 0.3

d6 md 3.98 3.91 0.1 4.96 1.0 4.62 0.6 4.14 0.2 4.50 0.5 3.98 0.0 4.44 0.5

(0.3) (0.4) (0.4) (0.3) (0.4) (0.3) (0.4)

opt – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

opt2 – – – – – — – – – – – – – – –

d7 md 3.91 3.98 0.1 3.78 0.1 3.80 0.1 3.94 0.0 3.99 0.1 4.05 0.1 4.21 0.3

(0.3) (0.2) (0.2) (0.3) (0.3) (0.3) (0.3)

opt – 3.68 0.2 3.67 0.2 3.66 0.2 3.74 0.2 3.95 0.0 3.7 0.2 3.67 0.2

opt2 – 3.70 0.2 3.73 0.2 3.72 0.2 3.69 0.2 3.67 0.2
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TABLE S12: Comparison of the distances from MD and QM/MM simulations with crystal struc-

ture 3ST3 (OFF-state). Chromophore is neutral. ’md’ denotes structures averaged over equilibrium

MD trajectories. ’opt’ and ’opt2’ denote the QM/MM optimized structures obtained with present

protocol and with the protocol from Ref. 1, respectively.

D 3ST3 HSE ∆ HSD ∆ HSE ∆ HSD ∆ HSE ∆ HSD ∆ HSP ∆

GLU GLU GLU GLU GLU GLU GLU

P P P2 P2

d8 md 2.59 L.V – 3.86 1.3 10.4 7.8 2.87 0.3 L.V – 2.64 0.0 L.V –

(1.1) (7.9) (0.4) (0.1)

opt – 2.7 0.1 2.71 0.1 2.96 0.4 2.61 0.0 2.71 0.1 2.83 0.2 2.67 0.1

opt2 – 2.7 0.1 2.67 0.1 2.63 0.0 2.66 0.1 2.68 0.1

d9 md 2.64 L.V – 7.28 4.6 7.38 4.7 3.97 1.3 L.V – 2.80 0.2 L.V –

(0.7) (8.2) (0.6) (0.1)

opt – 2.71 0.1 4.36 1.7 2.62 0.0 2.53 0.1 2.6 0.0 2.62 0.0 2.51 0.1

opt2 – 2.65 0.0 2.62 0.0 2.75 0.1 2.67 0.0 2.63 0.0

d10 md 3.17 L.V – 4.79 1.6 9.60 6.4 5.40 2.2 L.V – 3.37 0.2 L.V –

(0.7) (8.3) (0.3) (0.4)

opt – 4.5 1.3 3.8 0.6 2.62 0.5 2.83 0.3 4.03 0.9 2.87 0.3 2.54 0.6

opt2 – 2.68 0.5 3.55 0.4 3.44 0.3 3.13 0.0 2.75 0.4

d11 md 2.80 L.V – 3.95 1.1 7.37 4.6 2.82 0.0 L.V – 3.21 0.4 L.V –

(1.4) (8.6) (0.2) (0.4)

opt – – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

opt2 – – – – – – – – – – – – – –

d12 md 2.67 4.29 1.6 4.38 1.7 4.72 2.0 4.64 2.0 2.79 0.1 3.04 0.4 2.62 0.0

(0.9) (0.8) (0.1) (0.5) (0.3) (0.6) (0.1)

opt – 3.53 0.9 3.6 0.9 2.73 0.1 2.71 0.0 2.68 0.0 2.58 0.1 2.53 0.1

opt2 – 2.55 0.2 2.54 0.1 2.68 0.0 2.65 0.0 2.65 0.0

d13 md 2.47 L.V – 3.03 0.6 2.78 0.3 2.89 0.4 4.70 2.2 4.22 1.7 2.81 0.3

(0.4) (0.1) (0.2) (1.8) (1.7) (0.1)

opt – 2.64 0.2 2.69 0.2 2.6 0.1 2.56 0.1 3.16 0.7 2.56 0.1 2.5 0.0

opt2 – 2.65 0.2 2.66 0.2 2.60 0.2 2.58 0.1 2.56 0.1

d14 md 4.88 3.74 1.1 5.18 0.3 6.56 1.7 6.36 1.5 4.52 0.4 3.69 1.2 4.59 0.3

(1.2) (0.9) (0.4) (0.5) (0.6) (1.0) (0.4)

opt – 6.02 1.1 5.95 1.1 4.91 0.0 5.04 0.2 5.27 0.4 4.76 0.1 4.82 0.1

opt2 – 4.79 0.1 4.91 0.0 5.01 0.1 4.95 0.1 4.93 0.0
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FIG. S4: Key distances for ON-states: Comparison between crystal structure and QM/MM opti-

mization. OPT1 and OPT2 denote two different protocols (see text). See Fig. 5 in the main text

for definitions.
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5. ANALYSIS OF EXCITED STATES

S1/3.10/0.13 S2/3.41/0.66

S1/2.94/0.22
S2/3.39/0.63

S1/2.81/0.04 S2/3.37/0.77

S1/2.76/0.05 S2/3.32/0.82

S1/3.26/0.14
S2/3.56/0.59

FIG. S7: NTOs of the lowest excited states of the neutral form and different protonation states

of His145 and Glu222; TD-DFT, extended QM. Left: CT state; right: LE state; top-to-bottom:

HSD-GLU, HSD-GLUP, HSE-GLU, HSE-GLUP, HSP-GLU.
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S1/3.12/0.88 S2/3.45/0.18

S1/2.95/0.86 S2/3.56/0.14

S1/2.90/0.54 S2/3.22/0.55

S1/3.04/0.97

S2/3.74/0.06

S1/2.94/0.64 S2/3.28/0.39

FIG. S8: NTOs of the lowest excited states of the anionic form and different protonation states

of His145 and Glu222; TD-DFT, extended QM. Left: LE state; right: CT state; top-to-bottom:

HSD-GLU, HSD-GLUP, HSE-GLU, HSE-GLUP, HSP-GLUP. CT state is pushed to much higher

energies and disappears in QM/MM calculations.
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TABLE S13: Effect of the protein environment beyond extended QM estimated from the 21 MD

snapshots. All energies are in eV; large QM.

System State TD-DFT TD-DFT TD-DFT TD-DFT TD-DFT

aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ

QM/MM (MD) QM only (MD) ∆a QM only (opt)b QM/MM-corrc

HSD-GLUP CT 4.01 (0.05) 3.76 (0.17) +0.25 3.07 (0.26) 3.32 (0.26)

LE 3.49 (0.56) 3.42 (0.52) +0.07 3.49 (0.54) 3.56 (0.54)

HSE-GLUP CT 3.96 (0.10) 3.70 (0.38) +0.26 2.88(0.06) 3.14 (0.06)

LE 3.58 (0.52) 3.44 (0.30) +0.14 3.49 (0.73) 3.63 (0.73)
a ∆ is the difference in excitation energies in QM/MM and QM only calculation evaluated using

structures from 21 MD snapshots.

b QM only excitation energies computed using ONIOM optimized structures.

c Extrapolated values: QM only excitation energies computed using ONIOM optimized structures

plus ∆ correction.
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TABLE S14: Excitation energies (eV) of the two lowest states of protein-bound neutral chro-

mophore in the ON-state with different basis sets and different size of QM region; oscillator strength

is shown in parentheses.

System State Extended QM Extended QM Extended QM Large QM

cc-pVDZ mixed basisa aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ

QM only QM only QM only QM only

HSD-GLUP LE 3.43 (0.72) 3.40 (0.61) 3.39 (0.63) 3.49 (0.54)

CT 2.91 (0.16) 2.96 (0.24) 2.94 (0.22) 3.07 (0.26)

HSE-GLUP LE 3.38 (0.87) 3.34 (0.82) 3.32 (0.82) 3.39 (0.73)

CT 2.71 (0.03) 2.80 (0.05) 2.76 (0.05) 2.88 (0.06)

HSD-GLU LE 3.46 (0.73) 3.41 (0.65) 3.41 (0.66) 3.44 (0.60)

CT 3.09 (0.08) 3.12 (0.14) 3.10 (0.13) 3.16 (0.11)

HSE-GLU LE 3.42 (0.80) 3.38 (0.75) 3.37 (0.77) 3.48 (0.67)

CT 2.74 (0.03) 2.85 (0.05) 2.81 (0.04) 2.88 (0.02)

HSP-GLU LE 3.62 (0.65) 3.57 (0.58) 3.56 (0.59) 3.58 (0.52)

CT 3.26 (0.09) 3.28 (0.14) 3.26 (0.14) 3.32 (0.13)
a mixed basis: aug-cc-pVDZ for the chromophore and tyrosine and cc-pVDZ for rest of QM.

TABLE S15: TD-DFT excitation energies (eV) of the two lowest states of protein-bound anionic

chromophore in the ON-state; oscillator strength is shown in parentheses.

System State Extended QM Extended QM Large QM

cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ

QM only QM only QM only

HSD-GLUP LE 3.03 (0.86) 2.95 (0.86) 3.01 (0.88)

HSE-GLUP LE 3.12 (0.98) 3.04 (0.97) 3.09 (0.95)

HSD-GLU LE 3.10 (0.79) 3.12 (0.88) 3.14 (0.98)

HSE-GLU LE 2.89 (0.36) 2.90 (0.54) 3.04 (0.94)

HSP-GLUP LE 2.96 (0.49) 2.94 (0.64) 3.05 (0.84)
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TABLE S16: TD-DFT excitation energies (eV) of the two lowest states of protein-bound neutral

chromophore in the OFF-state; oscillator strength is shown in parentheses.

System State Extended QM Extended QM Large QM

cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ

QM only QM only QM only

HSD-GLUP LE 4.03 (0.19) 3.86 (0.41) 3.80 (0.58)

HSE-GLUP LE 3.97 (0.63) 3.92 (0.33) 3.93 (0.56)

HSD-GLU LE 4.07 (0.11) 3.69 (0.53) 3.70 (0.49)

HSE-GLU LE 3.57 (0.56) 3.52 (0.57) 3.58 (0.54)

HSP-GLU LE 3.89 (0.58) 3.85 (0.60) 3.83 (0.52)

HSD-GLUP2 LE 3.58 (0.64) 3.52 (0.64) 3.57 (0.60)

HSE-GLUP2 LE 3.95 (0.56) 3.87 (0.58) 3.83 (0.52)

TABLE S17: Excitation energies (eV) of the two lowest states of protein-bound neutral chro-

mophore in the ON-state; oscillator strength is shown in parentheses. Extended QM.

System State TD-DFT XMCQDPT2 XMCQDPT2-olda XMCQDPT2

aug-cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ/cc-pVDZ

QM only QM only QM only QM only

HSD-GLUP LE 3.39 (0.63) 2.62 (0.50) 2.59 (0.59)

CT 2.94 (0.22) 2.98 (0.12) 3.04 (0.17)

HSE-GLUP LE 3.32 (0.82) 2.64 (0.57) 2.88 (0.31) 2.79 (0.41)

CT 2.76 (0.05) 2.89 (0.23) 3.09 (0.05) 2.51 (0.28)

HSD-GLU LE 3.41 (0.66) 2.89 (0.72) 2.85 (0.40) 2.83 (0.24)

CT 3.10 (0.13) 3.01 (0.03) 3.12 (0.03) 2.76 (0.28)

HSE-GLU LE 3.37 (0.77) 2.70 (0.30) 2.74 (0.56) 2.87 (0.45)

CT 2.81 (0.04) 2.98 (0.29) 3.08 (0.01) 2.59 (0.18)

HSP-GLU LE 3.56 (0.59) 3.02 (0.14) 2.90 (0.16) 2.96 (0.26)

CT 3.26 (0.14) 3.10 (0.15) 2.93 (0.02) 2.94 (0.11)
a Using structures and QM definition from the old protocol1.
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TABLE S18: Excitation energies of the protein-bound anionic chromophore in the ON-state; os-

cillator strength is shown in parentheses. Extended QM.

System state TD-DFT XMCQDPT2 XMCQDPT2-olda XMCQDPT2

aug-cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ/cc-pVDZ

QM only QM only QM only QM-only

HSD-GLUP LE 2.95 (0.86) 2.30 (0.94) 2.39 (0.89) 2.16 (0.87)

HSE-GLUP LE 3.04 (0.97) 2.58 (0.96) 2.37 (0.93) 2.39 (0.98)

HSD-GLU LE 3.12 (0.88) 2.50 (0.93) 2.37 (0.92)

HSE-GLU LE 2.90 (0.54) 2.41 (0.90) 2.29 (0.92)

HSP-GLUP LE 2.94 (0.64) 2.39 (0.84) 2.41 (0.85) 2.27 (0.81)
a Using structures and QM definition from the old protocol1.

TABLE S19: Excitation energies of the protein-bound neutral chromophore in the OFF-state;

oscillator strength is shown in parentheses. Extended QM.

System TDDFT XMCQDPT2 XMCQDPT2-olda XMCQDPT2

aug-cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ cc-pVDZ aug-cc-pVDZ/cc-pVDZ

QM only QM only QM only QM-only

HSD-GLUP 3.86 (0.41) 4.06 (0.52) 3.79 (0.21) 3.50 (0.63)

HSE-GLUP 3.92 (0.33) 4.11 (0.53) 4.00 (0.61) 3.67 (0.58)

HSD-GLU 3.69 (0.53) 3.51 (0.58) 3.99 (0.66) 3.35 (0.55)

HSE-GLU 3.52 (0.57) 3.30 (0.63) 3.97 (0.43) 3.05 (0.55)

HSP-GLU 3.85 (0.60) 3.60 (0.55) 3.94 (0.60) 3.46 (0.60)

HSD-GLUP2 3.52 (0.64) 3.34 (0.52) 3.14 (0.52)

HSE-GLUP2 3.87 (0.58) 3.92 (0.21) 3.59 (0.54)
a Using structures and QM definition from the old protocol1.
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6. STRUCTURES OF POSSIBLE INTERMEDIATES

Photoswitching in Dreiklang:Intermediates

July 3, 2020

1 Introduction

Chromophore
Deprotonation
via LE

HSE(/D)145

Chromophore

TYR203

CT

Figure 1: On to o↵ photoconversion starting from neutral form (A) of the chromophore.

Table 1: Gas phase excitation energy for all intermediates.
System TDDFT SOS-CIS(D) Exp. Eex (eV)
x1 3.27 (0.69) 3.99 (0.61) 2.76
x2 3.46 (0.62) 3.92 (0.61) –
x3 3.39 (0.91) 3.07 (1.17) –
x4 3.05 (0.95) 2.66 (1.46) –
x5 3.00 (0.49) S0-S11 0.84 –
x6 2.99 (0.21) S0-S4 1.08 –

3.47 (0.34) S0-S6 0.85 –
x7 3.47 (0.79) S0-S1 0.00 –
x8 3.18 (0.38) S0-S15 0.82 –

3.34 (0.13) S0-S17 0.83 –

1

.
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Figure 2: On to o↵ photoconversion starting from neutral form (A) of the chromophore.
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Figure 3: On to o↵ photoconversion starting from neutral form (A) of the chromophore.

3

FIG. S9: Two possible initial steps for Dreiklang photoconversion. Ref. 5 proposed that the

photoconversion begins by ESPT (left), forming anionic chromophore, which undergoes further

transformation. Following this route, one can consider structures X1-X4 as possible candidates for

reaction intermediate X. We propose an alternative mechanism via CT state (right). Following

this route, one can consider structures X5-X8 as possible candidates for reaction intermediate X.

We considered several structures of the intermediates. Fig. S9 shows 2 possible scenarios

for initiating photoconversion. Ref. 5 proposed that the photoconversion begins by ESPT,

forming anionic chromophore, which undergoes further transformation. Following this route,

one can consider structures X1-X4 as possible candidates for reaction intermediate X. As

explained in the main text, there are several major objections to this mechanism. We propose

an alternative mechanism via CT state. Following this route, one can consider structures

X5-X8 as possible candidates for reaction intermediate X.

Intermediate X5 corresponds to the chromophore in the CT state (Chro.−). Intermediate

X5 is the result of proton transfer to Chro.−, forming neutral radical. X7 is the result of the

protonated chromophore after back-transfer of the electron. X8 is the result of the hydrated

chromophore which still has the extra electron.
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7. OPTIMIZATION AND AIMD SIMULATIONS: ADDITIONAL RESULTS
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FIG. S10: Energies of the Kohn-Sham reference state (S0) and CT state along optimization path

(on-A-HSE-GLUP structure).

44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

R
el

at
iv

e 
en

er
gi

es
 (

eV
)

Time (fs)

 S0

 CT

98 100 102 104 106 108
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

R
el

at
iv

e 
en

er
gi

es
 (

eV
)

Time (fs)

 S0

 CT

FIG. S11: Ground and excited state during the first two steps of the reaction in CT state (on-A-

HSE-GLUP structure). Left: 1st step — proton abstraction by chromophore’s N from protonated

Glu222. Right: 2nd step — proton transfer from Tyr203 to deprotonated Glu222.
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FIG. S12: Analysis of the AIMD trajectory on the CT state (on-A-HSE-GLUP structure).
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FIG. S13: Energies of the Kohn-Sham reference state (S0) and the LE state (2nd TD-DFT state)

along the AIMD trajectory on the LE potential energy surface.
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FIG. S14: Relaxed energy profile on the ground state surface (starting from X7 intermediate) along

hydration reaction coordinate defined as W242:O-CRO:C1 distance. Zero energy corresponds to

the energy of the reference state of the structure at t=248 fs, roughly corresponding to X7. ONIOM,

ωB97X-D/aug-cc-pVDZ/CHARMM27.
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Cartesian coordinates

$\omega$B97x-D/aug-cc-PVDZ optimized geometry of ON-A

C 3.3091392714 -2.1308271392 0.2134303414

C 2.5848741735 -0.8348662376 0.1239310625

N 1.2916641099 -0.7062162216 0.0942181618

N 3.2701059046 0.3635901151 0.0685756524

C 2.3357858127 1.3982844442 -0.0209219832

O 2.5968716423 2.5827704984 -0.0961886389

C 1.0371003294 0.6742859464 0.0103467948

C 4.7015770906 0.5603497681 0.0765287779

C -0.1417695006 1.3303127748 -0.0352202594

C -1.5055282597 0.8229202531 0.0235778174

C -1.8302960776 -0.4988899432 0.3730205514

C -2.5611520916 1.7062617066 -0.2673764360

C -3.1521275670 -0.9212842253 0.4100735937

C -3.8848542662 1.2940841740 -0.2387418156

C -4.1826582533 -0.0285745246 0.0986161647

O -5.4929560483 -0.3891408228 0.1157958982

O 0.1390370476 -3.2637870116 -0.4682586431

H -4.6968740858 1.9812772426 -0.4697851985

H -2.3334240442 2.7411406013 -0.5259990750

H -1.0460681059 -1.2037186889 0.6327788152

H -3.3820937267 -1.9523109421 0.6853201846

H -5.5719772007 -1.3146707430 0.3630919490

H -0.0367131841 2.4135082304 -0.1372189082

H 4.0264013014 -2.2305455081 -0.6126829750

H 2.5929853801 -2.9561462493 0.1733282001

H -0.3313787551 -3.2391413644 -1.3043173035

H 0.4335890885 -2.3447530424 -0.3190811532

H 4.8761687873 1.6407366986 0.0448199919

H 5.1486624992 0.1481334333 0.9898458420

H 5.1693592899 0.0952169346 -0.8007436453

H 3.8772807657 -2.1811294827 1.1530660628

Nuclear Repulsion Energy = 1148.9571183284 hartrees

$\omega$B97x-D/aug-cc-PVDZ optimized geometry of ON-B

C 3.3027564644 -2.1451620823 0.3323983921

C 2.5737735642 -0.8526074790 0.1981290730

N 1.2823706886 -0.7237066570 0.1642001048

N 3.2359788335 0.3523460149 0.0807602122

C 2.2771345443 1.3738511326 -0.0622696898

O 2.5628353477 2.5659494616 -0.1987306435

C 1.0204788214 0.6486532882 0.0065441900
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C 4.6560018075 0.5786771117 0.0694292520

C -0.2098616682 1.2735554584 -0.0897594095

C -1.5267982581 0.7854494775 0.0152268322

C -1.8674931179 -0.5506343601 0.4014120560

C -2.6190902147 1.6650261570 -0.2671903500

C -3.1656262017 -0.9737413462 0.4658381042

C -3.9240287637 1.2604938988 -0.2163276932

C -4.2917518616 -0.1019518288 0.1454115231

O -5.4766677490 -0.4910057136 0.1929076623

O 0.1047780464 -3.0917160155 -0.9336598844

H -4.7375854834 1.9513013766 -0.4442145162

H -2.3866026056 2.6979301363 -0.5431817413

H -1.0644472597 -1.2323274487 0.6768919484

H -3.4065765254 -1.9921438854 0.7771094494

H -0.1144289704 2.3457104150 -0.2899630401

H 3.9875292489 -2.3051938566 -0.5134348012

H 2.5762223272 -2.9628872630 0.3592889813

H -0.8208027933 -2.8936533339 -1.0978892837

H 0.4522007713 -2.2588002241 -0.5527228569

H 4.8015463229 1.6613774886 -0.0221710796

H 5.1247605301 0.2267689077 0.9996986320

H 5.1375312464 0.0788741679 -0.7838656805

H 3.9031620573 -2.1655134287 1.2544962406

Nuclear Repulsion Energy = 1133.0413013516 hartrees

$\omega$B97x-D/aug-cc-PVDZ optimized geometry of OFF-A

C -2.4807177970 1.0232767613 0.1308360114

O -2.9575249371 1.8995107343 -0.8723923920

C -2.1323269991 -1.2872645732 -0.1924974857

N -1.0801849973 0.7732152778 -0.1275990936

O -2.3568405148 -2.4745147945 -0.3360957613

N -3.0615871950 -0.3014194133 -0.0029591808

O 5.6031414480 0.8439237617 0.1268282906

C 4.3214475927 0.3872898896 0.0289212869

C -2.7270767761 1.6202151601 1.5183336256

C -0.8105412441 -0.5940795893 -0.1659835506

C -4.4830424908 -0.5281887611 -0.0403433542

C 0.3629749230 -1.2461263359 -0.1533360145

C 2.7692971791 -1.4085175366 0.4296855879

C 1.9994783146 0.6230982282 -0.5920715635

C 4.0581582691 -0.8992174398 0.5044029532

C 3.2901808436 1.1436997141 -0.5279294208

C 1.7060014137 -0.6593237039 -0.1036964921

H -3.7371306959 2.3587640496 -0.5486627594

H -0.4270115993 1.3692379093 0.3632598529
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H -2.2163270622 2.5879259505 1.6002136364

H -3.7993064774 1.7790480792 1.6969912697

H -4.6388500521 -1.5995257282 -0.2014971224

H -4.9602558979 -0.2389510651 0.9070199404

H 0.2801677200 -2.3334025210 -0.1493499242

H 2.5749871045 -2.4167847654 0.7973674554

H 1.2225921952 1.2130570879 -1.0773184398

H 4.8731698950 -1.4864630146 0.9247161919

H 3.4938655846 2.1403074589 -0.9248345398

H -4.9438196858 0.0293465198 -0.8673209125

H -2.3459991877 0.9387961973 2.2875916131

H 5.6618094344 1.7237143586 -0.2547940897

Nuclear Repulsion Energy = 1177.1217891621 hartrees

$\omega$B97x-D/aug-cc-PVDZ optimized geometry of OFF-B

C -2.4897413522 1.0086262888 -0.0061484603

O -3.0275385296 1.7979414290 -1.0703043277

C -2.0525438978 -1.3093135473 -0.1259711620

N -1.0875483707 0.8019122878 -0.2624201273

O -2.2843073959 -2.5139126969 -0.1502420472

N -3.0287640951 -0.3335197974 -0.0242432060

O 5.6437420628 0.9036412038 0.1513203007

C 4.4757966385 0.4459307883 0.0709872965

C -2.7523199588 1.7165776518 1.3288706891

C -0.7829877331 -0.5872731447 -0.1813981111

C -4.4334712312 -0.6194164977 -0.0105042068

C 0.4356983231 -1.1751990408 -0.0997753525

C 2.8580148234 -1.4145579346 0.2863896624

C 2.0576852248 0.7515375433 -0.4030158796

C 4.1449034165 -0.9349624289 0.3671034123

C 3.3398233134 1.2505226056 -0.3380324399

C 1.7540355369 -0.5992302782 -0.0790305270

H -3.8520899241 2.1909315183 -0.7717843531

H -0.4813016211 1.3895094210 0.2982754484

H -2.2775661617 2.7062752679 1.3207229991

H -3.8288368262 1.8487014621 1.5114854738

H -4.5402788389 -1.7067517300 -0.0947766645

H -4.9119560171 -0.2897285010 0.9262706319

H 0.3762269517 -2.2613093489 0.0094762717

H 2.6654085725 -2.4664161833 0.5210224855

H 1.2658869689 1.4089751653 -0.7661899369

H 4.9664523280 -1.5933021002 0.6576663323

H 3.5427232220 2.2893019097 -0.6081927226

H -4.9444688612 -0.1428182141 -0.8611569444

H -2.3322741380 1.1189468857 2.1468072929
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Nuclear Repulsion Energy = 1157.6033747204 hartrees
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