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Abstract

Electron-phonon interactions are of great importance to a variety of physical phenomena, and their accurate

description is an important goal for first-principles calculations. Isolated examples of materials and molecular

systems have emerged where electron-phonon coupling is enhanced over density functional theory (DFT) when

using the Green’s-function-based ab initio GW method, which provides a more accurate description of electronic

correlations. It is however unclear how general this enhancement is, and how employing high-end quantum

chemistry methods, which further improve the description of electronic correlations, might further alter electron-

phonon interactions over GW or DFT. Here, we address these questions by computing the renormalization of

the highest occupied molecular orbital energies of Thiel’s set of organic molecules by harmonic vibrations using

DFT, GW and equation-of-motion coupled-cluster calculations. We find that GW can increase the magnitude

of the electron-phonon coupling across this set of molecules by an average factor of 1.1− 1.8 compared to DFT,

while equation-of-motion coupled-cluster leads to an increase of 1.4−2. The electron-phonon coupling predicted

with the ab initio GW method is generally in much closer agreement to coupled cluster values compared to

DFT, establishing GW as an accurate way of computing electron-phonon phenomena in molecules and beyond

at a much lower computational cost than higher-end quantum chemistry techniques.
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1 Introduction

The interaction of electrons with atomic and lattice vibrations (phonons) in solids is of central importance in

chemistry and physics, defining carrier transport properties [1, 2], superconducting critical temperatures [3, 4],

the rate of non-radiative recombination [5, 6], the reaction pathway of ultrafast charge and energy transfer [7, 8],

and more for materials and molecular systems. In organic molecules and molecular crystals, atomic and lattice

vibrations can cause substantial renormalization of ground and excited state properties [9, 10, 11, 12]. Therefore,

accurate and predictive theories for the interaction of electrons with vibrations are important in order to guide

the experimental search for systems with a wide range of functionality, as well as to promote the fundamental

understanding of a variety of physical processes.

For decades, density functional theory (DFT) has arguably been the most widely used framework for comput-

ing the properties of molecules and materials from first principles, and it has been extensively used to calculate

electronic and vibrational degrees of freedom, as well as their interplay [13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. The choice of the DFT

exchange-correlation functional has been known in several systems to affect the predicted magnitude of these

effects, with examples demonstrating that inclusion of exact exchange to the DFT functional tends to increase

electron-phonon coupling [18] compared to cases where the local density approximation (LDA) [19] and general-

ized gradient approximations (GGA) [20] are used. Moreover, ab initio many-body perturbation theory within

the GW approximation [21, 22], which is known to yield highly accurate properties for the electronic levels of

molecular systems and solids [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45],

has also been used to compute electron-phonon coupling, showing significantly increased magnitude of these

interactions over DFT in some cases [46, 47, 48, 49, 50], but only small changes in others [49]. Further increases

of electron-phonon coupling might also be expected with an even more accurate description of electronic corre-

lations, e.g. methods such as coupled cluster (CC) [51]. Additionally, the challenge associated with rigorously

converging electron-phonon calculations in solids has led to the suggestion that the discrepancies reported in

the literature in the phonon-induced fundamental gap renormalization obtained at different levels of electronic

structure theory could potentially be attributed to under-converged calculations [52]. Given these practical

challenges and inconclusive reports, there remains no consensus on whether including exact exchange within

DFT or employing higher-level GW calculations leads to a systematic increase of the computed electron-phonon

interactions, or whether examples in the literature showing such an increase constitute isolated cases. To com-

plicate matters further, Kohn-Sham wavefunctions computed within DFT are most commonly used as a starting

point for GW calculations, and the choice of starting point can greatly affect the GW results [53, 54]. However,

the dependence of the electron-phonon interactions computed with GW on the functional employed for the DFT

starting point remains unknown.

Here we present a systematic study of electron-phonon coupling using Thiel’s set of organic molecules [55],

a set of 28 small molecules. As a proxy for the magnitude of the coupling of molecular vibrations to electrons,

we study the renormalization of the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) energy of each molecule due

to the zero-point motion of the atomic nuclei, which we obtain within the harmonic approximation using a
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Figure 1 Thiel’s set of organic molecules.

well-established finite-displacements approach [56, 9]. We compute the zero-point renormalization (ZPR) of the

HOMO energies with DFT using several different functionals with varying degrees of exact exchange, and we also

perform GW calculations with various DFT starting points. We compare our DFT and GW ZPR calculations

to the values obtained with accurate coupled-cluster (CC) methods. Our results establish that the correction to

DFT electronic correlations obtained within the GW and CC formalisms tends to systematically increase the

magnitude of electron-phonon coupling, particularly when employing DFT functionals with semilocal or small

amounts of exact exchange. That GW and CC methods generally predict stronger electron-phonon interactions

compared to DFT can have implications for accurate prediction of properties such as superconductivity [47, 50]

and finite-temperature excited state properties [57] in other systems. The results with GW are in overall good

agreement with CC, yet obtained at much lower computational cost (N4 compared to N6 for coupled cluster),

suggesting that the GW method provides a powerful and computationally efficient way of accurately modeling

electron-phonon interactions in molecular systems.

2 Theoretical background and computational methods

In this paper we study the so-called Thiel’s set of organic molecules shown in Fig. 1, which consists of 28 diverse

gas-phase molecular structures [55]. In order to understand the impact of the level of the electronic structure

theory on the magnitude of the electron-phonon interactions, we focus on the vibrationally-induced ZPR of the
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HOMO energy of the Thiel’s set molecules. Section 2.1 provides an overview of the theoretical framework we

employ here. Then Section 2.2 goes into some detail on the electronic structure methods used in this work in

order to compute the HOMO energies of the Thiel’s set molecules, and Section 2.3 summarizes the results of our

vibrational and electronic structure calculations to compute the HOMO ZPR at the various levels of theory.

2.1 Vibrational averages of observables

In what follows, we review the formalism for computing vibrational averages for quantum-mechanical operators,

and some of the approximations relevant to this work. Let us consider an operator O corresponding to an

observable of interest, in the presence of atomic motion at temperature T . Within the Born-Oppenheimer

approximation, the finite-temperature expectation value of O may be written as

⟨O(T )⟩H =
1

Z

∫
dXO(X)e−βH, (1)

where the canonical partition function Z =
∫
dXe−βH involves the configuration space integral

∫
dX [58].

The Hamiltonian H of the system includes electronic and nuclear degrees of freedom in general, and may be

approximated at different levels. One approach that is generally valid for small organic molecules is to assume

nuclear motion to be harmonic, reducing the vibrational contribution to the Hamiltonian to the following form,

Hhar ≡ 1

2

∑

n

(∇2
un

+ ω2
nu

2
n), (2)

in atomic units. Here, ωn is the frequency of the nth vibrational mode, and un the respective eigendisplace-

ment, which are computed using a finite-displacements approach [59, 60] in conjunction with DFT total energy

and forces calculations. The ground state vibrational properties of organic molecules are known to be fairly

insensitive to the amount of exact exchange in the employed DFT functional [18], and we therefore compute

the vibrational modes and frequencies of all structures considered here with the global hybrid B3LYP [61], as

implemented in the NWChem software [62].

In the harmonic approximation, the integral of eq. 1 becomes [56]

⟨O(T )⟩H =

∫
du|Φ(u;T )|2O(u), (3)

where u a vector of atomic displacements associated with a given vibrational mode in the system and

|Φ(u;T )|2=
∏

n

(2πσ2
n(T ))−1/2 exp

{(
− u2

n

2σ2
n(T )

)}
(4)

is the harmonic density at temperature T , which in turn is a product of Gaussian functions of width,

σ2
n(T ) =

1

2ωn
· coth

(
ωn

2kBT

)
. (5)
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The expectation value of eq. 3 may be computed by a Monte Carlo sampling, drawing N random samples ui

from the harmonic density distribution function of eq. 4, at which we compute the observable of interest O(ui),

allowing us to finally obtain

⟨O(T )⟩MC = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑

i=1

O(ui). (6)

This Monte Carlo (MC) sampling of the expectation value of observables has strong parallels to the nuclear

ensemble method [63].

Apart from the harmonic and adiabatic approximations, no further assumptions have been made in deriving

eq. 6. The Monte Carlo sampling method has the advantage of including the effect of vibrations to all orders

on the observable of interest in a non-perturbative fashion [64]. We will focus here on the effect of vibrations

on electronic observables (see Section 2.2) and refer to the interactions between electronic and vibrational de-

grees of freedom as electron-phonon interactions, and use the term “phonon” interchangeably with “molecular

vibrations” and “normal modes”.

The Monte Carlo sampling method does not allow one to identify the contribution of individual vibrational

modes to the thermal average, as we always consider collective displacements. In order to isolate the effect of

individual vibrations one can expand the observable of interest in a specific vibrational coordinate as

O(u) = O(0) +
∑

n

∂O(0)

∂un
un +

1

2

∑

n

∑

n′

∂2O(0)

∂un∂un′
unun′ + ... , (7)

where u = 0 represents the equilibrium geometry of the molecule. In the above expansion of O(u) the third-order

term vanishes, hence by truncating eq. 3 to fourth order one arrives at the so-called quadratic (Q) expectation

value:

⟨O(T )⟩Q = O(0) +
∑

n

1

2ωn
· ∂

2O
∂u2

n

[
1

2
+ nB(ωn, T )], (8)

where nB(ωn, T ) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function for the occupation of mode n at temperature T . At a

practical level, the expectation value of eq. 8 may be obtained by approximating the second derivative appearing

for every vibrational mode in this equation by the finite-difference formula

∂2O
∂u2

n

≈ O(δun) + O(−δun) − 2O(0)

δu2
n

. (9)

The quadratic expectation value of eq. 8 is less accurate than the Monte Carlo expectation value of eq. 6, and also

has the disadvantage that the finite difference formula employed to approximate the second derivative introduces

some dependence on the choice of δun for every mode. While we will not use this level of approximation to

extract quantitative values of observables in the presence of molecular vibrations, it offers the advantage of

separating the contribution of each normal mode, and we will employ it below to gain further physical insights

into the ZPR we compute with eq. 6.
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2.2 Electronic structure calculation of molecular ionization potentials

Here we are interested in understanding the effect of vibrations on the HOMO energies, ϵHOMO, of the Thiel’s

set molecules, therefore we take O = ϵHOMO, using the notation of Section 2.1. We compute all HOMO energies

with DFT using a range of exchange-correlation functionals. Specifically, we employ the GGA as formulated by

Perdew and Burke and Ernzerhof (PBE) [20]; and we employ global hybrid variants of PBE, namely PBEh(α),

that contain a finite amount of exact exchange that is governed by the parameter α ranging from 0 to 1, namely

EXC = αEEX
X + (1 − α)EPBE

X + EPBE
C , (10)

where EXC the PBEh exchange-correlation functional, EEX
X the exact exchange energy, and EPBE

X and EPBE
C

are the PBE exchange and correlation energies respectively. We consider two cases, α = 0.25 and α = 0.5, in

order to gain insights into the impact of the amount of exact exchange on the HOMO energies and their ZPR in

this set of molecules. The case with α = 0.25 is also referred to as the PBE0 functional, and we will refer to the

case with α = 0.5 simply as the PBEh functional. Moreover, we employ the BHLYP functional [65], which also

contains 50% exact exchange. Functionals with about 50 % are known to provide an excellent starting point

for subsequent GW calculations [31, 45] for molecular systems.

Beyond DFT, we also perform GW calculations using the so-called one-shot GoWo approach. Here the

one-particle Green’s functions G and screened Coulomb interaction W are constructed from the eigenvalues

and eigenvectors of a preceding DFT calculation (W is obtained within the random phase approximation [66]),

and used to construct the self-energy Σ = iGW , which in turn is used to generate quasiparticle energies via

correction Σ−VXC to generalized Kohn-Sham eigenvalues. Within this one-shot approach, we do not iteratively

update Σ based on the computed GW eigenvalues and eigenvectors, as the one-shot GoWo approach has been

shown to produce highly accurate results for a wide range of molecular systems [45]. While larger basis sets are

often required to achieve convergence of the orbital energies obtained within ab initio many-body perturbation

theory [67], the ZPR is computed as a difference between orbital energies (see eq. 12 below), which converges

faster. In the supplementary information Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 we plot the convergence of the HOMO energy and

HOMO ZPR respectively, for the example case of pyrimidine, with respect to the basis set size. We thus verify

that the aug-cc-pVTZ basis produces converged results for the HOMO energy ZPR, which are at most 1 meV

different from the values obtained using aug-cc-pV5Z.

In order to assess the accuracy of the computed DFT and GW HOMO energy ZPR in this work, we compare

their values to the ZPR of the ionization potential (IP) as computed by the equation-of-motion ionization

potential coupled cluster method with single and double excitations (EOM-IP-CCSD) [51]. For each of the

molecules in Thiel’s set, we compute the lowest IP within EOM-IP-CCSD, corresponding to the negative of

the HOMO energy according to the ionization potential theorem. We perform all EOM calculations within the

Massively Parallel Quantum Chemistry (MPQC) code [68, 69], employing the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set as in the

case of our DFT and GW calculations.
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Figure 2 HOMO energies (black crosses) of furan (C4H4O) at different 0K configurations, computed with one-shot GW@PBE0.
The red dashed line indicates the HOMO energy in the absence of molecular vibrations, the blue dashed line is its converged 0K
value when vibrations are accounted for, and the blue solid line represents the cumulative average of the vibrational average of the
HOMO energy.

2.3 Extracting the HOMO energy ZPR

We now combine the vibrational and electronic structure calculations of Sections 2.1 and 2.2 to compute the

HOMO energy ZPR with different levels of electronic structure theory. For each molecule within the Thiel’s set,

we generate N = 100 displaced configurations ui, and following eq. 6, we obtain the HOMO energy at 0 K as

ϵHOMO(0 K)MC =
1

100

100∑

i=1

ϵHOMO(ui). (11)

The values of ϵHOMO(ui) are computed within the different levels of electronic structure theory outlined in

Section 2.2. We find that N = 100 is generally sufficient to converge these vibrational averages, with values in

the proximity of N = 50 already being converged within 1 meV in most cases. In Fig. 2 we show an example of

the convergence of the HOMO energy of furan at 0 K with GW@PBE0 (one-shot GW with PBE0 eigenenergies

and eigenstates as starting point).

The ZPR for the HOMO energy of each molecule is then obtained as

ZPR = ϵHOMO(0 K) − ϵHOMO(u = 0). (12)

We note that for certain limited cases of molecules, and depending on the employed DFT functional, there

can be accidental near-degeneracies between HOMO and HOMO-1, and the displacements ui can sometimes

induce a change in the ordering of these orbitals. In order to reliably apply eq. 12, one needs to correctly

identify the orbital that corresponds to the original HOMO, which we achieve by monitoring the expectation

value of the kinetic energy operator of the near-degenerate orbitals. This case of accidental near-degeneracies is

different to the symmetry-imposed degeneracy of molecules such as benzene, where the HOMO and HOMO-1

are degenerate. In these latter degenerate cases, the ZPR of the HOMO and HOMO-1 is taken to be the average
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Level of theory MSE MAE
PBE −26.9 32.8

GW@PBE 2.9 11.1
PBE0 −18.7 18.8

GW@PBE0 −0.1 6.9
PBEh −5.5 14.0

GW@PBEh −5.9 8.9
BHLYP −7.8 20.3

GW@BHLYP −5.0 8.6

Table 1 Mean signed error (MSE) and mean absolute error (MAE) for the ZPR values at the different DFT and GW levels of
electronic structure theory with respect to the ZPR values of our EOM-IP-CCSD reference. All values are in meV.

of the two, which is a gauge-invariant quantity.

3 Results and discussion

In Fig. 3 we show the average (across the Thiel’s set) of the ratio of the HOMO energy ZPR at the various

DFT and GW levels of theory to the ZPR obtained within EOM-IP-CCSD (ZPRCCSD). Table 1 gives the mean

absolute error (MAE) and mean signed error (MSE) of the ZPR at the different levels of theory with respect to

our EOM-IP-CCSD reference values. All ZPR values for the HOMO energies of individual molecules are given in

the supplementary material. We have excluded butadiene, cyclopentadiene and naphthalene from the averages

of Fig. 3, due to the fact that their EOM-IP-CCSD ZPR value is smaller than 2 meV, causing unphysically large

oscillations in the values of the ratio presented in Fig. 3.

We first comment on the average ratio of the ZPR obtained using DFT with the various functionals to

ZPRCCSD, indicated with blue bars in Fig. 3. On average, as the content of exact exchange included in the
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functional is increased, the magnitude of the ZPR increases, approaching the EOM-IP-CCSD values. This

is consistent with reports in the literature for the fullerene C60 [18], where employing a hybrid functional

increases the magnitude of electron-phonon interactions. Our result here shows that such a trend seems to

hold generally across diverse organic molecules. This trend of increased ZPR with greater contents of exact

exchange is consistent with the well-known increase in the electronic localization in Hartree-Fock compared

to semi-local DFT [70]. The inclusion of exact exchange causes increased localization between bonded atoms,

consequently resulting in greater variation of this density upon displacement of atoms, for example through

carbon-carbon stretching motions. Such high-frequency motions dominate in small organic molecules such as

the ones studied here, and are indeed known to have a larger effect on electronic states with a more localized

electronic density [9, 10]. However, we note the inclusion of exact exchange is not sufficient to yield good

agreement with the EOM-IP-CCSD ZPR values on average.

We now comment on the effect of performing GW calculations on top of the different DFT starting points.

The average GW HOMO energy ZPR ratios to ZPRCCSD in Fig. 3 (orange bars) show an increase compared to

their DFT counterparts in each case. This effect is particularly prominent in the cases where functionals with

a low exchange content (PBE and PBE0) are employed, with the average ZPR ratio increasing by a factor of

1.7−1.8 in these two cases compared to DFT. This strong systematic increase of the electron-phonon interactions

predicted by GW compared to that computed from DFT functionals with low exchange content is consistent

with multiple reports in the literature for diverse systems [46, 47, 48, 49, 50]. In fact, Refs. [46, 47, 48, 49, 50]

all employ DFT starting points without any exact exchange. We also see from Fig. 3 that the increase of the

HOMO energy ZPR from DFT to GW persists even in cases with 50% exact exchange (PBEh and BHLYP),

although it is a much weaker effect compared to using functionals with a small content of exchange. The increase

of electron-phonon interactions upon inclusion of exact exchange can in part reproduce the increase computed

with GW . We note that the GW HOMO energy ZPR values have significantly smaller standard errors relative

to DFT (with the exception of GW@PBE), highlighting the overall better performance of GW , even over hybrid

DFT calculations with substantial exact exchange included. The additional electronic correlations included in

EOM-IP-CCSD also lead to a small increase over GW . Notably, GW calculations on top of DFT starting points

with no/low contents of exact exchange (PBE and PBE0 in this case) perform best in terms of reproducing the

EOM-IP-CCSD reference.

In order to gain a better understanding of the ZPR averages of Fig. 3 and the large increase of the ZPR

when performing GW calculations using PBE and PBE0 DFT starting points, we plot in Fig. 4 the HOMO

energy ZPR with PBE and GW@PBE (panela) and with PBE0 and GW@PBE0 (panelb), against the EOM-

IP-CCSD ZPR for each of the Thiel’s set molecules. It is evident that GW HOMO energy ZPR values are in

better agreement with EOM-IP-CCSD, and are generally larger in magnitude compared DFT. Additionally, the

GW ZPR values are more closely distributed around the black dashed line along the diagonal, indicating full

agreement with EOM-IP-CCSD values, especially in the GW@PBE0 case.

We also identify the effect of individual vibrational modes on the ZPR differences at the different levels of

theory. In Fig. 5 we show results for furan, where by using the quadratic approximation of Section 2.1 to the

9
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Figure 5 Vibrational mode-resolved difference in the ZPR computed with DFT PBE0 and GW@PBE0 for furan.

ZPR, we plot the difference between the PBE0 and GW@PBE0 HOMO energy ZPR values decomposed into

the different normal mode contributions. Furan is representative of a more general phenomenon, where every

individual mode tends to contribute increased ZPR at the GW level of theory compared to DFT. This is in

agreement with the previous finding in the case of C60 [18], where employing a hybrid functional caused an

increase of the electron-phonon coupling constants for the majority of the vibrational modes of the molecule.

Conclusions

We have presented a systematic study of the zero-point renormalization of the HOMO energy of the Thiel’s set

of organic molecules computed at different levels of theory, in particular using DFT functionals with varying

degree of exact exchange, GW calculations using these DFT calculations as starting points, and coupled-

cluster calculations within the equation of motion formalism. We find that DFT HOMO energy ZPR values
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are systematically underestimated compared to coupled-cluster values, with the inclusion of exact exchange

somewhat improving agreement. HOMO energy ZPR values obtained within the GW formalism greatly increase

the electron-phonon interactions predicted by the DFT starting points and result in much better agreement

with coupled-cluster. The underestimation of the DFT ZPR is greatest when employing functionals with low

fractions of exact exchange, in agreement with examples that have been reported in the literature over the past

decade. Our study establishes such an increase in the magnitude of electron-phonon coupling to be a general

feature of the GW method for molecules, and through comparison to coupled-cluster calculations emphasizes

that indeed computing electron-phonon interactions within methods that incorporate electronic correlations

beyond DFT is a necessary step towards achieving predictive accuracy for these phenomena. Importantly, the

favorable scaling of GW calculations compared to coupled cluster demonstrates that ab initio GW methods

can be more affordable and yet accurate for modeling electron-phonon interactions. Our results may have

implications beyond molecular physics and for a wide range of systems in condensed matter, where electron-

phonon interactions play an important role, including, but not limited to, molecular crystals and materials with

potential for high-temperature superconductivity.
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[62] E. Aprà et al. NWChem: Past, present, and future. The Journal of chemical physics, 152(18):184102,

2020.

[63] Rachel Crespo-Otero and Mario Barbatti. Spectrum simulation and decomposition with nuclear ensemble:

Formal derivation and application to benzene, furan and 2-phenylfuran. Theoretical Chemistry Accounts,

131(6):1–14, 2012.

[64] Bartomeu Monserrat, Edgar A. Engel, and Richard J. Needs. Giant electron-phonon interactions in molec-

ular crystals and the importance of nonquadratic coupling. Phys. Rev. B, 92(14):1–6, 2015.

[65] Axel D. Becke. A new mixing of Hartree–Fock and local density-functional theories. The Journal of

Chemical Physics, 98(2):1372–1377, 01 1993.

[66] D. M. Ceperley and B. J. Alder. Ground state of the electron gas by a stochastic method. Physical Review

Letters, 45(7):566–569, 1980.

[67] Fabien Bruneval, Ivan Maliyov, Clovis Lapointe, and Mihai-Cosmin Marinica. Extrapolating Unconverged

GW Energies up to the Complete Basis Set Limit with Linear Regression. Journal of Chemical Theory and

Computation, 16(7):4399–4407, jul 2020.

[68] Cannada A. Lewis, Justus A. Calvin, and Edward F. Valeev. Clustered Low-Rank Tensor Format: Intro-

duction and Application to Fast Construction of Hartree-Fock Exchange. Journal of Chemical Theory and

Computation, 12(12):5868–5880, 2016.
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system PBE PBE0 PBEh BHLYP
acetamide -0.014 0.016 0.036 0.035
acetone -0.014 0.008 0.031 0.026
adenine 0.002 -0.004 -0.007 -0.01
benzene -0.004 -0.009 -0.014 -0.018
benzoquinone 0.038 0.045 0.143 0.204
butadiene 0.009 -0.005 -0.002 -0.005
cyclopentadiene -0.015 -0.014 -0.012 -0.016
cyclopropene 0.104 0.111 0.115 0.105
cytosine 0.082 0.017 0.014 0.012
ethene 0.011 0.006 0.002 -0.003
formaldehyde 0.029 0.048 0.067 0.067
formamide -0.054 0 0.059 0.064
furan 0.014 0.015 0.016 0.015
hexatriene -0.016 -0.011 -0.006 -0.011
imidazole 0.014 0.01 0.008 0.005
naphthalene -0.013 -0.009 -0.006 -0.014
norbornadiene -0.004 0.001 0.007 0.003
octatetraene -0.027 -0.025 -0.021 -0.027
propanamide -0.051 -0.016 0.026 0.028
pyrazine 0.024 0.064 0.064 0.009
pyridazine -0.001 0.023 0.056 0.058
pyridine 0.022 0.062 0.063 0.056
pyrimidine 0.022 0.043 0.073 0.068
pyrrole -0.001 0.001 0.004 0.001
tetrazine 0.006 0.026 0.041 0.043
thymine 0.018 0.017 0.016 0.015
triazine 0.019 0.039 0.065 0.067
uracil 0.047 0.014 0.007 0.006

Table 1 Zero-point renormalization of the energy of the highest occupied molecular orbital of the Thiel set molecules within density
functional theory and employing the different functionals given here. All values are in eV.
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system GW@PBE GW@PBE0 GW@PBEh GW@BHLYP IP-EOM-CCSD
acetamide 0.066 0.063 0.044 0.038 0.044
acetone 0.069 0.058 0.053 0.049 0.05
adenine -0.003 0.005 0.001 0.0013 0.004
benzene 0 -0.006 -0.01 -0.01 -0.008
benzoquinone 0.087 0.069 0.057 0.053 0.092
butadiene 0.008 0.007 0.004 0.005 0.002
cyclopentadiene 0.007 0.002 -0.001 -0.002 -0.002
cyclopropene 0.146 0.137 0.131 0.128 0.146
cytosine 0.025 0.034 0.032 0.033 0.031
ethene 0.011 0.008 0.005 0.006 0.012
formaldehyde 0.057 0.058 0.059 0.058 0.059
formamide 0.022 0.048 0.069 0.066 0.072
furan 0.033 0.028 0.026 0.028 0.031
hexatriene 0.004 0.001 -0.001 -0.002 -0.005
imidazole 0.028 0.025 0.02 0.022 0.029
naphthalene 0.002 0 -0.002 -0.007 -0.002
norbornadiene 0.028 0.022 0.018 0.018 0.017
octatetraene -0.01 -0.016 -0.018 -0.021 -0.025*
propanamide 0.022 0.024 0.021 0.016 0.036
pyrazine 0.067 0.085 0.011 0.107 0.091
pyridazine 0.04 0.037 0.04 0.033 0.038
pyridine 0.071 0.09 0.087 0.088 0.07
pyrimidine 0.055 0.052 0.034 -0.004 0.055
pyrrole 0.019 0.015 0.013 0.014 0.02
tetrazine 0.041 0.041 0.041 0.04 0.037
thymine 0.024 0.031 0.026 0.03 0.029
triazine 0.053 0.047 0.051 0.047 0.05
uracil 0.108 0.032 0.025 0.027 0.027

Table 2 Zero-point renormalization of the energy of the highest occupied molecular orbital of the Thiel set molecules within
coupled cluster (IP-EOM-CCSD) and the GW approximation using a starting point of density functional theory with the different
functionals given here. All values are in eV. *The IP-EOM-CCSD values for octatetraene have been obtained within the smaller
aug-cc-pVDZ basis set, due to memory issues encountered when employing aug-cc-pVTZ.
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