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Present-day state-of-the-art ab initio many-body calculations on f-block containing cold molecules heavily
focus on perturbative approaches for spin-orbit coupling and exclude a substantial part of the atomic transi-
tions in the f - and d -shell. Here, we demonstrate the cruciality of a proper relativistic treatment of the f - and
d -shell in Yb-containing diatomics and the inclusion of f → d transitions to obtain physically sound elastic
scatterings and pre-dissociation lifetimes. We focus on state-of-the-art relativistic many-body calculations
for the Yb atom’s ground- and excited-state and the YbLi+ potential energy surface. For that purpose, we
exploit various quantum many-body methods, namely a spin-free and four-component implementation of the
coupled cluster singles and doubles (CCSD) model and its equation of motion extensions, spin-free complete
active space self-consistent field, and internally contracted multi-reference (MR) configuration interaction ap-
proaches, and spin-free MRCCSD with a perturbative and full triples correction. We oppose scalar relativistic
calculations to four-component variants to support the reliability of our EOM-CCSD study and shed new light
on the interplay between these systems’ spin-orbit coupling and the proper treatment of relativistic effects.
Most importantly, we observe a significant shift in the electronic spectra of the f → d excitation block. We
also provide new reference potential energy surfaces for ground and excited states for which theoretically
sound elastic scattering and pre-dissociation lifetimes are calculated.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent discovery of laser cooling1 rendered ex-
perimental investigations on compounds in their elec-
tronic ground state at temperatures close to absolute
zero possible. During the last two decades, many so-
phisticated experimental methods such as helium buffer
gas cooling,2 photoassociation,3 and magnetic Feshbach
resonances4 were extensively applied to explore the chem-
istry and physics of so-called cold and ultracold atoms
and molecules, which are typically studied in the range
of 1.0 K and 1.0 mK, respectively. These experiments
facilitate measurements of atoms or molecules with re-
markable precision by controlling their specific quantum
state. Quantum many-body methods, 5–7 on the other
hand, can predict all fundamental properties associated
with the ground and lowest-lying excited states of atoms
and molecules at absolute zero temperature. Thus, cold
and ultracold chemistry can combine theory and experi-
ment to discover fundamental properties of matter in the
quantum realm.

However, experiments on cold and ultracold molecules
are not trivial. Problematic or difficult experimental
techniques are, for example, laser cooling for molecular
systems (due to their complex hyperfine structure arising
from the interaction between the magnetic and electric
field of the nuclei and electrons as well as their rovibronic
coupling) and evaporative cooling (due to the large prob-
ability of three-body loss collisions). At the same time,
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temperatures close to absolute zero are fairly suitable for
quantum mechanical simulations as the thermal motion
is minimized and the systems are predominantly in their
ground state configurations. Highly accurate quantum
many-body calculations can provide much sought-after
local properties of cold molecules. Examples are bond
lengths,8,9 scattering constants,10,11 electric dipole mo-
ments,12 electronic and vibrational spectra,13–16 which
on their part provide fundamental insights on the inter-
action of atoms and molecules.17,18 Furthermore, theoret-
ical data on cold molecules is of the utmost importance
in experimental studies to, for instance, parameterize ex-
perimental setups, define starting points for laser-induced
methods, and interpret or validate experimental results.

In the early days, the cold chemistry community fo-
cused on alkali atoms because of their simple hydrogen-
like structure and alkali metal diatomic systems. There-
after, ytterbium-based molecules became highly valuable.
Ytterbium’s closed f-shell and the 4f146s2 ground-state
electronic configuration make the electronic structure of
the ytterbium atom similar to the group-II atoms. The
simplest example is the YbLi+ system. Tomza et al.12
conducted a theoretical study on YbLi+ focusing on the
Yb+ and Li atoms as precursors. That study obtained
and analyzed four singlet and five triplet states. The
closed-shell nature of the system allowed for ground-state
computations using the canonical coupled-cluster singles
and doubles and perturbative treatment of triple excita-
tions (CCSD(T)) from the equilibrium region up to the
dissociation limit. Excited states were modeled using the
CCSD(T) and equation of motion coupled cluster singles
and doubles with perturbative triples (EOM-CC3) meth-
ods. Although the investigated electronic spectrum of
YbLi+ covers the range of 25000–35000 cm−1 at the equi-
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librium and dissociation regions, respectively, no state
correlated to the Yb(4f135d6s2) electronic configuration
was reported. Studies on similar diatomic ytterbium-
containing molecules suggest that there is more than one
state to consider (other than f14) and that these states’
position strongly depends on the degree of correlation
included.19,20 Very recently, Pototschnig et al.16 showed
for YbF that some Yb+(4f136s) correlated states have
Te values around 5000 cm−1 and effectively cross the
ground state correlated with the Yb+(4f146s) electronic
configuration. Therefore, these states must be considered
in quantum many-body calculations to avoid potentially
non-negligible effects on the ground and low-lying states
of YbLi+. Unfortunately, standard multi-reference meth-
ods, like the complete active space self-consistent field21

(CASSCF) theory or the multi-reference configuration in-
teraction (MRCI) approach, are not flexible enough to
cope with many open-shell 4f , 6s , 6p , and 6d configura-
tions on an equal footing.

Closed-shell electronic structures, like YbLi+, are dif-
ficult to cool and trap experimentally. Consequently, the
experimental focus has been shifted towards open-shell
doublet and triplet state molecules. The YbX (X = Li,
Na, K, and Rb) doublet ground-state series is a well-
known example.10,13,14,22,23 Similar to the closed-shell
YbLi+ molecule, theoretical calculations for YbLi un-
veiled low-lying states correlated with the Yb(4f135d6s2)
electronic configuration. Considering the possible pres-
ence of both f13 and f14 configurations of Ytterbium,
reliable theoretical studies have to provide a balanced
description of both electronic configurations.

Lu and Peterson24 showed for a lanthanide series that
the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) effect on the ionization po-
tentials from the 6s and 5d shell are substantially smaller
than removing an electron from the 4f -shell. Specifically,
for the 4f -shell ionization (Yb2+(4f14)→ Yb3+(4f13) the
SOC value increases to 4 400 cm−1. Therefore, a reli-
able theoretical picture of the ionized and excited-state
electronic structures must first correctly model all con-
figurations relevant to the problem. This includes, but
is not restricted to, 4f excitations. Then, SOC has to
be included as it can drastically alter the relative energy
among states.25

This work aims to remedy this problem by providing
a balanced treatment of relativistic and electronic corre-
lation effects for the ground and excited-state electronic
structures of YbLi+ by using the four-component (4C)
Dirac–Coulomb Hamiltonian and various coupled-cluster
methods. Our study shed new light on the electronic
structures and spectroscopic characterization of the Yb
atom and the YbLi+ molecule, providing a new reference
point for experimental manipulations.

II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. 4C relativistic calculations

The all-electron relativistic calculations were done us-
ing the 4C Dirac–Coulomb Hamiltonian, in which the
(SS|SS) integrals were approximated by a point charge
model,26 in the Dirac19 software package.27 All compu-
tations utilized the all-electron dyall.v3z basis sets.28,29
The ground-state electronic calculations were computed
with the relativistic version of the CCSD(T) method.30,31
The low-lying excited states of the closed-shell Yb atom
and the YbLi+ molecule were investigated using the rela-
tivistic version of the equation of motion coupled cluster
singles and doubles (EOM-CCSD) method.32 For the Yb
atom, we correlated spinors in the energy range of [-2; 100
000] Eh. For the YbLi+ molecule, spinors in the energy
range of [-4; 100] Eh were correlated in the CC calcula-
tions. That corresponds to 12 occupied and 253 virtual
spinors in the Yb atom, and 13 occupied and 203 virtual
spinors in the YbLi+ molecule. Among others, these in-
clude the occupied Yb:5p , Yb:4f , and Yb:6s , and virtual
Li:2s , Li:2p , Li:3s , Yb:6p , Yb:5d , Yb:7s , and Yb:6d or-
bitals.

B. Spin-free and perturbative spin-orbit calculations

The spin-free CCSD(T) and EOM-CCSD calculations
were performed with the spin-free Dyall Hamiltonian33

and the same computational setup as described in sub-
section II A.

Internally contracted multireference configuration
interaction34 (MRCI) calculations with the David-
son correction35 (MRCI+Q) were performed using
the Molpro2019 software package.36,37 Internally con-
tracted multi-reference coupled cluster (MRCCSD, MR-
CCSD(T), and MRCCSDT) calculations were carried out
in the General Contracted Code (GeCCo) software pack-
age.38,39 The all-electron cc-pVnZ-DK3 (n=T, Q) basis
set24 was utilized for Yb and cc-pVnZ-DK (n=T, Q) ba-
sis sets40 was employed for the Li atom. The scalar rel-
ativistic effects were accounted for using the third-order
Douglas–Kroll–Hess (DKH3) approach.41–46

All multireference calculations used Restricted Active
Space (RAS) orbitals to generate the reference wave func-
tion. The active space is composed of 17 electrons dis-
tributed in 16 orbitals, RAS(17,16), and covers Yb:4f ,
Yb:5d , and Yb:6s , Li:2s , and Li:2p orbitals. All cal-
culations used the C2v Abelian point group symmetry.
Specifically, the active space contains six orbitals in sym-
metry A1, four in B1/B2, and two in A2, denoted as
(6,4,4,2). In the restricted orbital occupation calcula-
tions, the active space was divided into RAS1(2,2,2,1)
and RAS2(4,2,2,1), containing the Yb:4f -shell, and the
remaining inner-valence orbitals, respectively. Two sets
of calculations were carried out to obtain the occupation-
specific 4f13 and 4f14 states. The molecular orbitals were
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optimized in a state-average fashion. For the occupation-
specific 4f14 set of calculations, 43 states were averaged,
including 22 A1, 12 B1/B2, and 9 A2 states. For the 4f13
set, 41 states were considered: 15 A1, 14 B1/B2, and 12
A2 states.

A similar procedure to YbLi+ was employed for mul-
tireference calculations on Yb and Yb+. The 4f14 ac-
tive space included RAS2(4,2,2,1), encompassing Yb:6s ,
Yb:6p , and Yb:5d orbitals. For the 4f13 states, the
RAS1(2,2,2,1) active space was used, comprising Yb:4f
orbitals and RAS2(4,2,2,1) comprising Yb:6s , Yb:6p ,
and Yb:5d orbitals. The core-valence correlation was also
considered for the Yb:5s and Yb:5p orbitals.

The SOC was included perturbatively on top of spin-
free energies by diagonalizing the matrix of electronic and
spin-orbit operators. Using the one- and two-electron
Breit–Pauli operators47 in the basis of the spin-free eigen
states (Λ+S) electronic of the Breit–Pauli Hamiltonian.

C. Vibrational analysis

We used the QuAC software48 to perform a rovibra-
tional and scattering analysis of the computed PESs.
Rovibrational parameters were obtained by numerical in-
tegration of the radial Schrödinger equation[

∂2

∂r2
− J(J + 1)

r2
+ V (r)− Ev,J

]
χv,J = 0, (1)

where J (J ∈ N) is the rotational quantum number and
V (r) is the fitted electronic potential using a cubic spline
expansion. The resulting rovibrational levels were then
fitted to obtain the Dunham parameters,49

E(v, J) =ωe(v + 1/2)− ωexe(v + 1/2)2 +BeJ(J + 1).
(2)

In the above equation, ωe is the vibrational constant,
ωexe accounts for the anharmonicity in the vibrational
energy levels, and Be denotes the rotational constant.
The phase-shift parameter ηJ(E) has been computed via
the method of partial waves.50 The derivative of the
phase-shift with respect with the collisional energy has
used to compute numerically the collisional time-delay
τJ(E) via the five-point method.51

III. RESULTS

A. Yb atom

We will start with the assessment of our theoreti-
cal models in describing the electronic structures of the
closed-shell Yb and open-shell Yb+ atoms and their spec-
tra. We will compare our results against the experimen-
tal data presented in Refs. 52,53. Specifically, we exploit
various levels of relativistic Hamiltonians and electronic

structures methods. Our results are collected in Table I.
The electronic excitations can be further divided into 4f14
or 4f13 states. We should stress that the computed SO
splittings agree with the experimental data, irrespective
of the chosen configuration (4f14 or 4f13) and methodol-
ogy (perturbative SOC or 4c Hamiltonian). On the other
hand, the accuracy of the relative energies widely varies
with the employed methodology and the state’s configu-
ration.

The first excited state of the Yb atom is the f14 state
3Pu(6s → 6p), where the electron is excited from the Yb
1Sg ground state, followed by the 3Dg(6s → 5d) state,
which split into three Ω states.54 These low-lying f14
states (3Pu and 3Dg) as well as the first ionization po-
tential (2Sg) calculated using 4c SOC-EOM-CCSD are
similar to the SOC-MRCISD+Q results. Furthermore,
4c SOC-EOM-CCSD almost exactly reproduces the ex-
perimental values (differences are between 200 and 1200
cm−1) . The error for the ionization potential of the Yb+

f136s2 state reduces with the level of theory according to
SS-RASSCF > MRCISD > MRCISD+Q > MRCCSD >
EOM-CCSD ≈ MRCCSD(T) ≈ MRCCSDT (with errors
of -35 000, -13 000, -9 000, -6 500 and -4 000 cm−1).
The SS-RASSCF error highlights that dynamic correla-
tion considerably differs in the 4f14 and the 4f13 states.
Such a gap in the correlation energy is similar to the
one reported for the third and fourth ionization poten-
tials.25 Thus, the main factor for this gap emerges from
the change in the number of the 4f electrons and not in
the system’s charge. The similar performance of MR-
CCSD(T) and MRCCSDT supports this case. Hence,
we can conclude that the 4f14 correlations are crucial
and need to be properly accounted for by including ei-
ther higher excitations or sufficiently large virtual spaces.
Finally, the difference in error between MRCCSD and
EOM-CCSD gives us an estimate of the error caused by
the lack of orbital relaxation in the reference of the latter,
which is around 2 500 cm−1.

For the neutral atom, the targeted f13 states include
the excitations from the Yb 4f to the 5d shell, resulting
in the Yb 4f136s25d configuration. For these f13 states,
the 4c SOC-EOM-CCSD errors in the Yb 4f to 5d excita-
tions increase to approximately -6 000 and -8 000 cm−1

compared to the f14 states. Similarly, the error of the
MRCISD+Q results increases to around 5 000 cm−1. We
should stress that the error decreases to below 2 000 cm−1

without the Davidson correction. This behavior indicates
a cancellation of errors at the MRCISD level. Most likely,
the error from the 4f13-5d1 interaction cancels out the
one from the 4f14 shell at the MRCISD level, while the
lack of orbital relaxation leads to a higher absolute error
in EOM-CCSD calculations.

Consequently, the relative errors in (excitation and ion-
ization) energies compared to the experimental value ap-
pear to primarily originate from the missing 4f14 corre-
lation energy, either due to the lack of higher excitations
or the limited virtual space. This difficulty might be
directly transferable to ytterbium-containing molecules.
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TABLE I. The excitation energies and ionization potentials of the Yb atom calculated with wave function-based methods
including icMRCISD, icMRCISD+Q, and 4c EOM-CCSD. The experimental values are obtained from Ref. 52.

Main Term J MRCISD MRCISD+Q 4c EOM Exp. 52
config. -CCSD

Excitation energies

4f146s6p 3Pu

0 15 349 16 186 17 091 17 288
1 16 103 16 932 17 800 17 992
2 18 054 18 891 19 567 19 710

4f146s5d 3Dg

1 25 487 25 319 25 659 24 489
2 25 756 25 595 25 881 24 751
3 26 263 26 095 26 271 25 270

4f146s6p 1Pu 1 26 685 26 931 26 159 25 068

4f135d6s2
(
7
2
, 3
2

)
u

2 24 134 28 928 15 601 23 188
5 26 661 31 502 19 124 25 859
3 28 202 33 035 21 043 27 445
4 29 012 33 786 22 012 28 184

4f135d6s2
(
7
2
, 5
2

)
u

6 28 285 33 173 20 500 27 315
2 29 288 34 038 21 701 28 196
1 31 181 35 978 20 911 28 857
4 30 957 35 701 23 699 29 775
3 31 310 36 107 24 136 30 207
5 31 693 36 493 24 565 30 525

4f135d6s2
(
5
2
, 5
2

)
u

0 35 698 40 481 27 518 n/a
1 39 079 43 951 31 676 n/a
5 39 373 44 207 32 023 n/a
2 40 249 45 064 33 082 n/a
3 41 520 46 301 34 549 n/a
4 42 017 46 775 35 167 n/a

4f135d6s2
(
5
2
, 3
2

)
u

4 36 780 41 640 29 542 n/a
2 37 894 42 645 30 802 n/a
1 39 259 44 451 34 590 n/a
3 40 136 44 918 33 653 n/a

4f146s5d 1Dg 2 28 424 28 795 28 259 27 678
Ionization potentials

4f146s 2Sg 1/2 47 944 48 791 50 478 50 443

4f136s2 2Fu
7/2 58 882 63 157 67 600 71 862
5/2 69 206 73 481 78 252 82 011

Therefore, we should be aware of a similar underestima-
tion in relative energies among states correlated to these
4f13 configurations in the YbLi+ cation.

B. YbLi+ Electronic Structure

Since the neutral ytterbium and lithium atoms feature
similar ionization potentials, the excited states of YbLi+
can be attributed to two different configurations, namely
Yb+Li+ and Yb++Li.

We start our discussion with multi-reference methods
commonly used to model excited-state structures of di-
atomics. As observed for the isolated atom, the lack
of dynamic correlation in the reference wave function
leads SS-RASSCF to underestimate the energies of the
4f14 states compared to the 4f13 ones. However, it is
computationally infeasible to (partly) recover the dy-
namic correlation energy via MRCISD considering the
full inner-valence with 4f13 configurations along the full
PES. Therefore, we calculated only single points with

smaller wave function expansions to estimate the verti-
cal singlet excitation energies of A1 symmetry. Without
the inclusion of core-valence correlation and employing a
minimal active space (4f -shell, σ and σ∗), the low-lying
4f → σ∗ states are around 24 000 and 20 500 cm−1 for
MRCISD with and without the Davidson correction, re-
spectively. Including the full 5d shell in the active space
shifts the vertical MRCISD transition with mainly 4f →
σ∗ character to around 37 500 cm−1. Adding a David-
son correction lowers them to 19 000 cm−1. Likewise,
MRCISD states featuring 4f → 5d excitations are raised
to a range between 35 000 to 40 000 cm−1, which are
further increased by the Q correction (between 40 000 to
50 000 cm−1). Such a large energy variation indicates an
insufficient reference state in the multi-reference treat-
ment. Therefore, the best estimate from multi-reference
methods is a small density of 4f13-type states in the range
of 20 000 to 25 000 cm−1, followed by a more dense region
above 30 000 cm−1.

As in the atomic case, EOM-CCSD allows us to target
multiple distinct excitations with satisfying accuracy and
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FIG. 1. Low-lying excited singlet (left panel) and triplet (right panel) states of YbLi+ calculated with spin-free EOM-
CCSD/VTZ method. States that are able to span Ω = 0+ or 1 are colored. Symmetry Σ+ in black, Σ− in green, Π in
blue and ∆ in red. Other states are plotted in gray. States with minima up to around 26 000 cm−1 are labeled. For all
calculated data points sorted per spatial and spin symmetries see SI.

relatively low computational cost. The spin-free (Λ+S)
PESs are shown in Figure 1. States dominantly com-
posed of 4f14 configurations agree with the ones found
in the literature,12 namely, X1Σ+, 21Σ+, 13Σ+ and 13Π.
Including states mainly composed of 4f13 configurations
drastically increases the density of states between 20 000
and 30 000 cm−1, which qualitatively agrees with the
multi-reference estimate. This region covers the 33Σ+

state which directly interacts with the 21Σ+ state (note
the avoided crossing around 3.5 Å) and the 11Π, 23Σ+,
and 23Π ones.

Although the inclusion of states with 4f13 character
may modify the excited-state structure of the YbLi+
cation at the spin-free level, these states are high in en-
ergy compared to the second dissociation channel (i.e.
Yb+(2Sg)+Li(2Sg)). Therefore, all spin-free states of in-
terest for a low energy collision of Yb++Li are mainly
composed of 4f14 configurations. As already observed
for the isolated ytterbium atom, SOC has, however, a
large effect over the states of 4f13 character, in partic-
ular, when compared to the 4f14 counterpart. Figure 2
demonstrates this change in relative energies caused by
SOC deduced from the 4c EOM-CCSD results. The PESs
with minima below 21 000 cm−1 are labeled based on the
spin-free calculation to simplify the visualization and dis-
cussion and their spectroscopic constants are summarized
in Table II. Note, however, that the SOC states feature

large mixing of spin-free configurations, in particular for
13Π1, 23Σ+

1 , and 23Π1, which comprise, among othres,
excitations from Yb 4f to Li 2s , Yb 4f to Yb 7s , Yb 4f
to Yb 5d , and Yb 6s to Yb 6p .

Most importantly, the inclusion of SOC shrinks the
relative energy gap leading to qualitative changes in the
curves associated with the second dissociation channel
and allowing the non-relativistic spin-forbidden triplet-
singlet radioative transitions. These changes affect the
Yb++Li collision process. First, the Ω = 1 state spanned
by the 13Σ+ spin-free state mixes with the 13Π at small
internuclear distances. The second state of Ω = 0+ sym-
metry suffers a much larger qualitative change, with an
avoided crossing around 4.5 Å. This change in wave func-
tion character creates a meta-stable state with a rela-
tively small potential barrier that can also affect the ra-
diative decay of the system.

To estimate the effects of SOC and 4f13 configu-
rations on the light emission processes of the excited
YbLi+ cation, we calculate the transition dipole mo-
ments (TDMs) using the perturbative SO-RAS split with
the SF-EOM-CCSD total energies as the unperturbed
energies. Figure 3 summarizes the TDMs with values
larger than 0.5 D, between the ground state and states
whose minima are lower than 22 000 cm−1. The adia-
batic transition dipole values to the spin-allowed 21Σ+

state (dashed line with hollow marks) agrees with the
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FIG. 2. Low-lying Ω = 0+ (in black; left panel) and Ω =1 (in blue; right panel) states of YbLi+ calculated with spin-orbit-
coupling EOM-CCSD/VTZ. The state labelling has been attributed based on the spin-free calculation (Figure 1). For all
calculated data points sorted per Ω value see SI.

non-relativistic results found in the literature.12 On the
other hand, the diabatic curve substantially reduces the
transition in the equilibrium distance (between 2.5 and
4.0 Å), caused by the avoided crossing with the spin-
forbidden 13Π0+ state. However, the large SOC leads
to non-negligible values in TDM. Similarly, substantial
TDMs are obtained for X1Σ+

0+–23Π+
1 and X1Σ+

0+–13Σ+
1 ,

both coupled to the non-relativistic spin-forbidden tran-
sitions.

The presence of a meta-stable (or quasi-bound) state
with a non-negligible TDM to the ground state allows
for an additional route via tunnelling followed by a ra-
diative decay. Three resonance states are likely to be
reached from tunneling through collisions, as shown via
the phase shift (ηJ) for J = 0 in Figure 4(a). These
resonances can be correlate with the vibrational levels of
the meta-stable state ranging from v=13 to v=15, listed
in Table III. The pre-dissociation lifetime of these meta-
stable vibrational states can be calculated by the collision
delay time (Figure 4(b)) at the resonance energies di-
vided by a factor of four.55 The pre-dissociation lifetime,
in particular for v=14 (0.127 ns), is comparable to the
partial radiative lifetime of this state (2.472 ns). There-
fore, the tunneling route is viable and could be enhanced
by stimulated emission. The main populated vibrational
levels of the ground states should be v=10, 11, and 12,
which have larger Einstein coefficients with respect to
the accessible meta-stable vibrational state. Consider-
ing misaligned collisions, that is, for J > 0, the range

of resonance energies extends from around 5 000 up to
6 000 cm−1. Within this collision energy range between
5 000 and 5 400 cm−1, the pre-dissociation lifetimes are
above 10−10s.

As discussed before, it is likely that the gap between
the 4f14 and 4f13-type states may be underestimated in
the 4c EOM-CCSD method, that is, they represent a
lower limit. An upper limit can be calculated within MR-
CISD+Q using only 4f14 states, which is analogous to ex-
cluding any coupling between 4f14 and 4f13 states. With-
out the presence of 4f13 configurations, the 13Π0+ has a
higher excitation energy (Te=18999 cm−1) and lower dis-
sociation energy (De=−2823 cm−1), but a similar barrier
of 5 698 cm−1. As a consequence, the collisional energy
required to access quasi-bound rovibrational states is not
altered by the lack of 4f13 configuration, but the accessi-
ble levels are v = 12 and 13.

Additionally, with the smaller mixing among configu-
rations the TDM is substantially reduced in the equilib-
rium distance (compare black and gray curves from Fig-
ure 3). As a consequence, the partial radiative life-time
of the accessible state increases slightly, namely, 37 and
27 ns for v = 11 and 12, respectively. The former decays
mainly to the v = 8 ground state, while the latter de-
cays to v = 9, as the PESs minima are shifted from each
other. Therefore, although the presence of 4f13 configu-
rations enhances the inelastic formation of YbLi+ ground
state molecules, if the excited state is composed of only
4f14 configurations, the tunneling route allowed via SOC
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FIG. 3. Transition dipole moment in Debye (D) calculated
between the X1Σ+

0+
ground state and three Ω states: 13Σ+

1

(filled circle), 23Π+
1 (filled triangle), 13Π0+ (filled square) and

one following the 21Σ+
0+

adiabatically (hollow circles). Values
obtained using the perturbative SO-RASCI approach with un-
perturbed SF-EOM-CCSD energies. Dashed gray lines marks
the 21Σ+

0+
-X1Σ+

0+
and 13Π0+ -X1Σ+

0+
transition dipole mo-

ment using 4f14-configuration MRCISD+Q unperturbed en-
ergies.

TABLE II. Spectroscopic parameters including equilibrium
bond length (re), intermolecular distance of ro-vibrational
ground state (r0), minimum electronic energy (Te), vibra-
tional constant – first term (ωe), vibrational constant – sec-
ond term (ωexe), rotational constant in equilibrium position
(Be), electronic dissociation energy (D0), zero-point dissoci-
ation energy (De) calculated for the Ω states of 174Yb7Li+.
The re and r0 are given in Angstrom (Å), while other quanti-
ties are given in wave number (cm−1).
State re(r0) Te ωe ωexe Be De(D0)

X1Σ+
0+

3.285(3.285) 0 231.13 1.38 0.232 9183(9068)
13Σ+

1 3.986(4.663) 11 141 148.28 0.85 1.149 5150(4992)
23Σ+

1 3.168(3.220) 15 531 260.10 1.00 0.241 8728(8602)
13Π†

0+
3.139(3.124) 18 203 259.30 1.64 0.256 -1897(-2027)

13Π1 3.140(3.155) 18 278 259.66 1.71 0.251 8222(8093)
†Disregarding the repulsive region between 4.3 and 10 Å.

remains likely to be observe experimentally.
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FIG. 4. Elastic scattering results for state 13Π0+ shown in
Figure 2 of the 174Yb7Li system. (a) sine square of the phase
shift ηJ , for J = 0. (b) Logarithm of the absolute values
of the collisional time-delay, τJ , for J = 0. In red positive
values of τ0 and in black negative ones. The labels mark the
corresponding quasi-bound vibrational states.

TABLE III. Vibrational energy levels (in cm−1) for X1Σ+
0+

and 13Π0+ states shown in Figure 2.
174Yb7Li 174Yb6Li

v X1Σ+
0+

13Π†
0+

X1Σ+
0+

13Π†
0+

0 115 130 124 140
1 343 386 369 415
2 569 639 612 687
3 791 889 851 956
4 1012 1135 1087 1219
5 1229 1377 1320 1479
6 1443 1616 1550 1734
7 1655 1851 1776 1986
8 1865 2084 2000 2234
9 2071 2314 2221 2480
10 2276 2541 2439 2723
11 2477 2766 2654 2962
12 2676 2987 2865 3196
13 2872 3205 3073 3426
14 3065 3418 3276 3644
15 3255 3622 3476 —
†Disregarding the repulsive
region between 4.3 and 10 Å.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

This work provides a fully relativistic ab inito picture
of the ground- and excited-state of Yb, Yb+ and YbLi+

based on the 4c Dirac–Coulomb Hamiltonian and the
EOM-CCSD approach. For the first time, we report a
complete electronic spectrum of the Yb atom, which in-
cludes all possible single 4f → 5d electronic transitions.
Our theoretical data agrees very well with the NIST ref-
erence atomic levels in the lower part of the spectrum
and complements the missing 4f → 5d block of 10 tran-
sitions in the Yb spectrum. Due to the incompleteness of
the available basis sets and the limited amount of orbital
relaxation effects in our theoretical model, the agreement
with the experimental Yb spectra of the 4f → 5d block
is less satisfactory.

Nonetheless, we show that the impact of the 4f → 5d
excitations on the electronic spectra of YbLi+ is nonneg-
ligible, especially when spin-orbit coupling is accounted
for from the beginning in the 4c formalism, which results
in the lowering of the 4f → 5d block of transitions by
a few thousand cm−1. That, in turn, affects the result-
ing YbLi+ spectroscopic characterization. Specifically,
we observe that:

• the second Ω = 0+ state is no longer repulsive and
forms a meta-stable state

• that meta-stable state leads to quasi-bound rovi-
brational levels that are accessible via tunneling

• the presence of f14-f13 interactions increase the
transition dipole moment and, as a consequence,
the probability of radiative-decay to the ground-
state of YbLi+.

In conclusion, our results suggest that higher collision
energies (above 5 000 cm−1) should be used in experimen-
tal studies to increase the formation rates of the bound
ground-state YbLi+ molecules.
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