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The double ionization potential (DIP) equation-of-motion (EOM) coupled-cluster (CC) method with a
full treatment of 4-hole—2-particle (4h-2p) correlations and triply excited clusters, abbreviated as DIP-
EOMCCSDT(4h-2p), and its approximate form called DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) have been formulated
and implemented in the open-source CCpy package available on GitHub. The resulting codes work with
both nonrelativistic and spin-free scalar-relativistic Hamiltonians. By examining the DIPs of Cly, Bry, and
HBr, for which accurate experimental data are available, we demonstrate that the DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p)
and DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) approaches improve the results obtained using the DIP-EOMCC methods
truncated at 3h-1p or 4h-2p excitations on top of the CC calculations with singles and doubles.

The single-reference coupled-cluster (CC) theory!
and its equation-of-motion (EOM) extensions to elec-
tronically excited®™ and electron attached and ionized
statedt ¥ have become preeminent methods of quan-
tum chemistry. In this Communication, we focus on the
double ionization potential (DIP) EOMCC framework,
which allows one to directly determine the ground and ex-
cited states of doubly ionized molecular species and which
is useful in many applications, such as Auger electron
spectroscopy M singlet-triplet gaps in biradicals 330
and strong-field-induced chemical reactivity®3

In the DIP-EOMCC formalism, the ground (u = 0)
and excited (p > 0) states of the target (N — 2)-electron
system are expressed as

(w2 = RGP W), (1)
where the doubly ionizing operator
Mg
RL_2) = Z R,u,(nJrQ)h—npu (2)
n=0
with R, (42)h-np representing its (n +2)-hole-n-particle
[(n + 2)h-np] components, removes two electrons from
the CC ground state
(W) = eT|D) (3)

of the underlying N-electron species, in which

Mt
T=>Y"T, (4)
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is the cluster operator and |®) is the reference determi-

nant that serves as a Fermi vacuum. The many-body

)

components of the T" and Rff2 operators are given by

_ Q1.1 ay a
T, = g te e a® . a"ay, .., (5)
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and
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Ry (n42)h-np =

x a’...a"ay, ... aL a0, (6)

respectively, where, as usual, indices ¢, j, ... (a,b, ...) de-
note the spinorbitals that are occupied (unoccupied) in
|®) and a (a,) represents the fermionic creation (an-
nihilation) operator associated with the spinorbital [p).
Mp and Mp control the DIP-EOMCC theory level, with
Mp = N —2 defining exact calculations and Mr < N —2
and Mp < N leading to DIP-EOMCC approximations.
The DIP-EOMCC approaches that have been imple-
mented so far include the basic DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)
method 282IBIE38 defined by Mz = 1 and My = 2,
which describes 2h and 3h-1p correlations on top of the
CC calculations with singles and doubles (CCSD) 2624
its higher-level DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) extension®3:0
corresponding to Mz = 2 and My = 2, which also de-
scribes 4h-2p correlations on top of CCSD, and the DI-
EOMCCSDT schemé®! corresponding to Mz = 1 and
My = 3, which accounts for 2h and 3h-1p correlations
on top of the CC calculations with singles, doubles, and
triples (CCSDT)BUE While all of these methods and
the various approximations to them aimed at reducing
computational costs are useful tools for determining DIP
energies in molecular systems and singlet—triplet gaps
in certain biradicals, our recent numerical tests, includ-
ing the DIPs of Cls, Bre, and HBr examined in this
Communication, indicate that the explicit incorporation
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of 4h-2p correlations, needed to achieve a highly accu-
rate description 238 may not be well balanced with the
CCSD treatment of the underlying N-electron species,
resulting in some cases in loss of accuracy compared to
the basic DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) level.

The main goal of this work is to enrich the existing
arsenal of DIP-EOMCC methods and, in particular, ad-
dress the above concerns by examining the high-level
DIP-EOMCC approach with a full treatment of both 4h-
2p and T3 correlations, corresponding to Mpr = 2 and
My = 3 and abbreviated as DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p).
The present study describes the efficient formulation and
computer implementation of full DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-
2p) and its less expensive DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-
2p) approximation, including the factorized and pro-
grammable expressions that define them. We illustrate
the performance of both methods, as coded for nonrel-
ativistic and spin-free scalar-relativistic Hamiltonians in
the open-source CCpy packageé® available on GitHub,
by calculating the vertical DIPs of Cly, Bry, and HBr
and comparing the results with those obtained using
the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) and DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-
2p) approaches and the available experimental data.

The key step of any DIP-EOMCC calculation is a
diagonalization of the similarity-transformed Hamilto-
nian Hy = e THyeT = (HyeT)eo associated with the
N-electron CC ground state in the relevant (N — 2)-
electron subspace of the Fock space corresponding to
the content of the ionizing operator REL_2). Here, sub-
script C' designates the connected operator product and
Hy = H—(®|H|®) = Fy+ Vy is the electronic Hamilto-
nian in the normal-ordered form relative to |®), with Fy
and Vi representing its Fock and two-electron interaction

—(CCSDT)
<(I)ij | (HN,open m 1""mn

¢, (CCSDT) i ie :
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where we use the Einstein summation convention over
repeated upper and lower indices and &P = ), =1 —
(pq), @/PI" = /P9 o797 and /P95 = o/ P/97 o7 IS with
P9 = 1—(pq)—(pr) and &/P/9"* = 1—(pq)—(pr)—(ps),
are index antisymmetrizers. The expressions for the

Ri72)c|®) = oY [=hir™ (1) + Fhid e (1) +

ij kl k ijl
+ %IU’: (/’L)tcdzl + %Iefc (u)t?jd]u

components. In the case of the cluster and ionizing oper-
ators defined by Eqs. @) and (@), respectively, the basis
states that span the (N —2)-electron subspace of the Fock
space used in the DIP-EOMCC calculations are |®;;) =

a;a;|®) and |<I>ij,:11_'_'_',‘;:) = a“...a%ag, ... QK a;0;|P),
n =1,...,Mg. Assuming that Mr < My (a condi-
tion required for retaining size intensivity of the result-
ing double ionization energies®#3958) the DIP-EOMCC

eigenvalue problem is given by

(EN,OpenR;(IQ))Clq» = w;(,LN72)R;(,072)|¢>7 (7)

where ﬁNppen refers to the diagrams of Hy containing
external fermion lines and waN_m = EfLN_2) —EéN) is the
vertical DIP energy representing the difference between
the total energy of the ground (u = 0) or excited (u > 0)
state of the (N — 2)-electron target system, denoted as
EfLN_2), and the ground-state CC energy of the under-
lying N-electron species, EéN) = (D|H|®) + (®|H N|P).
In practice, including this work, the solutions of Eq. (1)
are obtained using the Hirao-Nakatsuji generalization®
of the Davidson diagonalization algorithm® to non-
Hermitian Hamiltonians.

In the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) approach developed
in this work, the CCSDT similarity-transformed Hamil-
tonian, designated as H y , is diagonalized in the
(N — 2)-electron subspace of the Fock space spanned by
|®ij), |®;;%), and |<I)ij,§ld>. The programmable factorized
expressions for the required projections of the left-hand-
side of Eq. (@), with T truncated at T3 and REL_2) trun-
cated at R, 4n-2p, as implemented in CCpy, are

Ry (1) = SR () + SRS T (W), (8)

o o o
sher ) = ghor?E () + 5h,r ™ ()

ijk Tkf ij 7 ijk

Dot () = Fh T () + TRl ()

9)

ik 1] 7 17kl
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(10)

one-body (Bg) and two-body (}_L;Z) components of the
similarity-transformed Hamiltonian as well as the ad-
ditional intermediates entering Eqs. (@) and (I0) are
provided in Tables [l and [l Equations B)—Q) imply
that the diagonalization step of DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-



2p) has computational costs identical to those charac-
terizing DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p), which scale as nin? or
A8 where n, (n,) is the number of occupied (unoc-
cupied) orbitals in |®) and ./ is a measure of the sys-
tem size. However, the overall computational effort as-
sociated with the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) approach is
considerably higher than that of DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)
since in the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) case, one also has
to solve the CCSDT equations for the underlying V-
electron species, which involve n2n? steps, as opposed
to the much less expensive n2n (_#) steps of CCSD.
Given the high computational costs of the DIP-
EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) method, we also consider the
more practical DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) scheme, in
which we adopt the Mgller-Plesset (MP) partitioning of
the Hamiltonian and, following Ref. @, incorporate the
leading T3 correlation effects by correcting the 77 and 15
clusters obtained with CCSD using the formulas

T1|®) = T1|®) + Dy (Vv T3)c|®) (11)
and
To|®) = T»|®) + Dy ' (HnT3)c|®), (12)

where D; and Dy are the usual MP denominators for
singles and doubles and

Ts|®) = D3 (VN Ty)o|®) (13)

is the lowest-order approximation to 73, with D3 rep-
resenting the MP denominator for triples. Once 71,
T>, and T3 are determined via Eqs. ([I)—(13), the re-
sulting CCSD(T)(a) similarity-transformed Hamiltonian,
constructed using the recipe described in Ref. @, is
diagonalized in the same way as FESCSDT) in DIP-
EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) with the help of Eqgs. (8)—(0). By
eliminating the need for performing CCSDT calculations,
the most expensive steps of DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-
2p) scale as nind rather than nin’.

To illustrate the performance of the DIP-
EOMCCSDT (4h-2p) and DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p)
methods, as implemented for nonrelativistic and spin-
free scalar-relativistic Hamiltonians in the open-source
CCpy package? we applied them, along with their
DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) and DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)
counterparts, available in CCpy as well, to the vertical
DIPs of the Clsy, Bry, and HBr molecules. We considered
the triplet ground states and low-lying singlet states of
the (Cly)*T, (Bry)*", and (HBr)*" dications, for which
accurate experimental data can be found in Refs. [5-58.
The equilibrium bond lengths in the ground-state Cls,
Bry, and HBr molecules were taken from Ref. 59. In
setting up and solving the DIP-EOMCC eigenvalue
problems for the (Cly)*", (Bry)®", and (HBr)*" target
species and executing the preceding CC computations
for the neutral Cly, Bre, and HBr molecules, we used
the restricted Hartree-Fock (RHF) orbitals of Cly, Bra,
and HBr. The relevant RHF reference determinants

and transformed one- and two-electron integrals were
generated with the PySCF codeSU8I with which CCpy
is interfaced. The scalar-relativistic effects included in
all of our calculations were handled using the SFX2C-1e
spin-free exact two-component approach of Ref. [62, as
implemented in PySCF, and the lowest-energy orbitals
correlating with the chemical cores of Cl and Br were
frozen in post-RHF steps. To obtain insights into
the basis set convergence of our results, we performed
calculations using the cc-pVTZ and cc-pVQZ bases 5363

The DIP values corresponding to the §r0und and low-
lying excited states of the (Cly)*", (Bry)*", and (HBr)**
dications obtained in our DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p), DIP-
EOMCCSD(4h-2p), DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p), and
DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p) calculations are reported in
Table [[IIl As shown in this table, the vertical DIPs
obtained in the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)/cc-pVTZ cal-
culations are characterized by small errors relative to
experiment, which are 0.04-0.25 eV for Cly, 0.02-0.37
eV for Bry, and 0.08-0.12 eV for HBr. This might
suggest that the basic DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) approx-
imation provides an accurate description, but drawing
such a conclusion would be misleading since the DIP-
EOMCCSD(3h-1p) results for Cly and HBr and two of
the four DIPs of Bry considered in this study substan-
tially worsen when the larger cc-pVQZ basis set is em-
ployed. Indeed, the 0.04-0.25 and 0.08-0.12 eV errors
obtained with DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)/cc-pVTZ for Cly
and HBr increase to 0.32-0.55 and 0.30-0.31 eV, respec-
tively, when the cc-pVTZ basis is replaced by cc-pVQZ.
Similarly, the tiny, 0.06 and 0.02 eV errors, resulting
from the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)/cc-pVTZ calculations

for the X%, and a' A, states of (Bry)*" increase to 0.15
and 0.19 eV, respectively, when the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-
1p)/ce-pVQZ approach is used. This deterioration in the
performance of the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) method as

we go from cc-pVTZ to cc-pVQZ seems to be a con-

sequence of neglecting the 4h-2p component of Rifm.

Indeed, when R, 44-2p is included in Rifm via the
DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) approach, the 0.41-0.62, 0.53—
0.87, and 0.24-0.33 eV differences between the DIPs of
Cly, Bra, and HBr computed with DIP-EOMCCSD (4h-
2p)/cc-pVTZ and their experimental counterparts re-
duce in the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ calcula-
tions to 0.15-0.39, 0.35-0.67, and 0.07-0.11 eV, respec-
tively, curing the nonsystematic behavior of the DIP-
EOMCCSD(3h-1p) method with respect to the basis
set size, but the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) approach does
not necessarily improve the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) re-
sults. On the contrary, the DIP values obtained in the
DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ calculations for Bra
are less accurate than their DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)/cc-
pVQZ counterparts, increasing the 0.04-0.19 eV errors in
the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)/cc-pVQZ data to 0.35-0.67
eV when DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) is replaced by DIP-
EOMCCSD(4h-2p). Generally, most of the DIPs of Cly,
Bry, and HBr resulting from the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-
2p) calculations reported in Table [l lie substantially



below the corresponding experimental values. We be-
lieve that this behavior of DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) can
be attributed to the imbalance between the high-level
4h-2p treatment of double ionization and the relatively
low-level CCSD description of the neutral species.

The results of our DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p) calcula-
tions, in which the similarity-transformed Hamiltonian
of CCSD is replaced by its CCSDT counterpart, allow-
ing us to treat the N- and (N — 2)-electron species in a
more accurate and balanced manner, confirm our belief.
In the case of the cc-pVTZ basis set, the description of
all DIPs shown in Table [[TI] substantially improves when
the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) approach is replaced by its
higher-level DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) counterpart. The
0.41-0.62, 0.53-0.87, and 0.24-0.33 €V errors relative to
experiment characterizing the DIPs of Cly, Bry, and HBr
obtained in the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)/cc-pVTZ com-
putations reduce to 0.17-0.37, 0.33-0.68, and 0.10-0.19
eV, respectively, when the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p)/cc-
pVTZ method is employed. With an exception of the
¢ 137 state of (Cly)*" and three states of (HBr)*" con-
sidered in Table [T for which the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-
2p)/cc-pVQZ results are already very accurate, we ob-
serve similar improvements in the DIP-EOMCCSD (4h-
2p) data offered by the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) method
when using the cc-pVQZ basis set. The 0.31, 0.39,
and 0.38 eV differences between the DIPs of Cly as-
sociated with the X 3%, a 'A,, and b 'S} states

of (Cly)*" and their experimentally determined coun-
terparts obtained with the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)/cc-
pVQZ approach reduce in the DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p)
calculations using the same basis set to 0.00, 0.08, and
0.07 eV, respectively. The 0.41, 0.35, and 0.48 eV er-
rors relative to experiment obtained for the analogous
three states of (Bry)>" with DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) /cc-
pVQZ reduce to 0.16, 0.10, and 0.24 eV, respectively,
when we use DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ. The
DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ calculations for the

c 13, state of (B1r2)2Jr are not as accurate, but the
0.43 €V error for the corresponding DIP obtained with
the DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ approach is sig-
nificantly lower than the 0.67 eV error for the same
state produced by DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ. As
shown in Table [ in analogy to DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-
2p), the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) method also cures
the nonsystematic behavior of DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p)
with respect to the basis set size, reducing the 0.17—
0.37, 0.33-0.68, and 0.10-0.19 eV errors relative to
experiment characterizing the DIPs of Cly, Bry, and
HBr obtained using DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p)/cc-pVTZ
to 0.00-0.14, 0.10-0.43, and 0.07-0.09 eV, respectively,
when the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ approach
is employed. We conclude by pointing out that the
DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) method, which offers sig-
nificant savings in the computational effort compared
to full DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p), reproduces the DIPs
of Clp, Bra, and HBr considered in Table [II] result-
ing from the parent DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) calcula-

tions to within 0.02 eV. While we will continue testing
the DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) approach against the
DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p) and other high-accuracy data,
its excellent performance in Table [[IIlis encouraging.

In summary, we presented the fully factorized and pro-
grammable equations defining the DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-
2p) approach and the perturbative approximation to
it abbreviated as DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p). We
incorporated the resulting computer codes, which can
work with nonrelativistic and spin-free scalar-relativistic
Hamiltonians, into the open-source CCpy package avail-
able on GitHub. We applied the DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-
2p) and DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) methods and
their DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) and DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-
2p) predecessors to the vertical DIPs of the Cly, Bro,
and HBr molecules, as described by the cc-pVTZ and
cc-pVQZ basis sets, using the spin-free two-component
SFX2C-1e treatment of the scalar-relativistic effects. We
demonstrated that with the exception of the higher-
lying ¢ '3, state of (Br2)2+, the DIP values computed
with DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p)/cc-pVQZ are not only in
generally good agreement with the available experimen-
tal data, but also more accurate than those obtained
with the cc-pVTZ basis and the DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-
2p) predecessor of DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p), which uses
CCSD instead of CCSDT to construct the under-
lying similarity-transformed Hamiltonian. The DIP-
EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) method, which avoids the most
expensive steps of DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p), turned
out to be similarly effective, recovering the vertical
DIPs of Cly, Bry, and HBr obtained with its DIP-
EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) parent to within 0.02 eV. Our fu-
ture plans include the development of nonperturbative
ways of reducing costs of the DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-
2p) calculations through the active-space treatments of
CCSDTE668 and 4h-2p amplitudes®38 and the use of
frozen natural orbitals, combined with Cholesky decom-
position and density fitting techniques, which will also be
useful in improving our description of relativistic effects
following the four-component methodology of Ref. [6J.
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TABLE I. The one- and two-body components of the similarity-transformed Hamiltonian expressed in terms of the one-, two-,
and three-body cluster amplitudes, t&, tzﬂ and tﬂ; respectively, and matrix elements of the Fock and two-electron interaction
operators, denoted as f{ = (p|f|q) and vjs = (pglv|rs) — (pg|v|sr). In the case of the DIP-EOMCCSDT (4h-2p) method, the ¢},
t7 and t" values are obtained with CCSDT. In the case of the DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) approach, they are replaced
by their ¢, fzﬂ and fijgz counterparts corresponding to the Ty, Ts, and T3 operators defined by Egs. (II)—@3).

Component of H x Expression®
he. [ ot
R £+ BSte + vt + oSt
ha fa = Pt + vasntd — sonlatd}
hitn VUrdn
heh Vit — Ohintl
hie Vi, + vl th
het vl + Lol T — Aty
hi v+ %vﬁfnﬁz} + A Tvle 1t
heim Vi + 0Lty — Rt + vplatis
hid, Vit + Bitil = Rt + S0t + Y (W + X ) + vidat il
B 0l — Syt 4 o+ SRS U — ol (i — i 18) — o £
X am Vi + VGt
Xam hem + 3hrimta
i toy, + o/ tat)

2 In each expression, summation is carried out over repeated upper and lower indices.

TABLE II. The intermediates entering Eqs. (@) and (I0) that are introduced in order to evaluate the contributions to the
DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) and DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) equations due to the three- and four-body components of the
similarity-transformed Hamiltonian.

Intermediate Expression®

(k) S ™ (1) — TR 7 (10

I o L™ (1) = ABEG ™ (1) = R ™ (1)

1 (n) LRed, ™ ()

1%, () SR () = §Rikr™ )+ LR85 )

1% () REGr 97 () + SISty + /9 [Rir™ () + 3RS ()] = SRSr 977 (1)
77 (w)S it (1) — RS, (1)
195 () SR (1) + R ()

2 In each expression, summation is carried out over repeated upper and lower indices.

b In the expression for I*¢(u) used in DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p), hi¢, and h¢, are replaced by v¢, and fg,, respectively.
¢ In the expression for Iij’:(,u) used in DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p), hi%, is replaced by v3c,.

4 In the expression for Iefclc (p) used in DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p), hed, is replaced by ved,.



TABLE III. The vertical DIP energies, in eV, of Clz, Brz, and HBr corresponding to the experimental data reported
in Refs. [56-58 obtained in the DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p), DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p), DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p), and DIP-
EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) calculations using the cc-pVTZ and cc-pVQZ basis sets. Scalar-relativistic effects were incorporated using
the SEX2C-1e methodology of Ref. @ All DIP-EOMCC calculations used the RHF orbitals of the respective neutral diatomics
and the frozen-core approximation was assumed in all post-RHF steps.

Molecule Dication State CCSD(3h-1p)? CCSD(4h-2p)® CCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p)° CCSDT(4h-2p)¢ Experiment®
T7Z QZ T7Z Q7 T7Z Q7 T7Z Q7
Clz_f X 32; 31.28 31.57 30.58 30.82 30.82 31.12 30.84 31.13 31.13
a 1A9 31.78 32.06 31.12 31.35 31.36 31.64 31.37 31.66 31.74
b IE; 32.16 32.45 31.51 31.74 31.74 32.03 31.76 32.05 32.12
c 12; 33.22 33.52 32.56 32.82 32.79 33.09 32.80 33.11 32.97
Bro® X 32; 28.47 28.68 27.92 28.12 28.12 28.35 28.13 28.37 28.53
a 1Ag 28.89 29.10 28.38 28.56 28.57 28.79 28.58 28.81 28.91
b IE; 29.21 29.42 28.71 28.90 28.90 29.13 28.91 29.14 29.38
c 12; 29.93 30.16 29.43 29.63 29.61 29.85 29.62 29.87 30.3
HBr: X35~ 32.70 32.93 32.29 32.51 32.42 32.67 32.43 32.69 32.62
alA 34.06 34.25 33.69 33.86 33.82 34.02 33.83 34.04 33.95
blxt 35.31 35.50 34.95 35.12 35.07 35.27 35.09 35.28 35.19

a The DIP-EOMCCSD(3h-1p) approach.

b The DIP-EOMCCSD(4h-2p) approach.

¢ The DIP-EOMCCSD(T)(a)(4h-2p) approach.

d The DIP-EOMCCSDT(4h-2p) approach.

¢ The experimentally determined DIP values taken from Ref. @ for Cla, Ref. @ for Bra, and Ref. IE for HBr.
f The equilibrium Cl1-Cl1 bond length in the ground-state Cla, taken from Ref. @, is 1.987 A.

& The equilibrium Br—Br bond length in the ground-state Bra, taken from Ref. @, is 2.281 A.

h The equilibrium H-Br bond length in the ground-state HBr, taken from Ref. @, is 1.414 A.



