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Abstract

We present a two-component formulation of algebraic diagrammatic construction theory for sim-
ulating spin–orbit coupling and electron correlation in charged electronic states and photoelectron
spectra. Our implementation supports Hartree–Fock and multiconfigurational reference wavefunc-
tions, enabling efficient correlated calculations of relativistic effects using single-reference (SR-) and
multireference (MR-) ADC. We combine the SR- and MR-ADC methods with three flavors of spin–
orbit two-component Hamiltonians and benchmark their performance for a variety of atoms and small
molecules. When multireference effects are not important, the SR-ADC approximations are competi-
tive in accuracy to MR-ADC, often showing closer agreement with experimental results. However, for
electronic states with multiconfigurational character and in non-equilibrium regions of potential energy
surfaces, the MR-ADC methods are more reliable, predicting accurate excitation energies and zero-field
splittings. Our results demonstrate that the two-component ADC methods are promising approaches
for interpreting and predicting the results of modern spectroscopies.

1 Introduction

Charged excitations are perturbations to a chem-
ical system that result in the net change of elec-
tron number and charge state. Detailed under-
standing of these processes is crucial to advanc-
ing several key areas, such as developing bet-
ter photoredox catalysts and semiconductor ma-
terials,1–3 improving atmospheric and combustion
models,4,5 and characterizing radiation damage in
biomolecules.6–8 Charged excitations are also the
primary electronic transitions studied in photoelec-
tron spectroscopy that uses high-energy light (UV,
XUV, or X-ray) to measure electron binding en-
ergies.9–11 Recent developments in time-resolved
photoelectron spectroscopy enable probing the dy-
namics of charged electronic states and emitted
electrons with atto- and femtosecond time resolu-
tion.12–15

Understanding the electronic structure and dy-
namics of charged excited states requires insights
from accurate theoretical calculations. However,
simulating charged excitations faces many difficul-
ties associated with the description of orbital re-

laxation, charge localization, and electronic spin.
To accurately capture these properties, a variety
of electronic structure methods that incorporate
electron correlation starting with a single- or mul-
tireference wavefunction are available. These ap-
proaches range from lower-cost response16–27 and
perturbation theories28–42 to more computation-
ally expensive and accurate configuration interac-
tion43–47 and coupled cluster methods.48–58

In addition to electron correlation, simulating
charged excitations may require taking into ac-
count spin–orbit coupling. Along with scalar rel-
ativistic effects, spin–orbit interactions are impor-
tant for excitations from core p- and d-orbitals and
are critical to the electronic structure of molecules
with heavy elements. Accurate treatment of elec-
tron correlation and relativistic effects can be
achieved using four-component theories based on
the Dirac–Coulomb (DC) or Dirac–Coulomb–Breit
(DCB) Hamiltonians.59–62 However, the computa-
tional costs of four-component methods are signif-
icantly higher than those of nonrelativistic elec-
tronic structure theories, limiting the scope of their
applications.
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A more economical strategy to simultaneously
capture electron correlation and spin–orbit cou-
pling is offered by the two-component relativis-
tic theories. These approaches are formulated by
decoupling the electronic and positronic states in
the Dirac equation and using the resulting two-
component Hamiltonian to describe electron cor-
relation. Two-component methods can be broadly
divided into two classes: (i) variational, which
introduce spin–orbit interactions in the reference
wavefunction,61–71 or (ii) perturbative, which first
calculate a spin-free relativistic reference wave-
function and incorporate dynamic correlation with
spin–orbit coupling a posteriori.72–78 Most per-
turbative two-component theories treat spin–orbit
coupling as a first-order perturbation and describe
dynamic correlation at a higher level of theory.
While the first-order approximation is accurate for
compounds with light elements at low excitation
energies, it is unreliable for electronic states with
strong relativistic effects.79

In this work, we present an efficient two-
component approach for simulating charged exci-
tations that (i) captures static correlation in fron-
tier molecular orbitals, (ii) treats dynamic corre-
lation and spin–orbit coupling as equal perturba-
tions to the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian, and (iii)
incorporates their effects in excitation energies and
transition intensities up to the second order in per-
turbation theory. Our approach is formulated in
the framework of multireference algebraic diagram-
matic construction theory (MR-ADC)80,81 that al-
lows to efficiently simulate neutral and charged ex-
citations by approximating linear response func-
tions using low-order multireference perturbation
theory.82–88 Four-component implementations of
single-reference ADC (SR-ADC)89–99 with the
variational treatment of spin–orbit effects and per-
turbative description of dynamic correlation in
charged100–103 and neutral excitations104–106 have
been reported.
Here, we implement and benchmark the two-

component MR-ADC methods for simulating
electron-attached (EA) and ionized (IP) states
incorporating dynamic correlation and spin–orbit
coupling effects up to the second order in per-
turbation theory. The spin–orbit interactions
are described using the Breit–Pauli (BP),107–109

first-order Douglas–Kroll–Hess (DKH1), and
second-order Douglas–Kroll–Hess Hamiltonians
(DKH2)110–113 within the mean-field spin–orbit
approximation.109,111–114 The DKH1 and DKH2

Hamiltonians were formulated using the exact
two-component approach developed by Liu and co-
workers.110,111 Starting with a single-determinant
(Hartree–Fock) reference wavefunction, our two-
component MR-ADC methods reduce to the two-
component SR-ADC approximations, for which
results are also presented.

2 Theory

2.1 Algebraic Diagrammatic Construc-
tion Theory of Charged Excitations

Algebraic diagrammatic construction (ADC) be-
longs to a class of propagator theories that describe
charged excitations in terms of the one-particle
Green’s function (1-GF).89–99 For the N -electron
reference electronic state |ΨN ⟩ with energy EN

(usually, the ground state), 1-GF can be expressed
as

Gpq(ω) = G+
pq(ω) +G−

pq(ω)

= ⟨ΨN |ap(ω −H + EN )−1a†q|ΨN ⟩
+ ⟨ΨN |a†q(ω +H − EN )−1ap|ΨN ⟩ (1)

where G+
pq(ω) and G−

pq(ω) are the forward and
backward components of 1-GF, H is the electronic
Hamiltonian, and ω is the frequency of radiation
promoting the charged excitations. The a†p/ap are
the creation/annihilation operators describing elec-
tron addition/removal. Alternatively, 1-GF can be
written in a spectral representation

Gpq(ω) =
∑
n

⟨ΨN |ap|ΨN+1
n ⟩⟨ΨN+1

n |a†q|ΨN ⟩
ω − EN+1,n + EN

+
∑
n

⟨ΨN |a†q|ΨN−1
n ⟩⟨ΨN−1

n |ap|ΨN ⟩
ω + EN−1,n − EN

(2)

that encodes information about the vertical elec-
tron affinities (EN+1,n − EN ), ionization ener-
gies (EN−1,n − EN ), and the corresponding tran-

sition probabilities (⟨ΨN |ap|ΨN+1
n ⟩⟨ΨN+1

n |a†q|ΨN ⟩
and ⟨ΨN |a†q|ΨN−1

n ⟩⟨ΨN−1
n |ap|ΨN ⟩).

ADC approximates the exact 1-GF by expressing
each term in Eq. (2) as a product of non-diagonal
matrices:

G±(ω) = T±(ωS± −M±)
−1T± (3)

Here, M± and T± are the effective Hamiltonian
and transition moments matrices that provide in-
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formation about vertical charged excitation ener-
gies and transition probabilities, respectively. Each
matrix is expressed in a basis of (N ± 1)-electron
excited-state configurations that are, in general,
nonorthogonal with overlap integrals stored in S±.
Approximating M±, T±, and S± using perturba-
tion theory up to the order n

M± ≈M
(0)
± +M

(1)
± + . . .+M

(n)
± (4)

T± ≈ T
(0)
± +T

(1)
± + . . .+T

(n)
± (5)

S± ≈ S
(0)
± + S

(1)
± + . . .+ S

(n)
± (6)

defines the nth-order ADC approximation
(ADC(n)).
Diagonalizing the M± matrices allows to com-

pute charged excitation energies (Ω±):

M±Y± = S±Y±Ω± (7)

The corresponding eigenvectors Y± can be com-
bined with the transition moments matrices T± to
compute spectroscopic amplitudes

X± = T±S
−1/2
± Y± (8)

which provide information about the probabilities
of charged excitations.

2.2 Multireference ADC

Two ADC formulations have been proposed:
single-reference (SR-)89–99,115,116 and multirefer-
ence (MR-)80–88 ADC. In SR-ADC, contributions
to M±, T±, and S± are evaluated using Møller–
Plesset perturbation theory117 following a Hartree–
Fock calculation for the reference state (Figure 1a).
MR-ADC starts with a complete active space self-
consistent field (CASSCF, Figure 1b) reference
wavefunction |Ψ0⟩ and incorporates dynamic cor-
relation effects using multireference N -electron
valence perturbation theory.36,118,119 If the num-
ber of active orbitals in the CASSCF reference
wavefunction is zero, the MR-ADC(n) methods
reduce to the SR-ADC(n) approximations.
Perturbative contributions to the MR-ADC(n)

matrices in Eqs. (4) to (6) can be expressed as:82,83

M
(n)
+µν =

k+l+m=n∑
klm

⟨Ψ0|[h(k)+µ, [H̃
(l), h

(m)†
+ν ]]+|Ψ0⟩ (9)

T
(n)
+pν =

k+l=n∑
kl

⟨Ψ0|[ã(k)p , h
(l)†
+ν ]+|Ψ0⟩ (10)

S
(n)
+µν =

k+l=n∑
kl

⟨Ψ0|[h(k)+µ, h
(l)†
+ν ]+|Ψ0⟩ (11)

M
(n)
−µν =

k+l+m=n∑
klm

⟨Ψ0|[h(k)†−µ , [H̃(l), h
(m)
−ν ]]+|Ψ0⟩

(12)

T
(n)
−pν =

k+l=n∑
kl

⟨Ψ0|[ã(k)p , h
(l)
−ν ]+|Ψ0⟩ (13)

S
(n)
−µν =

k+l=n∑
kl

⟨Ψ0|[h(k)†−µ , h
(l)
−ν ]+|Ψ0⟩ (14)

Here, [A,B] = AB − BA denotes a commutator,
[A,B]+ = AB + BA is an anticommutator, while

H̃(k), ã
(k)
p , and h

(k)†
±ν are the kth-order contributions

to effective Hamiltonian (H̃), effective observable

(ãp), and excitation manifold (h†±ν) operators, re-
spectively.

The low-order H̃(k) and ã
(k)
p have the form:82,83

H̃(0) = H(0) (15)

H̃(1) = V + [H(0), T (1) − T (1)†] (16)

H̃(2) = [H(0), T (2) − T (2)†] +
1

2
[V + H̃(1), T (1) − T (1)†]

(17)

ã(0)p = ap (18)

ã(1)p = [ap, T
(1) − T (1)†] (19)

ã(2)p = [ap, T
(2) − T (2)†] +

1

2
[[ap, T

(1) − T (1)†], T (1) − T (1)†]

(20)

where H(0) is the Dyall zeroth-order Hamilto-
nian,120 V = H −H(0) is the perturbation opera-
tor, and T (k) is the kth-order cluster correlation
operator. The Dyall Hamiltonian H(0) incorpo-
rates the one- and two-electron active-space terms
of the electronic Hamiltonian H and describes the
static electron correlation in active orbitals.81 The
V and T (k) operators incorporate dynamic correla-
tion in non-active orbitals. Up to the second order
in multireference perturbation theory, T (k) (k ≤ 2)
incorporates single and double excitations out of
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virtual
(a, b, c, d)

occupied
(i, j, k, l)

active
(w, x, y, z)

virtual
(a, b, c, d)

occupied
(i, j, k, l)

a) b)

Figure 1: Schematic diagram representing molecular orbitals and their labels for a) the Hartree–Fock (HF) reference wave-
function in SR-ADC and (b) the CASSCF reference wavefunction in MR-ADC. Reproduced from Ref. 98 with permission
from the American Chemical Society. Copyright 2023.

the reference wavefunction |Ψ0⟩ and can be writ-
ten as

T (k) =
∑
µ

t(k)µ τ †µ (21)

where the amplitudes t
(k)
µ are determined by

projecting the kth-order effective Hamiltonian
on the singly and doubly excited configurations
τ †µ|Ψ0⟩:82,83

⟨Ψ0|τµH̃(k)|Ψ0⟩ = 0 (22)

Finally, the excitation manifold operators h
(k)†
±ν

are used to represent H̃(k) and ã
(k)
p in Eqs. (9)

to (13) in the basis of (N ± 1)-electron electronic

configurations (h
(k)†
±ν |Ψ0⟩).82,83 These multirefer-

ence wavefunctions are depicted in Figure 2 for k =

0 and 1. The h
(0)†
±ν operators incorporate all (N±1)-

electron excitations in the active space (|Ψ±I⟩) to-
gether with the one-electron attachment/ionization
in virtual/core orbitals (|Ψa⟩/|Ψi⟩), respectively.
The charged excitations out of active space involv-

ing two electrons are described by h
(1)†
±ν .

Eqs. (9) to (13) define the perturbative struc-
ture of MR-ADC(n) matrices where the sum of or-

ders for h
(k)†
±ν , H̃(l), and ã

(m)
p cannot exceed n for

a particular matrix element. Figure 3 illustrates
this for the low-order MR-ADC methods. In addi-
tion to the strict MR-ADC(0), MR-ADC(1), and
MR-ADC(2) approximations, an extended second-
order MR-ADC method (MR-ADC(2)-X) has been
developed, which incorporates higher-order terms
in M± and T± for the description of double exci-

tations (h
(1)†
±ν ).83 Keeping the size of active space

constant, MR-ADC(2) and MR-ADC(2)-X have

the O(N5) computational scaling with the basis
set size (N), which allows to perform calculations
for molecules with more than 1000 molecular or-
bitals.88

2.3 Incorporating Relativistic Effects in
MR-ADC

The goal of this work is to incorporate relativis-
tic effects in the MR-ADC calculations of charged
electronic states without significantly increasing
their computational cost. To achieve this, we em-
ploy three variants of two-component relativistic
Hamiltonians, namely: Breit–Pauli (BP),107–109

first-order Douglas–Kroll–Hess (DKH1),110,111

and second-order Douglas–Kroll–Hess (DKH2).111

These Hamiltonians are derived by approximately
decoupling the electronic and positronic degrees
of freedom in the four-component Dirac equation
and subsequently adding the Coulomb and Gaunt
two-electron terms. The BP Hamiltonian repre-
sents the lowest level of decoupling, which is valid
when relativistic effects are weak but becomes in-
creasingly inaccurate as these effects get stronger.
The DKH1 and DKH2 Hamiltonians used in this
work are formulated using the spin-free exact two-
component approach of Liu and co-workers (X2C-
1e),110 which provides a more accurate description
of scalar relativistic terms than BP and conven-
tional DKH Hamiltonians.63,121,122 We refer the
readers to excellent reviews on this topic for addi-
tional information.61,66,123

Each two-component Hamiltonian can be ex-
pressed in a general form as:

H2c = HSF +HSO (23)
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virtual
(a, b, c, d)

occupied
(i, j, k, l)

active
(w, x, y, z)

virtual
(a, b, c, d)

occupied
(i, j, k, l)

active
(w, x, y, z)

EA:

IP:

Figure 2: Schematic illustration of the electron-attached and ionized states produced by acting the h
(k)†
±µ

(k = 0, 1) operators on the reference state |Ψ0⟩ in MR-ADC(2) and MR-ADC(2)-X. An arrow represents
electron attachment, a circle denotes ionization, and a circle connected with an arrow indicates single
excitation. The states |Ψ±I⟩ incorporate all (N ± 1)-electron excitations in the active orbitals.
Reproduced from Ref. 98 with permission from the American Chemical Society. Copyright 2023.

ADC(2) ADC(2)-XADC(0) ADC(1)

0 1 2 21 1

1 10 1

0 1 2 21 2

Figure 3: Perturbative structures of the effective Hamiltonian (M±) and transition moments (T±) matrices in the low-order
MR-ADC approximations. Numbers denote the perturbation order to which the effective Hamiltonian and transition moments
are expanded for each sector. Shaded areas indicate nonzero blocks. Adapted from Ref. 98 with permission from the American
Chemical Society. Copyright 2023.

where HSF describes the scalar relativistic effects
and HSO incorporates spin–orbit coupling. For

BP and DKH1, we choose HSF to be the X2C-1e
Hamiltonian110 that captures the scalar relativistic
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effects more accurately than the spin-free contribu-
tions of the conventional BP and DKH1 Hamilto-
nians (HSF = HX2C−1e

SF ). For DKH2, HSF is de-
fined as the X2C-1e Hamiltonian plus additional
terms from the second-order DKH transformation
due to the picture change effect (HSF = HX2C−1e

SF +
HDKH2

SF ). Working equations for HX2C−1e
SF and

HDKH2
SF can be found in Ref. 111.
Within the spin–orbit mean-field approximation

(SOMF),109,114 the BP, DKH1, and DKH2 spin-
dependent Hamiltonians can be written in a gen-
eral form:108–111

HSO = i
α2

4

∑
ξ

∑
pq

F ξ
pqD

ξ
pq (24)

where α = 1/c is the fine-structure constant, the
indices (p, q, . . .) label all spatial molecular or-
bitals in the one-electron basis set, ξ = x, y, z de-
notes Cartesian coordinates, and Dξ

pq are the one-
electron spin excitation operators

Dx
pq = a†pαaqβ + a†pβaqα (25)

Dy
pq = i(a†pβaqα − a†pαaqβ) (26)

Dz
pq = a†pαaqα − a†pβaqβ (27)

with α and β denoting the spin-up and spin-down
electrons, respectively. The expressions for the ma-
trix elements F ξ

pq of each two-component Hamilto-
nian can be found in Ref. 79.
In our formulation of two-component MR-ADC,

we incorporate the scalar relativistic effects in the
reference CASSCF calculation by including HSF in
the zeroth-order Hamiltonian

H
(0)
2c = H(0) +HSF (28)

To describe spin–orbit coupling, we define a new
perturbation operator

V2c = V +HSO = H −H(0) +HSO (29)

where V captures dynamic correlation in non-
active orbitals (Section 2.2) and the two component
spin–orbit operator HSO is defined in Eq. (24). Re-

placing H(0) by H
(0)
2c and V by V2c in Eqs. (15)

to (20) allows to formulate the two-component
MR-ADC(n) methods with consistent perturbative
treatment of dynamic correlation and spin–orbit
coupling effects.
Incorporating HSO requires several changes in

the MR-ADC implementation:

1. HSO modifies the amplitudes of correlation
operator T (k) (Eq. (21)) by entering the am-
plitude equations (22) for the single and
semi-internal double excitations. Following
the standard NEVPT2 notation,36 these am-
plitudes belong to the [±1′] and [0′] exci-

tation classes and can be denoted as t
a(k)
i ,

t
x(k)
i , t

a(k)
x , t

ay(k)
ix , t

yz(k)
ix , and t

az(k)
xy using

the orbital index labels in Figure 1. Due
to the SOMF approximation, the amplitude
equations for other excitation classes remain
unaffected. As in our nonrelativistic im-
plementation,82,83 the second order correla-
tion operator T (2) has negligible contribu-
tions to the MR-ADC matrices up to the
MR-ADC(2)-X level of theory. For this rea-
son, we include only one class of second-order

correlation amplitudes (t
a(2)
i ) to ensure con-

sistency with the single-reference ADC ap-
proximations.

2. Since HSO contains terms with all active in-
dices, a new class of internal single excita-

tions (t
y(1)
x , x > y) is introduced. These cor-

relation amplitudes are necessary to account
for the active-space spin–orbit coupling ef-
fects in the reference wavefunction and to
ensure that the effective Hamiltonian ma-
trix M± is complex-Hermitian. For addi-

tional details and derivation of t
y(1)
x ampli-

tude equations, we refer the readers to the
Appendix.

3. Finally, the spin–orbit contributions to T (k)

and V modify the M± and T± matrix ele-
ments. Implementation of these new contri-
butions requires properly treating complex
conjugation and permutational symmetry of
complex-valued tensors.

Table 1 summarizes the capabilities of our two-
component MR-ADC implementation, which al-
lows to calculate electron-attached (EA) and ion-
ized (IP) states using three variants of relativistic
Hamiltonians (BP/DKH1/DKH2) up to the MR-
ADC(2)-X level of theory. Our implementation
supports both CASSCF and restricted Hartree–
Fock (RHF) reference wavefunctions and can be
used to perform two-component SR-ADC calcu-
lations for molecules with a closed-shell refer-
ence state. Although the MR-ADC(n) methods
developed in this work are perturbative in na-
ture, they deliver the exact energies of SOMF
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Table 1: Two-component SR- and MR-ADC methods implemented in this work. X2C-1e stands for the
spin-free (SF) exact two-component approach of Liu and co-workers.110 For the discussion of spin–orbit
(SO) Hamiltonians and other details see Section 2.3.

Method SF Hamiltonian SO Hamiltonian
BP-(EA/IP)-(SR/MR)ADC(2) X2C-1e BP
BP-(EA/IP)-(SR/MR)ADC(2)-X X2C-1e BP
DKH1-(EA/IP)-(SR/MR)ADC(2) X2C-1e DKH1
DKH1-(EA/IP)-(SR/MR)ADC(2)-X X2C-1e DKH1
DKH2-(EA/IP)-(SR/MR)ADC(2) X2C-1e + DKH2 DKH2
DKH2-(EA/IP)-(SR/MR)ADC(2)-X X2C-1e + DKH2 DKH2

BP/DKH1/DKH2 Hamiltonian when all orbitals
are included in the active space starting with the
first-order approximation (n ≥ 1). Our current
implementation is restricted to non-degenerate ref-
erence states due to the state-specific nature of cor-
relation amplitudes determined from Eq. (22). A
generalization of this approach to degenerate refer-
ence states will be reported in a forthcoming pub-
lication.
In the following sections, we present a benchmark

study of the relativistic ADC methods, starting
with a brief summary of computational details.

3 Computational details

The two-component EA/IP-ADC methods were
implemented in the development version of
Prism.124 All one- and two-electron integrals and
the CASSCF reference wavefunctions were com-
puted using Pyscf.125 The matrix elements of
DKH1 Hamiltonian were computed by interfacing
Prism with Socutils.113,126 The DKH2 matrix
elements were implemented in a local version of
Socutils.79

We performed four sets of benchmark calcula-
tions. In Section 4.1, we assess the accuracy of
two-component EA/IP-ADC methods for predict-
ing zero-field splitting in the 2P and 2Π states of
main group atoms and diatomics. Next, in Sec-
tion 4.2, we carry out benchmark calculations for
the transition metal atoms with d1 and d9 elec-
tronic configurations. In Section 4.3, we simu-
late the photoelectron spectra of cadmium halides
(CdX2, X = Cl, Br, I) using the IP-ADC methods.
Finally, in Section 4.4, we compute the photoelec-
tron spectra of methyl iodide (CH3I) at equilibrium
and along the C–I bond dissociation.
All electrons were correlated in all ADC calcu-

lations. For an open-shell system containing N

electrons, the EA/IP-ADC results were computed
starting with the (N ∓ 1)-electron lowest-energy
singlet reference state. The geometries, active
spaces, and CASCI states (|Ψ±I⟩ in Figure 2) cho-
sen for each calculation are provided in the Sup-
plementary Information. The MR-ADC calcula-
tions were performed using the ηs = 10−5 and
ηd = 10−10 parameters to remove linearly depen-
dent semiinternal and double excitations, respec-
tively.82,83

For the main group elements and diatomics (Sec-
tion 4.1), we utilized the ANO-RCC-VTZP ba-
sis set.127 The diatomic bond lengths were set to
their experimental values,128 which are provided
in the Supplementary Information. The calcula-
tions of transition metal atoms with the d1 and
d9 electronic configurations (Section 4.2) were per-
formed using the all electron X2C-TZVPall-2c ba-
sis set.129 To compute the photoelectron spectra
of cadmium halides (Section 4.3), we employed the
X2C-QZVPall basis set130 and structural parame-
ters from Ref. 131. The CdX2 experimental photo-
electron spectra were digitized using the WebPlot-
Digitizer132 from the data reported in Refs. 133
and 134.
Finally, for the simulations of CH3I photoelec-

tron spectra (Section 4.4) we used the X2C-
TZVPall basis set.129 The CH3I equilibrium geom-
etry was optimized using density functional theory
with the B3LYP functional135 and the def2-TZVP
basis set.136,137 The reference CASSCF wavefunc-
tions were calculated for the lowest-energy singlet
state incorporating 6 electrons in 7 active orbitals
(6e, 7o), which included the lone pairs of the iodine
atom, the σ-bonding and antibonding C–I orbitals,
and three more antibonding orbitals localized on
the CH3 group. Photoelectron spectra were simu-
lated for the equilibrium, stretched, and completely
dissociated CH3I structures. In the stretched ge-
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ometry, the C–I bond was elongated by a factor
of two relative to its equilibrium value (re), keep-
ing the structure of CH3 group frozen (pyramidal).
For the dissociated geometry (CH3+I), the C–I dis-
tance was set to ∼6.7 Åand the CH3 fragment was
fully optimized at the CCSD(T)/def2-TZVP level
of theory in a separate calculation without the I
atom being present. These geometries are reported
in the Supplementary Information.

4 Results and Discussion

4.1 Zero-field splitting in main group
atoms and diatomics

We begin with a benchmark of two-component
ADC approximations for calculating the zero-field
splitting (ZFS) in main group atoms and di-
atomic molecules that do not exhibit multirefer-
ence effects. Tables 2 and 3 compare the results
of EA-ADC methods with available experimental
data112,139 for the group 1 and 13 atoms and group
2 and 14 hydrides. The IP-ADC benchmark calcu-
lations (Tables 4 and 5) were performed for the
group 17 atoms, group 18 cations, as well as group
16 neutral and group 17 cationic hydrides. For an
atom or molecule with N electrons, the EA/IP-
ADC calculations were performed for the lowest-
energy term of 2P or 2Π symmetry starting with
the (N ∓ 1) singlet reference wavefunction. Addi-
tional computational details can be found in Sec-
tion 3 and the Supporting Information.
The benchmark results are summarized in Fig-

ure 4 and Table 6 where the EA/IP-ADC mean ab-
solute errors (MAE) in % and cm−1 are calculated
relative to the experimental data for each row of
periodic table. For the second- and third-period el-
ements, the computed ZFS show little dependence
on the choice of two-component spin–orbit Hamil-
tonian (BP, DKH1, and DKH2). Starting with the
fourth period, the BP-ADC methods deteriorate
in accuracy and exhibit convergence problems in
the iterative diagonalization of effective Hamilto-
nian matrix. The DKH1- and DKH2-ADC calcula-
tions do not experience convergence issues and are
significantly more accurate compared to BP-ADC
for heavier elements.
To compare the accuracy of ADC levels of the-

ory in predicting the ZFS of main group elements,
we focus on the DKH2 results in Figure 4 and Ta-
ble 6. For periods 2 and 3, all DKH2-EA-ADC
methods show similar accuracy with MAE of ∼ 1

and 3 cm−1, which represents ∼ 5 to 10 % error rel-
ative to experimental ZFS due to weak spin–orbit
coupling in these systems. In periods 4 and 5, the
DKH2-EA-ADC MAE range from 16 to 39 cm−1

(2.6 to 11.3 %) and from 132 to 220 cm−1 (5.8
to 15.5 %), respectively. Since the molecules in
this benchmark set do not exhibit multireference
effects, the EA-SR-ADC methods are competitive
in accuracy to EA-MR-ADC, often showing better
performance. The DKH2-EA-SR-ADC(2) method
has the smallest MAE for periods 4 and 5, despite
being the lowest level of theory out of four DKH2-
EA-ADC approximations.
The DKH2-IP-ADC methods show somewhat

larger errors in ZFS compared to DKH2-EA-ADC,
which represent a smaller % fraction (∼ 2 to 6 %)
of the experimental reference data. Going down
the periodic table, the DKH2-IP-ADCMAE ranges
are 14.9 – 24.5, 15.3 – 63.8, 27.3 – 116.1, and
148.1 – 407.6 cm−1 for periods 2, 3, 4, and 5, re-
spectively (Table 6). The DKH2-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X
and DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2) methods tend to show
smaller MAE for periods 4 and 5 within a limited
scope of our benchmark study.

4.2 Spin–orbit coupling in d1 and d9

transition metal atoms

We now turn our attention to the transition metal
atoms with the d1 (ground-state Sc, Y, La) and
d9 (excited-state Cu, Ag, Au) electronic configu-
rations. Table 7 reports the ZFS in the ground
2D term of Sc, Y, and La atoms computed us-
ing the two-component EA-ADC methods starting
with the 1S reference states of their cations. Earlier
studies using two-component multireference config-
uration interaction (X2C-MRCISD)71 and quaside-
generate N-electron valence perturbation theory
(DKH2-QDNEVPT2)79 reported significant errors
in the ZFS of these elements (Table 7). For exam-
ple, the variational X2C-MRCISD method shows
the 10.2 and 11.2 % errors in ZFS for Sc and
La, respectively. The smallest error in the DKH2-
QDNEVPT2 calculations is 14.9 % (La).79

For all d1 atoms (Sc, Y, and La), the EA-
SR-ADC and EA-MR-ADC methods show sim-
ilar results at the same level of spin–orbit and
dynamic correlation treatment. The DKH-EA-
ADC(2)-X family of methods exhibits the best per-
formance predicting the ZFS of Sc, Y, and La
within ∼ 21, 13, and 4 % of the experimental
data,139–141 respectively (Table 7). For the La
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Table 2: Zero-field splitting (cm−1) in the 2P states of main group atoms and the 2Π states of diatomics
computed using the two-component EA-MR-ADC methods with the BP, DKH1, or DKH2 spin–orbit
Hamiltonians. All calculations employed the uncontracted ANO-RCC-VTZP basis set.

System BP-EA- DKH1-EA- DKH2-EA- BP-EA- DKH1-EA- DKH2-EA- Experimenta

MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2)-X MR-ADC(2)-X MR-ADC(2)-X
B 13.2 13.2 13.2 13.8 13.8 13.8 15.0
Al 112 112 112 117 116 116 112
Ga 1045 942 949 998 899 906 826
In b 2796 2843 b 2756 2802 2213
Na 13.0 12.9 12.9 13.9 13.8 13.8 17.2
K 43 43 43 55 55 55 58
Rb b 237 239 b 264 267 238
Cs b 474 474 b 584 595 554
CH 26 26 26 26 26 26 28
SiH 135 134 134 138 137 137 143
GeH 1118 894 901 1120 892 900 893
SnH b 2304 2344 b 2361 2402 2178
BeH 1.76 1.76 1.76 1.88 1.88 1.88 2.14
MgH 33 33 33 36 36 36 35
CaH 77 76 76 82 80 81 79
SrH b 296 261 b 259 261 300

a Experimental results are from Refs. 138 and 139.
b Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamiltonian.

Table 3: Zero-field splitting (cm−1) in the 2P states of main group atoms and the 2Π states of diatomics
computed using the two-component EA-SR-ADC methods with the BP, DKH1, or DKH2 spin–orbit Hamil-
tonians. All calculations employed the uncontracted ANO-RCC-VTZP basis set.

System BP-EA- DKH1-EA- DKH2-EA- BP-EA- DKH1-EA- DKH2-EA- Experimenta

SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2)-X SR-ADC(2)-X SR-ADC(2)-X
B 14.0 14.0 14.3 15.5 16.0 15.4 15.0
Al 111 109 103 109 115 109 112
Ga 937 845 852 981 884 892 826
In b 2416 2456 b 2518 2559 2213
Na 15.5 15.5 15.5 16.1 16.0 16.0 17.2
K 58 57 57 61 60 60 58
Rb b 238 240 b 248 251 238
Cs b 585 597 b 610 623 554
CH 26 26 26 29 29 29 28
SiH 142 140 140 150 149 149 143
GeH 1151 919 927 1214 969 978 893
SnH b 2412 2454 b 2534 2578 2178
BeH 1.74 1.74 1.75 1.85 1.84 1.85 2.14
MgH 34 32 33 34 34 34 35
CaH 83 81 81 86 85 85 79
SrH b 291 294 b 308 311 300

a Experimental results are from Refs. 138 and 139.
b Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamiltonian.

atom, the DKH-EA-ADC(2)-X methods outper-
form the X2C-MRCISD approach, likely due to
a fortuitous error cancellation. When compared
to DKH2-QDNEVPT2, DKH-EA-ADC(2)-X show
better results for Y and La. The strict second-
order approximations (DKH-EA-ADC(2)) exhibit
significantly larger errors than their extended (-X)
counterparts (∼ 35, 26, and 5 % for Sc, Y, and
La). As for the main group elements and diatomics
(Section 4.1), the BP spin–orbit Hamiltonian pro-
duces similar results to DKH1/DKH2 for lighter
elements (Sc and Y) but is unreliable for the heav-
ier La atom.

To assess the performance of two-component IP-
ADC approximations, we calculated the ZFS of
Cu, Ag, and Au atoms in the excited 2D term (d9

electronic configuration) starting with the lowest-
energy closed-shell anionic reference state (Ta-
ble 8). In contrast to the d1 atoms, the IP-SR-
ADC and IP-MR-ADC ZFS are significantly differ-
ent, with the multireference approximations show-
ing closer agreement with the experimental data.
The DKH-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X methods exhibit the
best performance, predicting the ZFS of Cu, Ag,
and Au within∼ 1, 4, and 6 % of their experimental
values, respectively. DKH-IP-MR-ADC(2) yield
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Table 4: Zero-field splitting (cm−1) in the 2P states of main group atoms and the 2Π states of diatomics
computed using the two-component IP-MR-ADC methods with the BP, DKH1, or DKH2 spin–orbit Hamil-
tonians. All calculations employed the uncontracted ANO-RCC-VTZP basis set.

System BP-IP- DKH1-IP- DKH2-IP- BP-IP- DKH1-IP- DKH2-IP- Experimenta

MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2)-X MR-ADC(2)-X MR-ADC(2)-X
F 385 384 384 389 388 388 404
Cl 885 873 875 892 880 880 882
Br 4014 3672 3708 b 3701 3737 3685
I 9980 7533 7661 b 7593 7722 7603
Ne+ 757 754 755 760 757 758 780
Ar+ 1417 1395 1256 1425 1403 1410 1432
Kr+ 5906 5369 5423 b 5386 5441 5370
Xe+ 12780 9832 9996 b 9751 9914 10537
Rn+ b 27208 27654 b 27388 27842 30895
OH 128 128 128 130 130 130 139
SH 348 344 345 341 337 338 377
SeH 1754 1623 1640 b 1571 1585 1764
TeH 4294 3438 3492 b 3335 3386 3816
HF+ 279 278 279 281 280 281 293
HCl+ 613 605 607 616 608 610 648
HBr+ 2717 2502 2525 b 2490 2513 2653
HI+ 6179 4915 4990 b 4866 4941 5400

a Experimental results are from Refs. 138 and 139.
b Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamiltonian.

Table 5: Zero-field splitting (cm−1) in the 2P states of main group atoms and the 2Π states of diatomics
computed using the two-component IP-SR-ADC methods with the BP, DKH1, or DKH2 spin–orbit Hamil-
tonians. All calculations employed the uncontracted ANO-RCC-VTZP basis set.

System BP-IP- DKH1-IP- DKH2-IP- BP-IP- DKH1-IP- DKH2-IP- Experimenta

SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2)-X SR-ADC(2)-X SR-ADC(2)-X
F 382 389 381 439 437 438 404
Cl 849 837 840 917 904 907 882
Br 3783 3478 3511 b 3703 3738 3685
I 8926 6997 7115 b 7383 7504 7603
Ne+ 761 760 760 815 812 813 780
Ar+ 1419 1397 1401 1473 1451 1455 1432
Kr+ 5703 5208 5261 b 5364 5417 5370
Xe+ 12957 9988 10156 b 10232 10404 10537
Rn+ 25547 25546 25949 b 26287 26729 30895
OH 132 132 132 153 152 152 139
SH 359 355 356 388 382 383 377
SeH 1774 1640 1658 b 1746 1761 1764
TeH 4269 3432 3485 b 3605 3660 3816
HF+ 283 283 283 312 311 311 293
HCl+ 635 626 628 662 654 655 648
HBr+ 2771 2553 2578 b 2634 2659 2653
HI+ 6261 4998 5074 b 5118 5196 5400

a Experimental results are from Refs. 138 and 139.
b Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamiltonian.

similar results for Ag and Au but are somewhat
less accurate for Cu with ∼ 6 % error. The IP-SR-
ADC results show much greater spread, changing
significantly (by as much as 1940 cm−1) from IP-
SR-ADC(2) to IP-SR-ADC(2)-X.
Overall, our calculations highlight the impor-

tance of multireference effects for simulating the
ZFS in excited 2D term of Cu, Ag, and Au. These
findings can be confirmed with the analysis of
CASCI states in the MR-ADC calculations, which
reveals that the multireference nature of 2D ex-

cited states increases in the order Au > Ag > Cu.
Consistent with this analysis, the Cu atom shows
the largest difference in % errors between the SR-
and MR-ADC approximations.

4.3 Photoelectron spectra of cadmium
halides

In addition to charged excitation energies, the
EA/IP-ADC methods provide straightforward ac-
cess to transition probabilities that can be used
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Figure 4: Percent mean absolute errors (% MAE) in the zero-field splitting of main group atoms and diatomics calculated using
the two-component EA/IP-ADC methods for the different rows of periodic table relative to the experimental measurements.
Bars that exceed the scale are indicated with asterisks. See Tables 2 to 5 for the data on individual systems.

to simulate photoelectron spectra. Here, we
use our two-component EA/IP-ADC implemen-
tation to compute the photoelectron spectra of
linear cadmium halides (CdX2, X = Cl, Br, I).
Each molecule has a singlet ground state with

the (σg)
2(σu)

2(πu)
4(πg)

4 electronic configuration
in the order of increasing orbital energy. Ionizing
the doubly-degenerate πg and πu orbitals localized
on the halogen atoms gives rise to four electronic
states: 2Π 3

2
g,

2Π 1
2
g,

2Π 3
2
u, and

2Π 1
2
u. The energy
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Table 6: Mean absolute errors (cm−1) in the zero-field splitting of main group atoms and diatomics
calculated using the two-component EA/IP-ADC methods for periods 2 to 5 of the periodic table relative
to the experimental measurements. See Tables 2 to 5 for the data on individual systems.

Method Period 2 Period 3 Period 4 Period 5

BP-EA-SR-ADC(2) 1.1 1.2 93.4 a

BP-EA-SR-ADC(2)-X 0.5 2.9 121.5 a

BP-EA-MR-ADC(2) 1.2 3.6 114.9 a

BP-EA-MR-ADC(2)-X 1.2 3.6 101.2 a

DKH1-EA-SR-ADC(2) 1.1 2.7 12.0 111.7
DKH1-EA-SR-ADC(2)-X 0.8 2.8 35.5 169.8
DKH1-EA-MR-ADC(2) 1.3 3.9 33.7 178.8
DKH1-EA-MR-ADC(2)-X 1.3 3.7 19.6 198.4
DKH2-EA-SR-ADC(2) 1.2 3.8 15.7 132.0
DKH2-EA-SR-ADC(2)-X 0.5 2.8 39.4 192.3
DKH2-EA-MR-ADC(2) 1.2 3.8 37.4 209.0
DKH2-EA-MR-ADC(2)-X 1.2 3.7 22.9 220.2
BP-IP-SR-ADC(2) 14.5 19.3 139.8 1264.3
BP-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X 25.8 25.3 a a

BP-IP-MR-ADC(2) 16.6 20.1 234.7 1469.3
BP-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X 14.2 21.3 a a

DKH1-IP-SR-ADC(2) 13.0 31.0 148.3 485.3
DKH1-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X 24.0 13.0 15.3 254.5
DKH1-IP-MR-ADC(2) 17.7 30.2 76.5 409.5
DKH1-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X 15.2 27.6 97.2 452.8
DKH2-IP-SR-ADC(2) 14.9 28.3 116.1 381.4
DKH2-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X 24.5 15.3 27.3 148.1
DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2) 17.3 63.8 82.1 333.1
DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X 14.9 25.0 110.6 407.6

a Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamiltonian.

Table 7: Zero-field splitting (cm−1) in the ground 2D term of Sc, Y and La atoms computed using the
two-component EA-ADC methods. For comparison, we also include data from DKH2-QDNEVPT279 and
X2C-MRCISD.71 All calculations employed the X2C-TZVPall-2c basis set. Shown in parentheses are the
% errors with respect to experimental results.139–141

Method Sc Y La

DKH2-QDNEVPT279 141 (16.3) 428 (19.2) 897 (14.9)
X2C-MRCISD71 186 (10.2) 524 (1.1) 936 (11.2)
BP-EA-SR-ADC(2) 108 (35.5) 381 (28.2) a

DKH1-EA-SR-ADC(2) 110 (34.7) 392 (26.1) 987 (6.2)
DKH2-EA-SR-ADC(2) 110 (34.8) 391 (26.3) 987 (6.2)
BP-EA-SR-ADC(2)-X 131 (22.0) 450 (15.1) a

DKH1-EA-SR-ADC(2)-X 132 (21.3) 457 (13.7) 1094 (3.9)
DKH2-EA-SR-ADC(2)-X 132 (21.4) 457 (13.8) 1095 (4.0)
BP-EA-MR-ADC(2) 109 (35.3) 385 (27.4) 973 (7.6)
DKH1-EA-MR-ADC(2) 110 (34.6) 396 (25.3) 1002 (4.9)
DKH2-EA-MR-ADC(2) 110 (34.6) 395 (25.5) 1002(4.9)
BP-EA-MR-ADC(2)-X 132 (21.3) 454 (14.3) a

DKH1-EA-MR-ADC(2)-X 133 (20.7) 461 (12.9) 1089 (3.4)
DKH2-EA-MR-ADC(2)-X 133 (20.7) 461 (13.0) 1090 (3.5)
Experiment 168 530 1053

a Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamilto-
nian.

spacing and relative order of these states in CdX +
2

depends on the strength of spin–orbit coupling that
increases from X = Cl to X = I.
Figure 5 compares the experimental photoelec-

tron spectra133,134 of CdX2 (X = Cl, Br, I) with the
results of DKH2-IP-MR/SR-ADC(2) and DKH2-
IP-MR/SR-ADC(2)-X calculations. The simulated
spectra were uniformly shifted to align their lowest-
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Table 8: Zero-field splitting (cm−1) in the excited 2D term of Cu, Ag, and Au atoms computed using the
two-component IP-ADC methods. All calculations employed the X2C-TZVPall-2c basis set. Shown in
parentheses are the % errors with respect to experimental results.142–144

Method Cu Ag Au

BP-IP-SR-ADC(2) 1787 (12.5) 4071 (9.0) 11547 (5.9)
DKH1-IP-SR-ADC(2) 1785 (12.6) 4027 (9.9) 11105 (9.5)
DKH2-IP-SR-ADC(2) 1786 (12.6) 4034 (9.8) 11168 (9.0)
BP-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X 2181 (6.8) 4727 (5.7) a

DKH1-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X 2177 (6.6) 4659 (4.2) 13030 (6.2)
DKH2-IP-SR-ADC(2)-X 2178 (6.6) 4668 (4.4) 13108 (6.8)
BP-IP-MR-ADC(2) 1927 (5.7) 4291 (4.0) 12109 (1.3)
DKH1-IP-MR-ADC(2) 1925 (5.8) 4245 (5.1) 11602 (5.5)
DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2) 1926 (5.7) 4251 (4.9) 11666 (4.9)
BP-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X 1984 (2.9) 4344 (2.9) a

DKH1-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X 2019 (1.1) 4292 (4.0) 11490 (6.4)
DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X 2021 (1.1) 4299 (3.9) 11547 (5.9)
Experiment 2043 4472 12274

a Convergence problems encountered when using the BP Hamilto-
nian.

Table 9: Relative energies (∆E, eV) of states in the CdX +
2 molecules (X = Cl, Br, I) calculated using

DKH2-IP-ADC methods in comparison to experimental data.133,134 For the 2Π 3
2
g state, vertical ionization

energy (VIE, eV) is reported. All calculations employed the X2C-QZVPall basis set.

Molecule Property SR-ADC(2) SR-ADC(2)-X MR-ADC(2) MR-ADC(2)-X Experiment

CdCl +
2 VIE (2Π 3

2
g) 11.00 10.89 12.23 11.85 11.49

∆E(2Π 1
2
g − 2Π 3

2
g) 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.09 ≲ 0.1

∆E(2Π 3
2
u − 2Π 1

2
g) 0.37 0.34 0.39 0.43 0.40

∆E(2Π 1
2
u − 2Π 3

2
u) 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.08 ≲ 0.1

∆E(2Σu − 2Π 1
2
u) 0.68 0.65 0.59 0.67 0.49

∆E(2Σg − 2Σu) 0.62 0.67 0.42 0.46 0.81
CdBr +

2 VIE (2Π 3
2
g) 10.27 10.12 11.28 10.99 10.58

∆E(2Π 1
2
g − 2Π 3

2
g) 0.30 0.32 0.31 0.31 0.31

∆E(2Π 3
2
u − 2Π 1

2
g) 0.14 0.10 0.15 0.18 0.15

∆E(2Π 1
2
u − 2Π 3

2
u) 0.24 0.25 0.24 0.24 0.21

∆E(2Σu − 2Π 1
2
u) 0.70 0.70 0.64 0.69 0.60

∆E(2Σg − 2Σu) 0.86 0.88 0.72 0.75 1.01
CdI +

2 VIE (2Π 3
2
g) 9.49 9.31 10.45 10.22 9.55

∆E(2Π 3
2
u − 2Π 3

2
g) 0.39 0.37 0.40 0.43 0.43

∆E(2Π 1
2
g − 2Π 3

2
u) 0.18 0.23 0.19 0.16 0.20

∆E(2Π 1
2
u − 2Π 1

2
g) 0.16 0.13 0.13 0.18 0.17

∆E(2Σu − 2Π 1
2
u) 0.90 0.94 0.92 0.93 0.86

∆E(2Σg − 2Σu) 1.01 0.96 0.90 0.91 1.05

energy peak with the corresponding signal in the
experimental data. Apart from the shift, all four
levels of theory predict the same order of states
and qualitatively reproduce the peak structure in
experimental spectra. For CdCl2, four peaks are
observed in the simulated and experimental photo-
electron spectra. The first two peaks correspond to
two pairs of states (2Π 3

2
g – 2Π 1

2
g and 2Π 3

2
u – 2Π 1

2
u)

with each pair split by ≲ 0.1 eV due to weak spin–
orbit coupling.
Stronger zero-field splitting in CdBr2 and CdI2

merges the signals from 2Πg and 2Πu states into
a broad band and reorders 2Π 1

2
g and 2Π 3

2
u in

cadmium iodide. The shape of this band in ex-
perimental spectra is qualitatively reproduced by
all two-component IP-ADC methods, suggesting
that multireference effects are not important for
the low-energy ionized states of cadmium halides.
The IP-ADC calculations are also in a good agree-
ment with the photoelectron spectra from two-
component self-consistent GW reported recently by
Abraham et al.145
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(a) CdCl2 

DKH2-SR-ADC(2)    
(0.49 eV)

DKH2-SR-ADC(2)-X  
(0.60 eV)

DKH2-MR-ADC(2)  
(-0.74 eV)

DKH2-MR-ADC(2)-X  
(-0.36 eV)

(b) CdBr2 

Experiment Experiment

DKH2-SR-ADC(2)    
(0.31 eV)

DKH2-SR-ADC(2)-X    
(0.45 eV)

DKH2-MR-ADC(2)    
(-0.69 eV)

DKH2-MR-ADC(2)-X
    (-0.41 eV)

(c) CdI2 

Experiment

DKH2-SR-ADC(2)    
(0.06 eV)

DKH2-SR-ADC(2)-X    
(0.23 eV)

DKH2-MR-ADC(2)   
(-0.90 eV)

DKH2-MR-ADC(2)-X   
(-0.67 eV)

Ionization Energy (eV) Ionization Energy (eV) Ionization Energy (eV)

Figure 5: Photoelectron spectra of cadmium dihalides (CdX2, X = Cl, Br, and l) simulated using two-component IP-SR-ADC
and IP-MR-ADC methods with the DKH2 spin–orbit Hamiltonian. Calculated spectra were shifted to align them with the
experimental spectra for the first peak. The shift value is indicated in parentheses for each spectrum. Experimental spectra
were digitized132 and reprinted from Refs. 133 and 134 with permission from Elsevier and Wiley Materials. Copyright 1983
and 2011.

Table 9 reports the relative energies of CdX +
2

(X = Cl, Br, I) states in the experimental and sim-
ulated spectra. All two-component ADC methods
predict the relative spacing between the first four
states within ≲ 0.06 eV of experimental measure-
ments. The 2Π 1

2
u – 2Σu energy separations are con-

sistently overestimated in all ADC calculations by
up to 0.2 eV. The most significant deviations from
experimental data are observed for the 2Σu – 2Σg

relative energies, which are systematically under-
estimated by 0.1 to 0.4 eV with errors increasing
from X = I to X = Cl. Due to the dissociative
nature of 2Σu and 2Σg states,134 accurately sim-
ulating their signals in photoelectron spectra may
require considering the effects of nuclear dynamics,

which are missing in our calculations.

4.4 Photoelectron spectra of methyl io-
dide along bond dissociation

Finally, we showcase the multireference capabili-
ties of our two-component EA/IP-ADC implemen-
tation by simulating the photoelectron spectrum
of methyl iodide (CH3I) along the C–I bond dis-
sociation. Due to its small size, dissociative low-
lying excited states, and strong spin–orbit cou-
pling, CH3I has become a prototype for testing
new experimental and theoretical techniques aimed
at understanding the electronic structure and cou-
pled electron-nuclear dynamics at atto- and fem-
tosecond times scales.146–167 Most studies have fo-
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Figure 6: Photoelectron spectra of methyl iodide (CH3I) computed using the DKH2-IP-MR-ADC method at the equilibrium
(re, a and b), stretched (2re, c and d), and dissociated (CH3+I, e and f) geometries. Spectra were calculated with (b, d,
f) and without (a, c, e) spin–orbit coupling effects. Each plot shows photoelectron intensity contributions from the iodine
lone-pair (LP(I)), C–I σ-bonding (σ(C–I)), C–I σ-antibonding (σ∗(C–I)), and C–H σ-bonding (σ(C–H)) orbitals.

cused on investigating the CH3I photodissociation
dynamics following an excitation into the first ab-
sorption band at 220 – 350 nm (so-called A-band),
which promotes electrons from the iodine lone pairs
into the C–I antibonding orbital (n → σ∗). In
particular, time-resolved (pump-probe) photoelec-
tron spectroscopy provided valuable insights about
the CH3I photodissociation mechanism by mea-
suring electron binding energies as a function of
time.148,150,153,158,161,164,166,167 Comparing the re-
sults of these measurements with accurate theoret-
ical calculations provides opportunities to obtain
deeper insights about the interplay of spin–orbit
coupling, strong electron correlation, and nonadia-
batic relaxation in photodissociation dynamics.
Here, we investigate the effect of spin–orbit cou-

pling on the photoelectron spectra of CH3I com-
puted at equilibrium (re), stretched (2re), and
completely dissociated (CH3+I) geometries. In the
stretched structure, the C–I bond was elongated
by a factor of two relative to its equilibrium value
but the geometry of CH3 fragment was kept frozen.
For the dissociated structure, the iodine atom was
placed ∼ 6.7 Å away from the carbon atom and the
geometry of CH3 moiety was fully optimized.
Figure 6 shows the re, 2re, and CH3+I pho-

toelectron spectra simulated using DKH2-IP-MR-
ADC(2)-X with and without spin–orbit coupling
effects. The re photoelectron spectrum simulated
without spin–orbit coupling (Figure 6a) exhibits
only three peaks corresponding to the electron de-
tachment from the iodine lone pairs (12E, LP(I)),

15



the C–I σ-bonding orbital (12A1, σ(C–I)), and the
C–H bonding orbitals of CH3 fragment (22E, σ(C–
H)). Including spin–orbit coupling splits the 12E
transition into the 12E3/2 and 12E1/2 components
with the zero-field splitting (ZFS) of 0.55 eV at
the DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X/X2C-TZVPall level
of theory (Figure 6b). The computed (12E3/2;
12E1/2) vertical ionization energies (9.33; 9.88 eV)
are in a good agreement with the experimental
binding energies (9.54; 10.17 eV) reported by Locht
et al.160 For the two higher-lying states (12A1,
22E), the experimental photoelectron spectrum
shows broad bands at 12.1-13.1 and 14-15.6 eV
with maxima at 12.6 and 14.8 eV. These measure-
ments agree well with the calculated (12A1; 2

2E3/2;
22E1/2) vertical ionization energies of (12.27; 14.52;
14.53) eV where the 22E3/2 – 22E1/2 splitting (∼
90 cm−1 ≈ 0.01 eV) is due to a very weak spin–
orbit coupling in the ionized CH3 group. It is
important to point out that the 22E states cor-
respond to ionizing the non-active 8e molecular
orbitals. Since DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X incorpo-
rates the full spectrum of single and double exci-
tations (Section 2.2), the 22E transitions can be
included without expanding the active space.
Stretching the C–I bond by a factor of two (2re)

results in a more complicated photoelectron spec-
trum. Comparing the re and 2re spectra with-
out spin–orbit coupling effects (Figures 6a and 6c),
large red shift and lowering of intensity are ob-
served for the lowest-energy 2A1 peak due to the
weakening of σ(C–I). In addition, two new 2A1 sig-
nals appear with smaller intensities. As shown in
Figure 6c, these features correspond to the ion-
ization of C–I antibonding orbital (σ∗(C–I)) that
is significantly populated at this stretched geome-
try. Since the 2E state is localized on iodine lone
pairs (LP(I)), its energy increases by only 0.13 eV.
However, a significant fraction of 2E intensity is
transferred into the higher-lying 2E states that ap-
pear 0.7 and 1.6 eV higher in energy. Incorpo-
rating spin–orbit coupling results in the zero-field
splitting of 2E states and allows them to inter-
act with 2A1, which further complicates the spec-
trum (Figure 6d). Although we cannot assign
symmetries for each peak in Figure 6d, we note
that the energy separations and orbital character
of states in our DKH2-IP-MR-ADC(2)-X calcula-
tions with and without spin–orbit coupling are in a
good agreement with the results of a multireference
configuration interaction study by Marggi Poul-
lain and co-workers.163 Interestingly, incorporating

spin–orbit coupling results in a much stronger over-
lap of photoelectron signals from σ(C–I) and σ∗(C–
I), which indicates that this effect facilitates bond
breaking at this geometry.
Finally, we consider the photoelectron spectra

computed for the fully dissociated CH3+I struc-
ture with a relaxed (planar) CH3 fragment. With-
out spin–orbit effects (Figure 6e), the CH3+I spec-
trum exhibits fewer features compared to that at
the 2re geometry (Figure 6c). Relaxing the CH3

geometry red shifts the two lowest-energy 2A1 tran-
sitions corresponding to the ionization of CH3 rad-
ical and I atom. As a result of complete C–I bond
dissociation, the first 2E transition blue shifts by
∼ 0.37 eV, gaining intensity relative to the 2re
spectrum. Incorporating spin–orbit coupling (Fig-
ure 6f) significantly perturbs the spectrum, split-
ting the peaks and allowing the resulting states in-
teract. As discussed in Ref. 163, the ionized states
of CH3+I can be assigned to the CH3 + I+ and
CH +

3 + I dissociation limits with I or I+ in their
ground or excited electronic states. Due to spa-
tial symmetry breaking in the reference CASSCF
wavefunction, the degeneracy of some CH3 + I+

and CH +
3 + I states in our calculations is lifted by

∼ 0.05 eV on average with a maximum of ∼ 0.15
eV. Despite this, for the features with significant
intensity tentative assignments can be made as fol-
lows: CH +

3 + I(2P3/2) [9.2 eV], CH3 + I+(3P2) [9.5

eV], CH +
3 + I(2P1/2) [9.9 eV], CH3 + I+(3P0) [10.3

eV], CH3 + I+(3P1) [10.5 eV], and CH3 + I+(1D2)
[11.4 eV]. For the CH +

3 + I ionization channel,
these results are in a good agreement with the data
from femtosecond pump-probe experiments by de
Nalda et al.156 that reported the first ionization
energy of ∼ 9.3 eV and the I(2P3/2) – I(2P1/2) zero-
field splitting of ∼ 0.8 eV. In the CH3 + I+ chan-
nel, the energy separations of I+ levels (3P0 – 3P2,
3P1 – 3P0,

1D2 – 3P1) computed using DKH2-IP-
MR-ADC(2)-X (0.8, 0.2, 0.9 eV) agree well with
the data from atomic spectroscopy (0.8, 0.1, 0.8
eV).139

5 Conclusion

We presented a two-component formulation of al-
gebraic diagrammatic construction theory that en-
ables simulating charged electronic states and pho-
toelectron spectra with a computationally efficient
treatment of electron correlation (both static and
dynamic) and spin–orbit coupling. Starting with
either a restricted Hartree–Fock or a complete ac-
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tive space self-consistent field reference wavefunc-
tion, our implementation allows to perform single-
reference (SR-) or multireference (SR- and MR-
) ADC calculations incorporating dynamic cor-
relation and spin–orbit coupling up to the sec-
ond order in perturbation theory. The relativis-
tic effects are described using three flavors of
two-component spin–orbit Hamiltonians, namely:
Breit–Pauli, first-order Douglas–Kroll–Hess, and
second-order Douglas–Kroll–Hess.
We benchmarked the accuracy of two-component

SR- and MR-ADC methods for simulating zero-
field splitting and photoelectron spectra of atoms
and small molecules. When multireference effects
are not important, such as in main group atoms
and diatomics, the SR-ADC methods are compet-
itive in accuracy to the MR-ADC approximations,
often showing better agreement with experimental
results. However, as we demonstrated in our stud-
ies of d9 transition metal atoms and the methyl
iodide molecule, the MR-ADC methods are more
reliable in excited states and can correctly describe
photoelectron spectra in non-equilibrium regions
of potential energy surfaces that can be important
for interpreting the results of time-resolved exper-
iments.
Overall, our benchmark results demonstrate that

the two-component ADC methods developed in
this work are promising techniques for efficient
and accurate simulations of spin–orbit coupling in
charged electronic states. To make them practi-
cal, several developments are still necessary, such
as efficient computer implementation, enabling cal-
culations for degenerate or state-averaged refer-
ence states, and extensions to neutral excitations.
The two-component ADC methods are also at-
tractive for simulating how matter interacts with
high-energy light, as was demonstrated in a recent
study of time-resolved X-ray photoelectron spec-
tra along iron pentacarbonyl photodissociation.87

Pushing these frontiers holds promise for improving
our understanding of relativistic effects and elec-
tron correlation in increasingly complicated molec-
ular systems.

6 Appendix: Deriving Ampli-
tude Equations for the Internal
Single Excitations

As discussed in Section 2.3, incorporating HSO

(Eq. (24)) in the perturbation term V of MR-ADC

effective Hamiltonian (Eqs. (16) and (17)) results
in new contributions to M± (Eqs. (9) and (12))
starting at the first order in perturbation theory.
Since HSO contains terms with all active indices
(i.e., spin–orbit coupling in active orbitals), diago-

nal blocks ofM
(k)
± (k ≥ 1) with the excitation oper-

ators h
(l)†
±µ and h

(l)
±ν belonging to the same class will

get modified. As an example, we consider the di-

agonal sectors of M
(k)
+ in two-component EA-MR-

ADC that can be written as:

M
(k)
+µν =

l+m=k∑
lm

⟨Ψ0|[h(l)+µ, [H̃
(m), h

(l)†
+ν ]]+|Ψ0⟩

=
l+m=k∑

lm

(
⟨Ψ0|h(l)+µH̃

(m)h
(l)†
+ν |Ψ0⟩

− ⟨Ψ0|h(l)+µh
(l)†
+ν H̃

(m)|Ψ0⟩
)

(30)

We also write down an expression for the same di-

agonal block of M
(k)†
± :

M
(k)†
+µν =

l+m=k∑
lm

⟨Ψ0|[h(l)+ν , [H̃
(m), h

(l)†
+µ ]]+|Ψ0⟩†

=

l+m=k∑
lm

(
⟨Ψ0|h(l)+µH̃

(m)h
(l)†
+ν |Ψ0⟩

− ⟨Ψ0|H̃(m)h
(l)
+µh

(l)†
+ν |Ψ0⟩

)
(31)

where we used the fact that H̃(m) is Hermitian at
any order m. Comparing Eqs. (30) and (31), we
note that for the effective Hamiltonian matrix to be
Hermitian (M

(k)
+µν = M

(k)†
+µν) their last terms should

be zero or equal to each other. Since h
(l)
+µ and h

(l)†
+ν

are from the same class, these contributions cor-
respond to the projections of H̃(m) by excitations
inside active space (so-called internal excitations).
Due to the all-active contributions from HSO, the
last two terms in the Eqs. (30) and (31) are gener-
ally not the same, unless the effective Hamiltonian
is parameterized to prevent that.

To ensure that M
(k)
± is rigorously Hermitian up

to k = 2, we incorporate a new class of first-order
internal excitations in the correlation operator T :

T (1) ←
∑
x>y

ty(1)x a†yax (32)

which ensure that the last two terms of Eqs. (30)
and (31) (and similar terms in IP-MR-ADC) are

equal to each other.84 The t
y(1)
x (x > y) ampli-
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tudes are determined by solving a system of linear
equations:

⟨Ψ0|a†xayH̃(1)|Ψ0⟩ − ⟨Ψ0|a†yaxH̃(1)|Ψ0⟩∗ = 0 (33)

Since t
y(1)
x are complex-valued, Eq. (33) need be

solved for Re(t
y(1)
x ) and Im(t

y(1)
x ) separately. Each

system of equations can be written in a tensor form:

KReT
(1)
Re = −VRe (34)

KImT
(1)
Im = −VIm (35)

where T
(1)
Re and T

(1)
Im contain the real and imaginary

parts of t
y(1)
x (x > y), respectively. The elements

of KRe, KIm, VRe, and VIm are defined as:

KRe
xy,wz = ⟨Ψ0|(a†xay − a†yax)[H

(0), a†zaw − a†waz]|Ψ0⟩
(36)

KIm
xy,wz = ⟨Ψ0|(a†xay + a†yax)[H

(0), a†zaw + a†waz]|Ψ0⟩
(37)

V Re
xy = Re(⟨Ψ0|(a†xay − a†yax)V2c|Ψ0⟩) (38)

V Im
xy = Im(⟨Ψ0|(a†xay + a†yax)V2c|Ψ0⟩) (39)

where H(0) is the Dyall zeroth-order Hamiltonian
and V2c is the perturbation operator defined in
Eq. (29).
To solve Eqs. (34) and (35), we first diagonalize

the real-valued and Hermitian KRe and KIm ma-
trices:

KReZRe = SReZReϵRe (40)

KImZIm = SImZImϵIm (41)

where ZRe and ZIm denote the eigenvectors of
corresponding generalized eigenvalue problems and
SRe and SIm are the overlap matrices:

SRe
xy,wz = ⟨Ψ0|(a†xay − a†yax)(a

†
zaw − a†waz)|Ψ0⟩

(42)

SIm
xy,wz = ⟨Ψ0|(a†xay + a†yax)(a

†
zaw + a†waz)|Ψ0⟩

(43)

The contributions to internal amplitudes can then
be obtained as follows:

T
(1)
Re = −S−1/2

Re Z̃Reϵ
−1
Re Z̃

†
ReS

−1/2
Re VRe (44)

T
(1)
Im = −S−1/2

Im Z̃Imϵ
−1
Im Z̃†

ImS
−1/2
Im VIm (45)

where Z̃Re = S
1/2
Re ZRe and Z̃Im = S

1/2
Im ZIm.
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