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A recent study by Panchagnula et al. [J. Chem. Phys. 161, 054308 (2024)] illustrated the non-concordance of a
variety of electronic structure methods at describing the symmetric double-well potential expected along the anisotropic
direction of the endofullerene Ne@C70. In this article we delve deeper into the difficulties of accurately capturing the
dispersion interaction within this system, scrutinising a variety of state-of-the-art density-functional approximations
(DFAs) and dispersion corrections (DCs). We identify rigorous criteria for the double-well potential and compare the
shapes, barrier heights, and minima positions obtained with the DFAs and DCs to the correlated wavefunction data in the
previous study, alongside new coupled-cluster calculations. We show that many of the DFAs are extremely sensitive
to the numerical integration grid used, and note that the choice of DC is not independent of the DFA. Functionals
with many empirical parameters tuned for main-group thermochemistry do not necessarily result in a reasonable PES,
while improved performance can be obtained using nearly dispersionless DFAs with very few empirical parameters
and allowing the DC to compensate. We pose the Ne@C70 system as a challenge to functional developers and as a
diagnostic system for testing dispersion corrections, and reiterate the need for more experimental data for comparison.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-covalent interactions, particularly London dispersion
forces, pose a well-known challenge for ab initio electronic
structure (ES) methods1 due to their weak and long-ranged na-
ture. Therefore, chemical species primarily stabilized by dis-
persion interactions are often difficult to describe accurately
with these methods.

Due to its favourable cost-to-performance ratio, density-
functional theory (DFT) has earned itself the title of being the
“workhorse of quantum chemistry”2 and has had renowned
success across various disciplines. However, its quality is tied
to the choice of density-functional approximation (DFA),3 al-
most all of which have severe limitations in their ability to
accurately capture dispersion interactions. In order to al-
leviate this, a variety of dispersion corrections (DCs) have
been developed,4 with varying levels of empiricism. These
include Grimme’s dispersion corrections,5–10 as well as the
VV10,11,12 many-body dispersion (MBD),13,14 and exchange-
hole dipole moment (XDM)15–17 methods. Grimme’s models,
in particular, have gained enormous popularity due to their
simple and efficient implementation.

Correlated wavefunction (WF) methods are an alternative
to DFAs that are reputed for their high accuracy, albeit at the
expense of a significant increase in computational cost due to
unfavourable scaling with respect to both system and basis-set
sizes. As dispersion forces explicitly arise due to the interac-
tions of multiple electrons, WF methods account for this in
their description of electron correlation. Second order Møller–
Plesset perturbation theory (MP2) is a standout choice due
to its efficient implementations,18–38 whereas coupled cluster
(CC) including single, double, and perturbative triple excita-

tions (CCSD(T)) is nominally considered the “gold standard”
of WF methods.39 This impressive level of accuracy comes
at a heavy price, as CCSD(T) calculations with moderate ba-
sis sets tend to be computationally unfeasible for all but very
small chemical systems.

Between the multiple pairings of DFAs and DCs, as well as
WF methods, there is a plethora of ES methods that could be
used to describe the dispersion interaction within a chemical
system. Given an accuracy tolerance, it is not immediately
obvious as to which choice can achieve it, and for the lowest
computational cost. In order to test, validate, and benchmark
ES methods for their ability to describe dispersion interactions
accurately and efficiently, endofullerenes (EFs) emerge as in-
teresting candidates.

EFs are a class of systems where atom(s) or molecule(s), A,
are trapped within a fullerene cage Cn, denoted A@Cn.40 The
development of a technique known as “molecular surgery” has
allowed for the controlled synthesis and characterisation of
these species, leading to a vast amount of very precise spec-
troscopic data.41,42 The sizes of the fullerene rings are such
that London dispersion is a significant component of their in-
teraction energies with the encapsulated species. Moreover,
they are not too small such that the ES calculations are trivial,
and not too large that large basis sets are unfeasible.43

Spectroscopic data for these systems probes information
about the nuclear energy levels (translational, rotational etc.)
of the endohedral species measured at the wavenumber level.
In order to achieve this level of accuracy theoretically, the
potential energy surface (PES) derived from ES calculations
must also be as accurate. However, the development of high
level ab intio ES techniques is usually focused on the goal
of achieving “chemical accuracy” of 1 kcal/mol, which is ap-
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proximately 350 cm−1. Evidently, requiring the ES methods
to move from thermochemical accuracy to spectroscopic ac-
curacy, at the 1 cm−1 level, significantly increases the com-
putational demand.

A recent theoretical study of He@C60
44 found that MP2

achieved this level of accuracy, with the random phase approx-
imation (RPA) following closely behind. Experimental data
for He@C60

45,46 was available for comparison, which guided
the categorisation of the ES methods, but equivalent data was
not present for Ne@C70.47 This larger system proved much
more challenging as, even greatly expanding the number and
quality of the ES methods considered, a worrying lack of con-
cordance between them was noted. The crux of the difference
seemed to lie in the description of the symmetric double well
potential along the unique, anisotropic direction of C70, with
MP2 being a standalone outlier.

In this paper, we delve deeper into the cornucopia of pos-
sible ES methods to gain an intuition and understanding of
their behaviour for Ne@C70. As in our previous work, we in-
vestigate a one-dimensional slice of the Ne@C70 PES along
the unique, anisotropic axis of C70, and assess its double-well
characteristics. We primarily examine the behaviour of vari-
ous DFAs, as well as different DCs, to understand what prop-
erties are important for an accurate description of the endohe-
dral interaction. We compare the characteristics of these PESs
to the previously generated correlated WF data, alongside a
few new state-of-the-art CC calculations.

II. THEORY

Previous research on PESs for EFs has tended to forego
ES calculations, instead approximating the surface using a
pairwise additive Lennard-Jones (LJ) potential, summed over
cage-endohedral sites.48–57 This has the advantage of compu-
tational simplicity and ensures that the PES has the appropri-
ate smoothness and symmetry, but at the expense of using em-
pirically derived LJ parameters that may not be optimal.50,56

On the other hand, due to the high computational cost, gener-
ating the full PES from ES calculations requires interpolation
between a small set of discrete data points.47 Therefore, we
require the PES obtained from an ES method to be smooth
and differentiable.

In the specific case of Ne@C70, we expect to see a well-
behaved symmetric double well, without any oscillations.
More rigorously, we require the origin to be a local max-
imum, with only two inflection points present. This crite-
rion ensures there are no extra oscillations, nor any shoulders
nor plateaus, which could cause failures in the subsequent
calculations of vibrational frequencies, intensities, and other
derived properties.58,59 These requirements pose a particular
challenge for DFAs, as the energy is usually evaluated on in-
tegration grids prone to numerical inaccuracies.60–68 In the
following, we will give a brief summary of the most impor-
tant aspects of DFT and the associated numerical integration
of the energy functionals, while the specific computational de-
tails are provided in the supplementary information.

In (Kohn–Sham)-DFT, a system’s total energy is given

by69,70

EDFT = T0 +
∫

vext(r)ρ(r)dr+EH[ρ]+EXC , (1)

where T0 is the non-interacting kinetic energy of the electrons,
vext is the external potential, EH is the Hartree energy, and
EXC is the exchange-correlation (XC) energy. The XC-energy
includes all remaining contributions to the total energy and
is hence at the heart of all common DFAs. A large array of
different DFAs exists in the literature, with Perdew’s ladder3

providing a classification scheme that groups DFAs into five
different “rungs” according to the ingredients used in approx-
imating the XC-energy.

In this work, we employed various DFAs from four of
the five rungs and compared their performance on the cho-
sen slice of the Ne@C70 PES. From rung 2, we employed
the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) functional of
Perdew–Burke–Ernzerhof (PBE)71,72 and B86bPBE,73 which
combines Becke’s B86b exchange functional with PBE corre-
lation. From rung 3, we picked the combinatorially-optimized
meta-GGA (mGGA) including VV10 dispersion from the
Head-Gordon group, called B97M-V.74 From rung 4, we
employed hybrid variants of PBE and B86bPBE, termed
PBE075 and B86bPBE0,17 with and without various disper-
sion corrections (vide infra). We additionally considered
Becke’s 10-parameter global hybrid, B97,76 and the follow-
ing combinatorially-optimized range-separated hybrids from
the Head-Gordon group: ω-B97,77 ω-B97X,77 ω-B97X-
V,78 and ω-B97M-V.79 Finally, from rung 5, we chose the
double-hybrid B2PLYP80 and PWPB9581 functionals from
the Grimme group, as well the ω-B97M(2)82 functional from
the Head-Gordon group. The functionals used were mainly
chosen because of their high popularity and excellent perfor-
mance in typical benchmarks.83

Many XC functionals neglect the energy contribution from
dispersion effects, so a correction term must be added. Usu-
ally, the contribution of dispersion to the electron density is
negligible; therefore, a popular approach is to include dis-
persion as a post-self-consistent-field (post-SCF) correction
to the total DFT energy as

ETotal = EDFT +Edisp . (2)

Various post-SCF dispersion correction methods have been
developed that depend on different system properties. For
instance, the Grimme DFT-D series, such as D3(0)6 and
D3(BJ),84 depend on coordination number. The term in
parentheses indicates the specific damping function applied
to the DC, ensuring appropriate asymptotic behaviour by
making the dispersion energy become constant at small in-
ternuclear separations. These functions contain tunable pa-
rameters that are optimised for each functional and some-
times basis set. D3(0) and D3(BJ) use the Chai and Head-
Gordon85 and Becke–Johnson (BJ)86 damping functions, re-
spectively. The Tkatchenko–Scheffler (TS)87 and many-body
dispersion (MBD)-based models, such as the range-separated
self-consistent screening (MBD@rsSCS)13,88 and non-local
(MBD-NL)14 variants, depend on the electron density and
use Fermi-type Wu–Yang damping functions.89 The XDM
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model16,17,90 depends not only on the density, but also its gra-
dient, Laplacian, and the kinetic-energy density, and uses the
BJ damping function.

In this work, we considered the PBE0 hybrid functional
paired with each of the D3(0), D3(BJ), TS, MBD@rsSCS,
MBD-NL, and XDM dispersion methods. XDM was also
paired with the B86bPBE0 hybrid as B86b is better able to
describe non-bonded repulsion, as a result of the adherence
of its enhancement factor to the appropriate large reduced-
density-gradient limit.91 As the mixing parameters for the
MP2 contribution in the B2PLYP and PWPB95 double-hybrid
functionals are smaller than unity, they were combined with
D3(BJ) to ensure a asymptotically correct description of long-
range dispersion effects.81,92 Note that the B97M-V, ω-B97X-
V, ω-B97M-V, and ω-B97M(2) functionals were not paired
with another dispersion correction as they already include the
VV10 dispersion method in their definitions. While ω-B97X
does not include a dispersion correction, it was parameterized
to reference data involving dispersion-bound systems and,
therefore, captures some short-range dispersion-like binding
through its exchange terms.

Although the chosen DFAs exhibit significantly different
functional forms, they share the common characteristic that
their energies are evaluated on a numerical integration grid.
Typically, the molecular grid is decomposed into a collec-
tion of atom-centered grids using Becke’s partitioning93 or
other similar schemes.94,95 Each atomic grid is generally con-
structed as a product of radial and angular grids, denoted as a
tuple of (radial points, angular points) used, with the angular
points corresponding to the Lebedev quadratures.96 The be-
haviour of functionals for intermolecular interactions can be
extremely sensitive to the integration grid. Too small a grid
can not only mean that certain integrals do not converge, but
in the case of certain DFAs, introduce spurious oscillations
into the PES, essentially rendering it useless.58–67 On the other
hand, too large a grid can severely increase the computational
cost, making the calculation infeasible. The sensitivity of the
computed Ne@C70 PES to the integration grid is illustrated
in the SI for the case of ω-B97M-V and, without extremely
dense angular integration grids, the PES obtained with certain
functionals exhibited strong oscillations.

III. RESULTS

In Figure 1a, complete basis set (CBS) extrapolated corre-
lated wavefunction data for the MP2 (blue) and RPA@PBE
(orange) from our previous study are reproduced.47 The MP2
curve represents the extreme of the WF data obtained previ-
ously, giving the most binding, while RPA@PBE is an inter-
mediate result. The green scatter points are new data from
the present work derived from paired natural orbital (PNO)
CCSD(T0) calculations, also extrapolated to both the com-
plete PNO space and CBS limit.97 (T0) refers to a quasi-
canonical implementation of the perturbative triples, a con-
sequence of using PNOs.98 Two metrics that will be used to
describe the overall shape of the PES are the minima posi-
tions (zm, in Å) and the barrier height (BH, in cm−1) connect-

TABLE I: Barrier heights and minima positions for different
DFAs and WF methods in Figure 1.

Method BH/cm−1 zm/Å
HF 0 0

PBE 0 0
B97 0 0

ω-B97X 33.48 0.58
B97M-V 114.64 0.86

ω-B97X-V 59.94 0.68
ω-B97M-V 64.71 0.82

B2PLYP-D3(BJ) 61.85 0.78
PWPB95-D3(BJ) 293.43 0.74

ω-B97M(2) 89.84 0.74
MP2 84.21 0.76

RPA@PBE 35.43 0.64
PNO-CCSD(T0)† ≥ 36.1 -

† S.P. calculation at z = 0.50 represents the BH lower bound

ing them; the magnitude of the BH exactly corresponds to the
well depth since the zero of energy is defined to be the point
at z = 0 with the Ne at the centre of the C70 cage. The new
CCSD(T0) data suggests that the true BH and zm are likely to
lie between the values predicted by MP2 and RPA@PBE, and
this should serve as a reference when considering the results
of the various DFAs.

Figure 1b shows results for the Ne@C70 PES obtained
with the selected GGAs and GGA-based hybrids (solid lines),
mGGA-based hybrids (dashed lines), and double hybrids (dot-
ted lines). Table I further summarises the obtained minima
positions and barrier heights with selected methods. The
dispersion-uncorrected methods (HF, PBE, and B97) expect-
edly display only a single well while the remaining meth-
ods all display double wells, but of varying characters. The
mGGA-based hybrids (B97M-V and ω-B97M-V) exhibit
wider double wells with higher values of zm than their anal-
ogous GGA-based hybrids (ω-B97X and ω-B97X-V) or ob-
tained with WF methods, indicating they are likely erroneous.
Additionally, the ωB97M(2), B97M-V, and PWPB95-D3(BJ)
curves exhibit even deeper double wells than obtained with
MP2, with the PWPB95-D3(BJ) double hybrid being a severe
outlier with a barrier of nearly 300 cm−1. This latter PES
also shows some very subtle wiggles, which is likely caused
by the high sensitivity of the underlying B95 mGGA to grid
size.15,61 The functionals providing PES with the most com-
parable features to the WF results are ω-B97X, followed by
ω-B97X-V and B2PLYP-D3(BJ), although the predicted BH
and zm values still vary significantly amongst this group. The
good performance of ω-B97X here is surprising as it does not
include an explicit dispersion-energy term. Given the large
spread in the computed results, we suggest that functionals
that contain many parameters, and are traditionally designed
for thermochemistry, may not perform well for this PES.

Next, we turn our attention to minimally empirical func-
tionals designed for intermolecular interactions. In Figure 2,
we consider PBE0 as the base functional to which an assort-
ment of different DCs (XDM, TS, MBD-NL, MBD@rsSCS,
D3(0), and D3(BJ)) are added as described in Eq (2). PBE0
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FIG. 1: PES slices of (a) WF methods and (b) DFAs for points separated by 0.02Å. For the WF methods, MP2 is shown in blue
and RPA@PBE in maroon; PNO-CCSD(T0) single points are given by the light green crosses. For the DFAs, GGAs and

GGA-based hybrids are given by solid lines, mGGA-based hybrids by dashed lines, and double hybrids by dotted lines. HF,
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FIG. 2: PES slices of PBE0 with dispersion corrections
XDM, TS, MBD-NL, MBD@rsSCS, D3(0), D3(BJ) in blue,
maroon, light green, purple, pink and yellow. RPA@PBE0, a

correlated WF method, is in forest green.

is chosen as corresponding damping parameters are readily
available for each of these DCs. Both D3-type corrections ex-
hibit a single minimum, indicating that they are not capturing
sufficient information about the strength of dispersion interac-
tion to transform the PBE0 curve (which also has a single min-
imum) into a double well. Furthermore, the XDM, MBD-NL,

and MBD@rsSCS curves display extremely flat double wells,
with BHs of <5 cm−1 , much smaller than what was previ-
ously observed from the correlated wavefunction data in Fig-
ure 1a. On the other hand, PBE0-TS yields a BH of 30.5 cm−1

and minima at zm =±0.54 Å, in line with the RPA@PBE0 re-
sults. This increased well depth, relative to the other DCs, is
in keeping with the tendency of TS to overbind in compari-
son to the other DCs when benchmarked for intermolecular
complexes and molecular crystals.17

The ability of PBE0-TS to capture the double well may be
a consequence of how the zero of energy is defined relative to
Ne at the centre of the C70, and there being dispersion contri-
butions from both sides of the fullerene cage. It is important
to realise that we are most interested in how the dispersion
energy changes as the PES is traversed,68 not just its abso-
lute value, which will be relatively large as this is the major
component of the binding of noble gas endofullerenes. While
the TS approach would likely overestimate the magnitude of
the absolute binding energy relative to infinitely separated Ne
and C70, the increased magnitude of the TS dispersion term
improves the description of the double well when paired with
PBE0.

While it may seem possible to choose any base functional,
and subsequently pair it with any DC, these choices are not
necessarily independent. There is a subtle interplay between
these quantities that is reflected by the sensitivity of the em-
pirical damping parameters on the choice of base functional.
These parameters are present in all post-SCF dispersion meth-
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TABLE II: Barrier heights and minima positions for different
dispersion corrections applied to PBE0 and B86bPBE0

calculations in Figures 2 and 3.

Method BH/cm−1 zm/Å
PBE0-XDM 1.02 0.18

PBE0-TS 30.54 0.54
PBE0-MBD-NL 3.67 0.30

PBE0-MBD@rsSCS 4.07 0.32
PBE0-D3(0) 0 0

PBE0-D3(BJ) 0 0
B86bPBE0-XDM 10.91 0.44

B86bPBE0-50X-XDM 27.44 0.56
B86bPBE0-50X-XDM(BJNG)† 36.59 0.60

RPA@PBE0 33.10 0.62
† BJ damping fit to noble gases (a1 = 0.65 & a2 = 1.68 Å)100

ods to damp the dispersion energy at short interatomic separa-
tions, and are fit for each choice of base functional using ref-
erence WF data for molecular complexes. This implies that,
as the base functional captures a better description of non-
bonded repulsion, the less the DC needs to be damped. Con-
versely, the dispersion term is more damped when paired with
functionals that already mimic some dispersion-like binding
through their exchange terms, or include a fraction of MP2
correlation as in double hybrids. Damping parameter opti-
mization is further complicated as the reference data is not
typically limited to only dispersion-bound systems and spans
a broad range of intermolecular interaction types, including
hydrogen bonding. This results in error cancellation between
delocalisation error in the base functional99 and the DC in
some cases, particularly for GGAs.

Finally, we examine the importance of the choice of base
density functional, and the specific fraction of exact-exchange
(HF) mixing, aX, for sequences of hybrid functionals based
on PBE0 and B86bPBE0. The aX parameter was varied in
increments of 5% from 0% to 50% exact exchange as higher
mixing fractions tend to lead to deleterious performance for
main-group thermochemistry due to the mismatch between
non-local exchange and local correlation functionals.101 The
computed BHs and zm for the Ne@C70 PES are plotted as
a function of aX in Figs 3a and 3b, respectively, for these
functionals with (crosses) and without (circles) XDM disper-
sion included. This allows for scrutinisation of the interplay
of the base functional and dispersion correction, and explo-
ration into an optimal value(s) for the precise amount of HF
exchange. As XDM is fitted to each functional and basis set
combination, the BJ damping coefficients (a1 and a2) needed
re-optimization for each value of aX considered. Further dis-
cussion, tables of optimal coefficients, and PES plots are pro-
vided in the SI.

For this particular PES, there is very little difference in the
results obtained with the PBE-based and B86b-based hybrid
functionals without a DC. This occurs because we are only
sampling the PES for translation of Ne inside the C70 cage.
The primary difference between these exchange functionals
is for regions far from atoms or molecules, where the elec-
tron density is decaying exponentially and the reduced density

gradient is large, but no such regions are present within end-
ofullerenes. There is, however, some dependence of the PES
on the degree of exact-exchange mixing. As seen in Fig. 3, the
GGA functionals (aX = 0) predict only a single well, but this
transitions to a shallow double well with BHs of ca. 1-8 cm−1

as aX is increased beyond 25% exact exchange. The softening
of the potential with increased exact-exchange mixing implies
that both GGA exchange functionals are too repulsive for this
potential, compared to Hartree-Fock.

In contrast, there are significant differences between the
PES predicted by the PBE-based and B86b-based hybrids
when the XDM dispersion correction is included. As seen
in Fig. 3, the hybrids based on B86bPBE0-XDM always ex-
hibit a double well, with both the BHs and zms increasing
nearly linearly (between 2–27 cm−1 and 0.35–0.55 Å re-
spectively) with increasing aX. This effect is also seen for
the hybrid functionals based on PBE0-XDM, but to a much
lesser extent, so that the double well only appears beyond
20% HF exchange. The reasons for the deeper double wells
seen with functionals based on B86bPBE0-XDM, compared
to PBE0-XDM, can be traced to the interplay between the
base functional and the dispersion damping function. Gen-
erally, PBE0 tends to give more binding for intermolecular
complexes than B86bPBE0, so the PBE0 DC from XDM is
more damped. Further, as aX is increased, the binding en-
ergies for intermolecular complexes (particularly hydrogen-
bonded complexes) decrease in magnitude, so the DC is less
damped. This means that the magnitude of the dispersion en-
ergies will increase both upon changing from PBE0-XDM to
B86bPBE0-XDM, and with increasing aX, as reflected in the
computed BH and zm values in Fig. 3.

In general, an accurate base functional should be disper-
sionless and have minimal delocalisation error, to allow the
DC to do the heavy lifting.91 These requirements are best
met by B86bPBE0-XDM with 50% exact exchange, which
has the best match with the previous correlated wavefunction
data47 of the functionals considered in Fig. 3. It is likely that
even deeper wells would be obtained for exact-exchange mix-
ing fractions of greater than 50%, although such functionals
would not be recommended for general thermochemistry. It is
interesting to note that, if XDM’s BJ damping function uses
parameters that are fit for noble gases rather than molecular
dimers,100 then the double well deepens somewhat further.
For B86bPBE0-50x-XDM, the BH deepens from 27.44 to
36.59 cm−1 , and zm extends from ±0.54 to ±0.60 Å, leading
to improved agreement with the RPA@PBE0 and the PNO-
CCSD(T0) results, as shown in Table II.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the behaviour of a vari-
ety of functionals, as well as dispersion corrections at describ-
ing the symmetric double-well potential in the Ne@C70 endo-
fullerene along its unique, anisotropic direction. This system
was chosen due to its challenging nature for a concordant de-
scription of its PES between a variety of both WF and DFA
methods. Through our exploration of different DFAs, span-
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ning through most rungs of Perdew’s ladder, it is apparent
that the choice of base functional, and corresponding inte-
gration grid, is crucial. It is not the case that a higher rung
functional necessarily performs better, but the more fitted pa-
rameters the functional includes, the more sensitive it tends to
be. The choice of dispersion correction is also an important
one, with a range of barrier heights and minima positions pos-
sible depending on the specific choice. This is also affected
by the choice of base functional, due to the interplay of the
damping term between the functional and correction. When
considering hybrid functionals, the precise amount of HF ex-
change is also a key variable, due to both the composition of
the data sets used to fit the functional-dependent dispersion
damping parameters and the functionals’ ability to describe
non-bonded repulsion in Ne@C70.

Overall, the Ne@C70 system is extremely challenging for
current state-of-the-art ES methods. As shown, almost any
BH and zm can be calculated, depending on the particular DFA
and DC, with very few combinations falling in the previously
attributed low and middle BH regimes. From the DFT per-
spective, it may be a leap too far to expect accurate and con-
cordant results when even the WF methods are not in agree-
ment with themselves. However, we can conclude that it is
extremely important to use a base functional that obeys the
physics of the system with as few empirically derived factors
as possible. Functionals developed with only thermochem-
istry in mind are not well suited for a good description of the
PES. It may be more pertinent to choose a base functional that
is dispersionless, allowing for calculation of the correlation
energy using virtual orbitals (as in double hybrid functionals)
and/or an added dispersion correction.

We recommend Ne@C70 as a diagnostic system to test cor-
relation methods or dispersion corrections when developing
new cutting-edge DFT methods. We also call for more exper-
imental data on this system, in order to further drive improve-

ment of electronic structure methods.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

See the Supplementary Information for more precise com-
putational details for all the DFAs and WF methods shown,
alongside some more detailed plots of the hybrid functional
PES slices.
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SI 1. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. FermiONs++ Details

All the calculations using the PBE,1,2 B97M-V,3 B97,4

ω-B97,5 ω-B97X,5 ω-B97X-V,6 ω-B97M-V,7 B2PLYP,8

and PWPB959 functionals were carried out using the
FermiONs++ program package10,11 developed in the Ochsen-
feld group. Calculations employing functionals up to rung
4 were carried out using the def2-TZVPPD12,13 basis set to-
gether with the def2-TZVPP-RI-JK basis set for resolution
of the identity Coulomb (RI-J) builds.14 For rung 5 function-
als the def2-QZVP15 basis set together with the def2-TZVP-
RI16,17 basis set for the RI-MP2 part was employed; the basis
set for RI-J was unchanged. All calculations were consid-
ered converged when the energy difference decreased below
1.0×10−8 and the norm of the commutator [F,P] was smaller
than 1.0× 10−7. For the grid generation, we employed the
partitioning scheme described in Ref. 18. The radial grids
were constructed using the M4 mapping described in Ref. 19.
For the angular grids, we employed Lebedev-Laikov grids.20

Each atomic grid is generally constructed as a product of
radial (τ) and angular (σ ) grids, expressed as

ratomic = rτ rσ (SI 1)
ωatomic = ωτ ωσ (SI 2)

Here, rτ denotes the radius of the radial shell, rσ specifies
the position of the angular grid point on the unit sphere, ωτ
denotes the radial grid weight, and ωσ represents the angular
grid weight. Due to the increase in isotropy of the density
moving towards the nuclei, the atomic grid is partitioned into
three regions

τinner ≤
nrad

3
(SI 3)

nrad

3
< τmiddle ≤

nrad

2
(SI 4)

τouter >
nrad

2
(SI 5)

with the number of angular grid points increasing from inner
to middle to outer. Furthermore, the number of radial points
is increased for heavier elements. For more details and the
exact specifications of the grids (denoted g1 to g7), the reader

is referred to Ref. 18. To evaluate the VV10 correction,21 the
g7 grid was employed in all calculations. For the seminumer-
ical evaluation of exact exchange,22,23 we always employed
the multi-grid denoted as gm7. For the XC functionals shown
in Figure 1b of the main text, all used a (200 radial, 1454
angular) integration grid to ensure numerical stability. Con-
vergence testing of the ω-B97M-V PES slice with respect to
both angular and radial grid sizes is shown in Fig. SI 1.

B. ORCA Computational Details

The calculations using the ω-B97M(2)24 functional were
carried out with the ORCA software package.25–29 The cal-
culations employed the def2-QZVP basis set, together with
the def2/J basis set for RI-J and def2-TZVPPD/C basis set for
the RI-MP2 part. For the SCF, very tight settings were cho-
sen (keyword VERYTIGHT). The grids were built using the
DEFGRID3 keyword. The VV10 correction was evaluated
self-consistently (keyword SCNL).

C. CCSD(T0) Computational Details

The CCSD(T0) calculations are paired natural orbital
(PNO) calculations, extrapolated to the complete PNO space
(CPS) and complete basis set (CBS) limits from double-ζ and
triple-ζ calculations, with counterpoise correction, calculated
using TURBOMOLE.30,31 A single point quadruple-ζ cal-
culation runs for 5 days on 1 node, 48 cores requiring 200GB
RAM and 2TB disk. Perturbative triples and the counter-
poise correction are significant contributions, indicating tight
PNO thresholds and large basis sets are required to achieve
wavenumber accuracy.

D. FHI-aims Computational Details

The FHI-aims calculations were carried out using ver-
sion 240920-1 of the code.32 The calculations made use of
FHI-aims’ hybrid DFT framework33–35, through its ELSI
infrastructure36, real-space partitioning and parallelization37,
and efficient resolution of identity (RI) approach38 for linear
scaling. The default tight basis settings were used, which
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SI: Ne@C70 SI 2

are approximately equivalent in accuracy to the Gaussian cc-
PVQZ basis set. Finer radial grids than the tight defaults
were necessary in order to achieve a wavenumber-level of ac-
curacy and eliminate PES oscillations from hybrids with high
levels of Hartree-Fock exchange mixing. Convergence test-
ing showed that a radial grid of 100 points was sufficient,
set via keywords radial_base 50.0 7.0 combined with
radial_multiplier 2.0.

In the present work, dispersion corrections were paired with
the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) functionals:
PBE and B86bPBE; and their associated hybrid counterparts:
PBE0 and B86bPBE0. The PBE functional was selected due
to its widespread use in the literature, while B86bPBE was
selected as it is our preferred GGA functional for its ability
to accurately describe non-bonded repulsion, as a result of the
adherence of its enhancement factor to the appropriate large
reduced-density-gradient limit.39

The PBE0 and B86bPBE0 hybrid exchange-correlation
functionals have the form

EXC = (1−aX)EX +aXEHF
X +EPBE

C , (SI 6)

where EX represents either the PBE or B86b exchange en-
ergy, EHF

X is the exact (Hartree–Fock) exchange energy, EPBE
C

is the PBE correlation energy, and aX is the exact-exchange
mixing coefficient. By default, both PBE0 and B86bPBE0
use aX = 0.25, which corresponds to using a mixture of 75%
GGA and 25% HF exchange energies. These two hybrid func-
tionals were used to investigate how the barrier height (BH)
and minima positions (zm) of the Ne@C70 system was im-
pacted by varying the exact exchange mixing parameter, aX.
For the PBE0 functional, this was achievable by selecting xc
pbe0 in FHI-aim’s control.in file, then adjusting the ex-
act exchange mixing parameter via the hybrid_xc_coeff
keyword. We have implemented the B86bPBE0 functional to
work similarly, and it may be called using xc b86bpbe0.

The XDM model calculates the dispersion energy via an
asymptotic pairwise sum as

EXDM
disp =−∑

i< j

f BJ
6 C6,i j

R6
i j

+
f BJ
8 C8,i j

R8
i j

+
f BJ
10 C10,i j

R10
i j

, (SI 7)

where Cn,i j are the interatomic dispersion coefficients for
atoms i and j. C6 captures instantaneous dipole-dipole inter-
actions, C8 captures dipole-quadrupole interactions, and C10
captures both dipole-octupole and quadrupole-quadrupole in-
teractions. To prevent unphysical divergence of the dispersion
energy at short internuclear separations, the use of damping
functions is required. Here,

f BJ
n (Ri j) =

Rn
i j

Rn
i j +Rn

vdW,i j
, (SI 8)

is the Becke-Johnson damping function40, where

RvdW,i j = a1Rc,i j +a2 , (SI 9)

is the van der Waals radius, defined in terms of Rc,i j — the
“critical” separation where successive dispersion coefficients

TABLE SI 1: Optimal XDM Becke-Johnson damping
parameters a1 and a2 (in Å) for the PBE0 and B86bPBE0

hybrid functionals with varied exact-exchange mixing
coefficients (aX). Calculations used FHI-aims version

240920-1 with tight basis defaults. The mean absolute
errors (MAE, in kcal/mol) for the KB49 fit set are also

shown.

PBE0 / tight B86bPBE0 / tight
aX a1 a2 (Å) MAE a1 a2 (Å) MAE

0.00 0.5124 2.2588 0.49 0.9004 0.7808 0.39
0.05 0.5044 2.2804 0.46 0.8639 0.9037 0.36
0.10 0.4963 2.3037 0.43 0.8280 1.0267 0.34
0.15 0.4882 2.3287 0.42 0.7932 1.1473 0.33
0.20 0.4799 2.3559 0.41 0.7600 1.2645 0.32
0.25 0.4713 2.3855 0.40 0.7284 1.3780 0.32
0.30 0.4626 2.4169 0.40 0.6986 1.4876 0.32
0.35 0.4535 2.4512 0.40 0.6701 1.5943 0.33
0.40 0.4440 2.4878 0.40 0.6429 1.6986 0.33
0.45 0.4339 2.5280 0.40 0.6166 1.8018 0.34
0.50 0.4233 2.5711 0.41 0.5910 1.9041 0.36
0.60 0.3999 2.6686 0.44 0.5395 2.1147 0.40
0.70 0.3728 2.7831 0.48 0.4842 2.3442 0.44
0.80 0.3386 2.9260 0.53 0.4211 2.6049 0.51
0.90 0.2966 3.0994 0.57 0.3429 2.9217 0.58
1.00 0.2432 3.3152 0.65 0.2425 3.3177 0.65

become equal. The empirical parameters, a1 and a2, are
optimized by minimizing the root-mean-square-percent er-
ror (RMSPE) on the KB49 benchmark41 of small molecular
dimers for each basis set and functional combination.

Since XDM is fitted to each functional and basis combi-
nation, the a1 and a2 damping coefficients needed to be re-
optimized for each value of aX considered. A table of op-
timally fitted XDM damping coefficients and corresponding
mean absolute errors (MAEs) on the KB49 benchmark are
presented in Table SI 1. Values are reported for the PBE0-
and B86bPBE0-based hybrid functionals for each value of aX
considered, all using the tight basis set. We have used values
for aX ≤ 0.5 but not higher, as values above 50% are not typ-
ically considered as they become increasingly poor for ther-
mochemistry.

When XDM (or any DC) is optimized using a benchmark
that includes molecular dimers, the damping parameters par-
tially correct basis-set incompleteness and errors in the base
XC functional’s prediction of non-bonded repulsion or short-
range dispersion-like binding. Thus, “ideal” parameters can
be obtained by considering only noble gas dimer interactions
at the CBS limit with a dispersionless base functional; this pa-
rameterization is denoted as XDM(BJNG) in this work. Min-
imizing the RMSPD for six noble gas diatomics (combina-
tions of He, Ne, and Ar) at the CP-corrected PW86bPBE-
XDM/aug-pV5Z level of theory yields BJ damping parame-
ters of a1 = 0.65 and a2 = 1.68 Å.42
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FIG. SI 1: Effects of varying (a) angular and (b) radial grid sizes on the oscillatory behaviour of the PES for the ω-B97M-V
functional. Angular grids are (50, [590, 974, 1202, 1454]) in blue, maroon, light green and purple; Radial grids are ([50, 70, 90,

110, 130, 150, 170, 190], 590) in blue, maroon, light green, purple, forest green, pink, yellow and light blue.

SI 2. META-GGA OSCILLATIONS

For the ω-B97M-V functional, one-dimensional slices of
the Ne@C70 PES are presented in Figure SI 1, with Figure
SI 1a varying the angular grid size from 590 to 974, 1202,
and 1454 grid points, each with 50 radial points. As the
curves are almost completely overlapping, it is evident that
the 590 Lebedev grid is sufficient for the numerical quadra-
ture. However, the curve shape demonstrates severe oscilla-
tory behaviour, as has been commonly seen in the literature
with mGGA functionals.40,43 Figure SI 1b shows analogous
results where the angular grid is fixed at 590 points and the ra-
dial grid size varied from 50 to 190 in increments of 20 points.
As the quadrature is steadily increased, the region near the ori-
gin smoothens and flattens, with the minima around ±0.75Å
revealing themselves. The smallest grid to give an acceptable
PES is the (150, 590) mesh, but this may not be constant for
all functionals.

SI 3. IMPACT OF VARYING EXACT-EXCHANGE MIXING
IN HYBRID FUNCTIONALS

Plots of the PESs obtained with XDM-corrected hybrid
functionals, from which the BHs and zms given in Figure 3
were extracted, are shown in Figure SI 2 The HF exact ex-
change proportion is varied between [0,50]% in increments
of 5% from violet to red. As seen in Figure SI 2, increas-
ing the amount of exact HF exchange results in a transition
from a single-well potential to a double well. The introduc-
tion of inflection points in the potential, although much less
dramatic than the oscillatory behaviour observed in Figure SI
1, is also noticeable upon the increasing the exact-exchange
mixing. The precise interval of the optimal exact-exchange

percentage may be dependent on both the DFA, and the dis-
persion correction used.
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FIG. SI 2: PES slices for varying HF exchange proportion from 0% (violet) to 50% (red) in increments of 5% for (a) PBE0, (b)
PBE0-XDM, (c) B86bPBE0, and (d) B86bPBE0-XDM for points separated by 0.02Å. These curves correspond to the features

plotted in Figure 3 of the main text.
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