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Single-particle methods based on Kohn-Sham unoccupied states to describe near-edge X-ray absorption (XAS) spectra
are routinely applied for the description of K-edge spectra, as there is no complication due to spin-orbit (SO) coupling.
L- and M-edge spectra are often addressed via variants of time-dependent density functional theory (TDDFT) based on
SO calculations. Here, we present a computationally efficient implementation based on single-particle calculations with
core holes within the frozen-core approximation. Combined with a semiempirical energy shift and a fixed spin-orbit
splitting, this allows for a prediction of experimental spectra on the absolute energy scale. Such spectra are compared
to linear-response TDDFT for molecules and show similar or even better match with experiment, except for multiplet
effects that are not covered by the single-particle approximation. A similar picture emerges for solids, where good
qualitative and sometimes even quantitative agreement to XAS and electron energy-loss spectra is achieved.

I. INTRODUCTION

X-ray absorption (XAS) is a widely used method to evalu-
ate characteristics of materials where the increasing availabil-
ity of experimental X-ray sources of high brilliance boosts its
use1–3. There are different regions within an XAS spectrum
that are conveniently viewed by different interpretations. The
region at the onset of absorption, i.e. from the edge up to a few
eV, represents the near-edge X-ray fine structure (NEXAFS)
or X-ray absorption near-edge structure (XANES). This part
of the spectrum, as mainly addressed in our work, is sensi-
tive to local chemistry as it probes low-lying conduction-band
states in solids or low-lying empty orbitals in molecules.

Higher-energy transitions are known as the extended X-ray
absorption fine structure (EXAFS), which is often interpreted
in a scattering picture4, giving structural information through
Fourier transforms. This renders EXAFS and XANES use-
ful for structure determination even when lifetime broadening
forbids observation of detailed near-edge structures2.

In contrast to X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) that
is very surface sensitive due to the short path length of the es-
caping photoelectron (few5 nm), XAS has a penetration depth
of several tens6 of nm.

Interestingly, electron energy-loss spectroscopy (EELS)
signals are very similar to XAS for small momentum trans-
fers typical for on-axis detectors with a small acceptance
angle7,8. Whereas recording high-resolution XAS spec-
tra usually requires synchrotron radiation, EEL spectra can
be conveniently measured in scanning transmission electron
microscopes (STEMs), giving rise to the idea of a syn-
chrotron in a microscope7,9. Especially with modern electron
monochromators10, STEM-EELS has become an increasingly
powerful materials characterization tool, with a spatial resolu-
tion down to single atoms11.

While in the photoelectron peaks in XPS are assigned to
the core states they originate from, XAS (and EELS) data

is traditionally labeled as K-, L-, and M-edges, correspond-
ing to core orbitals with respective principal quantum num-
bers n = 1,2,3. These edges represent sudden increases in the
energy-dependent absorption cross-section corresponding to a
resonance due to the respective core-state4,12.

NEXAFS as well as the EELS near-edge fine structure can
be interpreted within the single-particle picture as the exci-
tation of a core electron to an empty state. As there are
many empty states available, the NEXAFS spectrum originat-
ing from a single core orbital usually consists of several peaks,
such that theoretical and computational support is indispens-
able for interpretation13.

There are several possible approaches for the simulation of
XAS spectra as summarized in comprehensive reviews from
different viewpoints4,14–17. The most accurate calculations are
based on equation of motion-coupled cluster theory (EOM-
CCSD), providing reliable spectra both in terms of shape18,19

as well as excitation energies20,21. However, such approaches
are only applicable to smaller molecules due to their extreme
computational cost.

The workhorse for describing excitations in larger systems
is density functional theory (DFT). Here, the involvement
of (highly) excited states suggests the use of time-dependent
DFT (TDDFT)22,23. However, TDDFT is also computation-
ally expensive, and it has limitations in particular for the
description of solids. An alternative to TDDFT are single-
particle core-hole methods17,24,25 where the unoccupied states
in the field of a core hole are interpreted as excitations. These
methods are usually applied to K-edge spectra13,17,25–27 due to
the difficulties of dealing with the angular momentum of the
initial state and with spin-orbit (SO) coupling17, although sev-
eral L-edge EELS simulations using the single-particle den-
sity of states28 have notably been reported11,29–31.

In solid systems, excited states that go beyond the single-
particle picture can be described via configuration interaction
methods32 or by solving the Bethe-Salpeter equation33,34.
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In this article, we apply single-particle methods to simulate
L- and M-edge NEXAFS spectra, specifically focusing on 2p
and 3d transitions. We compare our approach to experiment
for molecules as well as for solids in order to explore their
strengths and weaknesses, and also compare to TDDFT spec-
tra in the case of molecules. The manuscript first discusses the
picture underlying the description of NEXAFS spectra with an
emphasis on comparing the transition from the many-particle
to the single-particle viewpoint. A simple treatment of SO
coupling is also presented. Then the predictions of the meth-
ods are compared to experiment both for molecules as well
as for solid systems. After showing that the our methodology
works extremely well also for single-atom EEL spectra, we
finish with conclusions.

II. X-RAY ABSORPTION
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FIG. 1: Coupled cluster (CC)/ideal TDDFT energetics
compared to strategies to obtain X-ray absorption spectra

applied in this work. Many-particle energies are denoted as
E0 for the electronic ground states and EI,I+1 for the first and
second core-excited state, respectively. Ech

0 is the energy of
the electronic "ground state" in presence of a core-hole.

Single particle energies as denoted as ε
Q
q,i, where Q is the

occupation of the lowest unoccupied molecular orbital (i = L)
and q the occupation of the core state (i = ch). The alignment
of the first peak energy to the corrected ∆-Kohn Sham energy
(see text) Ech

0 +δ is indicated by the horizontal dashed lines.

The process of X-ray absorption can be interpreted in dif-
ferent approximations, as depicted schematically in Fig. 1.
Generally, an X-ray photon is completely absorbed by the
molecule or solid under observation, leading to a highly ex-
cited state of the system due to the large photon energy. The
absorption cross-sections are proportional to the unitless os-
cillator strength24,35–37

( fI)η =
2me

h̄2e2
(EI −E0)

∣∣⟨ΨI | ûη ·D |Ψ0⟩
∣∣2 , (1)

where me is the electron mass, e the unit charge, h̄ the re-
duced Planck constant and η = x,y,z are Cartesian coordi-
nates. E0 is the energy of the ground state, EI the energy of
the core-excited state of index I (there are many excited states

forming the full XAS-spectrum) and Ψ0,ΨI denote their cor-
responding many-particle wave functions. The dipole opera-
tor in length form D contains the contributions of all electrons.
The relevant coordinate η is chosen by the polarization of the
X-ray photon ûη . A specific û appears in angle-dependent X-
ray spectroscopy38 or X-ray circular dichroism16. The target
molecules or solids are usually in random orientations, such
that the averaged intensity, i.e. fI = [( fI)x+( fI)y+( fI)z]/3 is
measured.

The calculation of transition energies and oscillator
strengths in Eq. (1) can be performed in various approxima-
tions, where the most exact but also most demanding is the use
of many-body wave functions as provided by coupled cluster
(CC) descriptions for ground and excited states. The equiva-
lent could be achieved by TDDFT in case the exact (frequency
dependent39) exchange-correlation kernel would be known.
Practical TDDFT calculations, in particular based on gradient-
corrected kernels as applied here, do not, however, necessarily
lead to accurate transition energies40.

XAS is often interpreted within the single-particle picture
as transitions of a core electron to an empty orbital (or the
conduction band for solids). The oscillator strength reduces
in this picture to41

( f f c)η =
2me

h̄2e2
ε f c

∣∣〈φ f
∣∣ ûη ·D |φc⟩

∣∣2 , (2)

where the matrix element is calculated from single-particle or-
bitals of the core state φc and the final state φ f , and the dipole
operator simplifies to D =−er with the electron spatial coor-
dinate r. The transition energies are now Kohn-Sham energy
differences

ε f c = ε
Q
q,i − ε

Q
q,ch . (3)

These single-particle energies may be again evaluated in
different approximations that mainly differ by the occupation
of the core state q as well as by the occupation Q of the lowest
unoccupied state (LUMO). These choices not only influence
the energy values, but also change the single-particle states in
Eq. (2), where we have suppressed the labels q,Q for clarity.
More details about the implementation can be found in the
Supplementary Information (SI) Sec. II.

Regardless of whether single-particle or many-particle pic-
tures are adopted, the calculated spectra are usually rigidly
shifted to match their lowest energy peak with that of the
experiment42. With the exception of computationally expen-
sive EOM-CCSD calculations22 these shifts often amount to
several eV.

Similar shifts appear in gas-phase XPS, where some of us
have developed a semi-empirical method to obtain these from
experimental data43. In this method, we calculate the energy
of the lowest energy transition as the energy difference be-
tween two DFT ground state calculations. One is the ground
state energy E0 and the other is the energy of the electronic
ground state in the presence of the core-hole E0

ch. The zero
indicates the overall electrical neutrality of this configuration,
i.e. it contains an extra valence electron as relevant for XAS.
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Despite the principal difficulty of describing such a high-
energy core-excited state within DFT ground-state the-
ory to obtain E0

ch, the similarity to the equivalent-core
approximation16 rationalizes this approach. The first transi-
tion energy, known as ∆-Kohn Sham energy (∆KS), is then

E0
B = E0

ch −E0 . (4)

Local and semilocal functionals are rather accurate in the
evaluation of ionization potentials and electron affinities from
total energy differences44, even better than computationally
much more demanding GW approximations45. Nevertheless,
the core-hole energies calculated from Eq. (4) are observed
to be shifted against the experiment, where the shift depends
on the core state and the functional, but not on the chemical
environment13,43. This makes it possible to obtain a semi-
empirical correction by comparing a large body of calcula-
tions with experimental data Eexp

B to obtain shift values

δ = Ecalc
B −Eexp

B (5)

that can be used to correct the raw calculated energies Ecalc
B

as indicated in Fig. 1. This method has successfully predicted
the XPS spectra of ionic clusters46 and carbon materials47,48,
as well as to S 1s NEXAFS spectra3,13. We will see below that
there is also substantial uncertainty in experimental absolute
energies. The shift δ can therefore be seen as an average over
experimental knowledge. There are hints that at least a large
part of the shift stems from the use of the frozen-core approx-
imation, as all-electron calculations seem to have negligible
shifts at least for light elements49,50.

In contrast to K edges (s-type core states), L and M edges
have finite orbital angular momenta and are thus subject to
spin-orbit (SO) coupling51. The SO coupling arises from the
relativistic Dirac equation and couples the spin quantum s
to the orbital angular momentum l, leading to two different
core-state energies for the same orbital. This SO splitting is
larger for orbitals of high binding energy, while it has com-
parably small effects on the valence or empty (conduction
band) states. The SO splitting usually also depends negligi-
bly on the chemical environment19 and δ from Eq. (5) applies
to both SO split energies. This is equivalent to defining one
shift δ for each SO split state, where the two δ are separated
by the SO splitting. The contributions of the two states are
then approximated as the same spectrum separated in energy
by the SO splitting and weighted according to the relative spin
multiplicities46,52.

Having obtained an accurate value for the first transition
energy, i.e. to the LUMO in NEXAFS spectra, the question
appears how to describe higher-lying states (c.f. Fig. 1). The
natural choice in the framework of DFT seems to be TDDFT,
as often applied in the literature but with mixed success.
TDDFT is based on ground-state orbitals, where it can only
describe single excitations if the usual energy-independent
kernels are used39. The orbitals in the field of the core-hole
may be better suited to describe the final state after photon
absorption16. These orbitals already represent multiple exci-
tations with respect to the ground-state orbitals. Along these

lines, the maximum-overlap method53 that considers the or-
bital changes under excitation is very successful, and some-
times even exceeds TDDFT accuracy in practical calculations.

K-edge NEXAFS spectra have therefore been successfully
calculated within a single-particle picture, where the corre-
sponding orbitals are obtained within the field of an explicit
core-hole. There are different approximations possible17,
and it has turned out that the transition-potential (TP)
method25,26,54 with Q = 0 and q = 1/2 in Eq. (3) often leads
to a rather good agreement with experiment13,41. The excited
core-hole (XCH) method, where Q = 1 and q = 0 in Eq. (3)
as appropriate for a neutral excitation, was also successfully
applied24,55. The system’s neutrality in XCH greatly benefits
periodic calculations.

III. COMPUTATIONAL SETTINGS

The electronic structure of the molecules and solids con-
sidered is described by DFT within the projector aug-
mented wave method56 as implemented in GPAW57–59. The
exchange-correlation energy was evaluated as devised by
Perdew, Burke and Ernzerhof60.

Molecules were simulated in Dirichlet (non-periodic)
boundary conditions, where the simulation cell contained at
least 5 Å around each atom. Solids and the two-dimensional
(2D) structures are calculated in periodic boundary condi-
tions. The 2D systems included at least 10 Å of distance be-
tween the layers to avoid their interaction. All structures were
relaxed until all forces were below 0.05 eV/Å.

The smooth part of the Kohn-Sham orbitals as well as of
the electron density are represented on real-space grids for
most of the calculations. The grid spacing of the Kohn-Sham
orbitals is 0.2 Å, while it is 0.1 Å for the electron density.
The Kohn-Sham orbitals in the 2D system were represented
by plane waves with an energy cut-off of 600 eV.

We use the frozen-core approximation for orbitals not par-
ticipating to the valence band, which are calculated for free
atoms. The frozen-core approximation allows to describe the
presence of a core hole obtained by a self-consistent free-atom
calculation with a reduced occupation q of the core state26.
This approach explicitly considers a localized core hole and
thus avoids problems with delocalized core-hole states in sym-
metric environments17. Details about the calculation of the
shifts δ [Eq. (5)] are found in SI Sec. III.

We contrast these single-particle calculations with linear-
response TDDFT (LrTDDFT) calculations35, where we in-
clude the relevant core-states into the valence orbitals. There
is thus no explicit core-hole present in our LrTDDFT that is
purely based on Kohn-Sham ground-state orbitals.

The SO splittings are calculated through perturbation
theory59,61 for free atoms. We have checked that the calcu-
lated SO-splittings vary very little compared to their values
within the molecules, such that the assumption of a common
SO splitting per element and core-state is a good approxima-
tion independent of the chemical environment (see SI Sec. IV
for details).
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The oscillator strengths from Eq. (1) calculated via LrT-
DDFT or from Eq. (2) calculated via DFT use the corrected
energies involving the shifts δ . In order to compare the
spectra to experiment, these oscillator strengths are folded
(convolved) by Cauchy distributions (Lorentzians) of variable
width modeling to finite lifetime, vibrational contributions62

and limited experimental resolution. The EEL spectra cover a
larger range of excitation energies than the XAS spectra and
higher-energy excitations are expected to have shorter life-
times, resulting in larger broadening. This is taken into ac-
count by energy dependent broadening as detailed in SI. The
convolution procedure generally results in intensities that are
folded oscillator strengths (FOS) with the unit 1/eV.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Molecules

In this section we compare calculated spectra in different
approximations to experiment. We in particular emphasize
the comparison of the many-particle spectra determined by
LrTDDFT to fixed core-hole single-particle approximations
in the XCH (full core hole q = 0 and extra electron in LUMO
Q = 1) and the TP (half core-hole q = 1/2 and Q = 0) approx-
imations.

The Ti L3,2 edge spectra of TiCl4 are presented in Fig. 2.
There are two experimental spectra for this molecule avail-
able in the literature63,64, which are similar in the appearance
of two main peaks, but there there are significant differences
also. The spectra differ in peak-width (different experimen-
tal conditions), absolute peak positions (difficulties in deter-
mining the absolute energy scale), and in the relative energy
separation of the peaks.

We generally evaluate the agreement between two spectra
by calculating the coefficient of determination R2 value65–67,
where a value of unity describes perfect agreement. We allow
for a variable width of the Cauchy distributions as well as for
a variation in absolute energy by a shift ω to optimize agree-
ment with experiment (see SI Sec. VI for details). Note that
the shift ω is for a specific experiment, while the shift δ from
Eq. (5) corrects the calculation to the average of high energy
resolution experiments. We therefore regard our calculated
and corrected energy as an accurate energy scale to which the
specific experiment will be corrected.

We first compare the two experimental spectra for TiCl4 in
a similar way with each other. Here the more resolved spec-
trum of Stener et al.64 has to be shifted by ω = −1.4 eV to
maximize R2, still leading to a low R2 = 0.47. The energetic
distance between the main peaks caused by spin-orbit splitting
is 5 and 5.5 eV in the two experiments respectively, and there-
fore also different (our calculated SO splitting value is 5.85 eV
for Ti 2p). These disagreements show the experimental diffi-
culties in the precise determination of energy scales.

The better resolved spectrum of Stener et al.64 shows a very
small peak, about 2 eV lower than the main feature and well
separated 2p1/2 contributions above 464 eV. These features
are well described by the lrTDDFT calculations resulting in a
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FIG. 2: Ti 2p or L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for TiCl4. The
experimental spectrum in c) is adapted from Ref. 63 and that
in d) from Ref. 64. The oscillator strength of each transition
is shown as a stick spectrum. The energetic position of the

first excitation that is aligned to the corrected ∆KS is marked
by the dashed vertical red line. The folded oscillator strength
(FOS) is obtained by from the stick spectrum as explained in
the text. The optimal R2 and the corresponding energy shift
ω applied to the experiment in d) is given (the experimental
spectra are still depicted on their original energy scale, but

were shifted to evaluate R2).

rather large R2. Similar agreement has been found from re-
lated calculations64. The energy of the first transition that is
shifted to the corrected ∆KS energy is indicated in the fig-
ure. This energy notably corresponds to a transition with very
small oscillator strength, which therefore does not appear in
the spectrum.

The single-particle XCH spectrum looks very different,
however, and also shows a low R2. There are two strong peaks
in the low-energy region caused by the 2p3/2 contribution.
These correspond to the unoccupied Ti 3d shell that is split
due to the symmetry of the four Cl atoms. The correspond-
ing 2p to 3d transitions are obviously coupled by LrTDDFT,
but this is not the case within the single-particle picture. This
coupling of empty states is known from atomic physics and is
dubbed the multiplet effect in the literature69.

The spectrum of the sulfur L2,3 edge or S 2p for the SO2
molecule is depicted in Fig. 3. The experimental spectrum68

shows two shallow peaks on the lower energy side at 164.5
and 166 eV and several peaks with larger intensity starting
from 169 eV. The transitions above 171 eV show a clear peak
structure that is assigned to Rydberg states68. As we model
the vibrational broadening by a fixed folding width, our sim-
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ulation cannot describe this highly resolved region. Vibra-
tionally resolved simulations have been demonstrated62,71,72,
but go well beyond our approach here.

All simulated spectra qualitatively describe this general
structure of the spectrum, and the positions of the peaks are
in overall agreement. The linear-response TDDFT spectrum
is slightly more blurred for the strong transitions than the
single-particle approaches. Similarly to their visual appear-
ance, all methods have a good accuracy, but the single-particle
approaches are clearly superior to LrTDDFT in terms of the
R2 value.

The calculated L2,3 edge spectra of thiophene (C4H4S) are
compared to the experiment in Fig. 4. Similar to SO2, we ob-
serve a generally good agreement when using core-hole meth-
ods, but the lrTDDFT spectrum is very blurred, such that no
peak structure is visible anymore. This is reflected in its lower
value R2 compared to TP and XCH. The experimental spec-
trum has to be shifted by 0.3–0.8 eV to maximize R2, i.e.,
slightly more than in the case of SO2.

Next, we turn to the L2,3 edge of silicon, where we first ad-
dress the spectrum of SiH4 in Fig. 5. The experimental spec-
trum can be separated into two regions, where the transitions
below 104.5 eV are largely broadened. The transitions above
this energy show a clear peak structure that is assigned to the
vibrational sidebands of the Rydberg states73. Similarly to the
higher-energy peaks in SO2, the assumption of a fixed folding
hinders the description of these narrow transitions.

The calculations agree rather well to experiment in the first
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FIG. 3: Calculated S 2p or L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for
SO2 and d) an experimental spectrum adapted from Ref. 68.

The spectral region used for obtaining the R2 value is
depicted in solid color separated from the spectral region

excluded by the black dotted line (see text for details).
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FIG. 4: As Fig. 3, but for thiophene. The experimental
spectrum is adapted from Ref. 70.

broad peak and also describe the less intense (after averag-
ing in the experiment) higher-energy region. Taking only the
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FIG. 5: Si 2p or L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for SiH4. The
experimental spectrum is adapted from Ref. 73. The spectral
region used for obtaining the R2 value and the corresponding

shift ω is depicted in solid colour (see text for details).
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lower-energy peak into account leads to rather large R2 values,
where the single-particle approaches outperform LrTDDFT.
Only small shifts must be applied to the experimental spec-
trum to maximize R2.
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FIG. 6: Si 2p or L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for Si(CH3)4.
The experimental spectrum is adapted from Ref. 74.

The L2,3 edge spectra of Si(CH3)4 are compared in Fig. 6.
The experimental spectrum mainly consists of a broad peak
with some visible substructure. This is reflected in all simula-
tions, but the shifts of this broad peak relative to the first tran-
sition at ∆KS are quite different. LrTDDFT shows the largest
shift of this broad peak to higher energies. This is reflected
in the largest shift ω needed to maximize the agreement of
LrTDDT compared to TP and XCH. The flexibility of these
different shifts results in similar R2 values for all models.

The Si L2,3 edge spectra of SiCl4 are shown in Fig. 7. Here,
the experimental spectrum is very structured, with clearly ob-
servable peaks in the range from 104 to 111 eV. There are two
regions with relatively high intensity separated by a region
of lower intensity within this energy range. All simulations
represent this general shape of the experimental data, where
the low-intensity region is the smallest in the LrTDDFT spec-
trum. The R2 values are relatively small due to the mismatch
of the peak intensities, where the simulations give a larger
weight to the higher-energy peaks compared to experiment.
The shift ω that must be applied to the experimental spectrum
to maximize R2 is very similar between -0.7 and -0.8 eV for
all calculations.
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FIG. 7: Si 2p or L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for SiCl4. The
experimental spectrum is adapted from Ref. 74.

B. Solids

We then consider solids, which we describe in a bulk ap-
proximation without the consideration of a surface. We first
examine the Ti L2,3 edge or the Ti 2p core-transitions. We
analyze three different solid systems that feature a Ti 2p core
hole in the following: SrTiO3, the rutile structure of TiO2, and
the anatase structure of TiO2.
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FIG. 8: Ti 2p or the L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for solid
SrTiO3. The experimental spectrum is adapted from Ref. 75.
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FIG. 9: Ti 2p or the L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra for solid TiO2 a-c) rutile and d-f) anatase structure. The experimental spectra
are adapted from Ref. 76.

The unit cell of SrTiO3 has a Pm3̄m structure. The initial
structure was obtained from the Materials Project (MP)77 with
ID: mp-5229 and subsequently re-relaxed in a [3× 3× 3] su-
percell. The Brillouin zone was sampled using three k-points
in each direction. The Ti 2p XAS spectrum of SrTiO3, has
been investigated experimentally75 and theoretically34,78–80 in
great detail in the literature. The spectra are presented in
Fig. 8, where the experimental spectrum75 consists of four
main peaks with varying widths. Both TP and XCH quali-
tatively reproduce this general peak structure.

A more detailed investigation of the first peak unveils the
similarity of this peak with the Ti 3d contributions in the spec-
trum of TiCl4 in Fig. 2. The multiplet effect not covered by the
single-particle approaches is present also in SrTiO3. While the
explicit core-hole methods XCH and TP are able to describe
the overall structure of the four peaks successfully, the multi-
plet effect needs many-body approaches such as configuration
interaction32 or solutions of the Bethe-Salpeter equation34.
We note, however, that a 20.4 eV shift had to be applied there
to align the theoretical and experimental first peaks.

We next turn to TiO2 with its most common rutile and
anatase crystal structures. The TiO2 rutile structure belongs
to the Pm4/mnm space group, where the initial structure from
MP with ID mp-2657 was re-relaxed in the 2×2×3 supercell.
The Brillouin zone was sampled by five k-points in each direc-
tion. The TiO2 anatase structure is part of the I41/amd space
group, where the initial structure from MP with ID mp-390
was re-relaxed in the 3× 3× 1 supercell. The Brillouin zone
was also sampled by five k-points in each direction. The cal-
culated spectra for rutile are shown in Fig. 9 a) and b), while
c) displays an experimental spectrum reported in Ref. 76. In
Fig. 9 d), e), and f), we present similar data for the anatase
structure, using the experimental spectra from the same study.

The R2 values for these spectra are notably low, between
0.02−0.10. However, we note that the four peaks are present
in approximately the expected region. The theoretical spectra

also indicate a shift towards lower energies. Since the core-
hole methods successfully reproduce the four peaks, it can be
argued that they somewhat replicate the spectra. Yet, we face
similar issues as with SrTiO3, as we did not account for many-
body effects and charge-transfer multiplet effects. Addition-
ally, the theoretical spectra for the two structures appear quite
similar. It is widely recognized that the best way to differen-
tiate between rutile and anatase structures in XAS spectra is
to analyze the peaks in the 459–462 eV range; this is where
their only differentiation lies. Anatase features a more pro-
nounced first peak, whereas rutile displays a stronger second
peak76. This distinction is somewhat observable in that range,
yet we cannot definitively separate these TiO2 structures using
core-hole methods.

We now consider NiO, an antiferromagnetic solid that ex-
hibits a rocksalt crystal structure with a lattice constant of
a = 4.19Å77,83. We use a 2×2×2 cubic supercell and sample
the Brillouin zone with five k-points in each direction.

The spectra are displayed in Fig. 10, where we display
two spectra from the literature81,82 that encompass different
energy ranges. The two experimental spectra align rather
well, as indicated by the high R2 value and the minor shift
of ω = −0.8 eV required to align the energy scales. Both
experiments show a prominent peak around 853 eV that is
accompanied by at least one smaller peak at slightly higher
energy. The Ni 2p1/2 contribution is visible above 870 eV.

When comparing the two theoretical spectra to the experi-
mental spectra in d), we notice that they are both in quite good
agreement. They reproduce the general shape of the spectra;
however, the proportions in the XCH in b) seem exaggerated,
while the TP method offers a more accurate representation.
This is also reflected in the R2 values. The comparison be-
tween the theoretical spectra and the experimental results in
c) can be found in Sec. VI in SI.

However, Ikeno et al. also investigated the NiO spectra, as
Ni is a transition metal, and found that by incorporating the CI
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FIG. 10: Ni 2p or the L2,3-edge NEXAFS spectra of solid
NiO. The experimental spectrum in c) is adapted from

Ref. 81, and the experimental spectrum in d) is adapted from
Ref. 82.

method and multiplet effects, a better agreement with the ex-
periments was achieved32. Although these methods produce
improved spectra, the agreement derived from the TP is ade-
quate to characterize the NiO structure; we believe this is due
to the fact that, unlike the Ti structures, the NiO d-bands are
partly filled, whereas the d-bands for the Ti structures are en-
tirely open.

We also wish to address the M4,5 NEXAFS spectra, specif-
ically concerning d-type core holes. Here, we have selected
tin as element and compared our calculations to the available
experimental pectrum of stannic oxide (SnO2). There are nu-
merous gas-phase XPS spectra for Sn 3d, making the fit for
the corresponding absolute shift δ unproblematic, as shown
in Fig. S3 in SI. Unfortunately, we have not found any molec-
ular NEXAFS spectrum for comparison. Thus, we are limited
to the bulk phase, excluding TDDFT.

SnO2 exhibits a rutile crystal structure85 (space group
P42/mnm) with lattice constants a = b =4.76 Å, c =3.21 Å.77.
The initial structure was sourced from the Materials Projects
SnO2, with the materials ID: mp-856.77. Our calculation is
done with a 2×2×3 supercell with six k-points in each direc-
tion; however, the calculations converge with four k-points.
Further details can be found in Secs. VII and VI in SI.

Fig. 11 shows the spectra produced by the TP method with
q = 0.5 in a), TP with q = 0.33 in b), and the XCH method in
c). The experimental spectra by Chuvenkova et al.84 is shown
in d). All theoretical spectra consistently reproduce the fea-
tures of the experiment in d) with quite high R2 values, with
the TP (q = 0.33) and XCH methods demonstrating the best
agreement. However, the XCH spectrum shows the smallest
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FIG. 11: Sn 3d or the M3,4-edge NEXAFS spectra of SnO2.
The experimental spectrum is adapted from Ref. 84.

energy shift compared to the experiment.

C. Electron energy-loss in graphene

We finally address the comparison of our calculations nom-
inally meant for simulating XAS spectra to experimental elec-
tron energy-loss spectra of single silicon atoms embedded in
graphene defects. Ramasse et al. have shown that these spec-
tra can be used to distinguish three- from four-bonded silicon
atoms at defects30.

The structures are modeled by a 4×4 single-layer graphene
sheet with lattice constant of a = 2.46 Å86. A single Si atom
substitutes a single C atom in the three-bonded configuration,
while a single Si atom substitutes two C’s in the four-bonded
configuration. The Si atoms were displaced out of the plane
and the structure was allowed to relax. This lead to a back-
relaxation into the plane for the four-bonded Si, while the
three-bonded Si stayed out of the plane due to its larger size
compared to the replaced C atom. The relaxed structures are
shown in Fig. 12 a) and e), respectively. The calculations are
done in periodic boundary conditions. The Brillouin zone is
sampled by seven k-points in x and y directions while only
using the Gamma point in z direction.

Fig. 12 shows the spectra produced by the XCH method,
the TP method with q = 0.5 and the TP with q = 0.9, for both
the four- and three-bonded Si defect, in b-d) and f-h) respec-
tively. The agreement of the calculations with the experiment
is of such quality, that the spectra can be directly overlaid, as
reflected also by the large values of R2.
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a) e)

FIG. 12: (a and e) Structural model of a single Si atom covalently bound into a vacancy in single-layer graphene as a
(a) four-bonded and (e) three-bonded substitution. (b-d and f-h) Calculated Si 2p or L2,3-edge XAS spectra for a single Si atom

in a graphene defect, represented in a) and e), compared to a single-atom EELS measurement. The TP methods consider two
core-hole occupancies of q = 0.5,0.9 The experimental spectra are from Ref. 30. The experimental spectra are shifted by ω

given in the caption to maximize R2 in each case.

Alignment of the first prominent peaks around 105 eV leads
to a small mismatch of the broad peaks around 130 eV, where
in particular the XCH is at slightly lower energy. This sug-
gests and insufficient screening of the full core-hole in XCH,
compared to TP with q = 0.5. Indeed, the reduction of the
core-hole to q = 0.9 helps in this respect, leading to very good
agreement for both binding situations. The predicted spectra
indeed allow to distinguish the binding mode, as is explicitly
shown in Fig. S7 in SI. Overall, it is remarkable how well the
simulations are able to reproduce the EELS fine structure, as
has also been observed previously without consideration of an
explicit core-hole11,29–31.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have demonstrated a straightforward
method to simulate X-ray absorption spectra for core-states
with finite orbital angular momentum. The method is based on
single-particle orbitals in the field of a core-hole and does not
require the explicit consideration of spin-orbit splitting. We
have compared the two mainly used approaches in the liter-

ature, excited core-hole (XCH) and transition-potential (TP),
that differ in the occupation of the core-hole state as well as
the overall charge in the calculation.

Both the XCH and TP methods accurately replicate the
L2,3-edge XANES experimental spectra for the majority of
the molecular systems examined. Their performance is com-
parable to the LrTDDFT method and, in some instances, even
surpasses it. In our comparison of the TP and XCH meth-
ods for molecular systems, we observed similar R2 values,
with the XCH method being slightly higher in Si cases and
the TP method in S cases. For solid systems, TP slightly out-
performed XCH in most instances, except for SnO2, where
XCH achieved better results. The comparison with experi-
mental EEL spectra is improved when the occupation of the
core-hole is further reduced than in the traditional TP using a
half occupied core-hole, however.

LrTDDFT showed a clear advantage over the single-
particle methods with the Ti L-edge for TiCl4, where the Ti
has a fully open d-band due to the multiplet effect. This mix-
ing of unoccupied states due to many-body effects is present
only in LrTDDFT and cannot be reproduced by single-particle
methods.
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A similar picture emerges for solid systems, where the
core-hole methods also sufficiently reproduce the L2,3 and
M4,5 edge XANES experimental spectra. Also, at least for
graphene, single-atom electron energy-loss spectra can be
simulated with excellent accuracy. However, we encountered
similar challenges as with the molecular TiCl4 due to missing
multiplet effects that require a many-body description.

Overall, the explicit core-hole TP and XCH methods are
able to sufficiently describe L2,3-edge XANES for the major-
ity of systems we evaluated. There is no clear preference for
either of the two methods as their advantages and disadvan-
tages seem to be system-dependent. Nevertheless, the meth-
ods described represent a computationally cheap method to
simulate XAS spectra with an overall good agreement to ex-
periment on the absolute energy scale.

Our implementation has the advantage of being fully open
source, and we can thus expect such simulations to become
more widely accessible for the X-ray and electron microscopy
communities.
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