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Abstract

We develop a second order correction to commonly used density functional approx-

imations (DFA) to eliminate the systematic delocalization error. The method, based

on the previously developed global scaling correction (GSC), is an exact quadratic

correction to the DFA for the fractional charge behavior and uses the analytical sec-

ond derivatives of the total energy with respect to fractional occupation numbers of

the canonical molecular orbitals. For small and medium-size molecules, this correc-

tion leads to ground-state orbital energies that are highly accurate approximation to

the corresponding quasiparticle energies. It provides excellent predictions of ionization

potentials, electron affinities, photoemission spectrum and photoexcitation energies be-

yond previous approximate second order approaches, thus showing potential for broad

applications in computational spectroscopy.
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The Kohn-Sham density functional theory (DFT)1–3 has gained much success in modern

chemistry, materials science and physics. Most density functional approximations (DFAs)

to the exchange correlation energy Exc usually produce reasonable total energies for small

and medium-size molecules, however, they have major deficiencies in orbital energies. As

known for a long time, for finite systems, the eigenvalue of the highest occupied molecular

orbital (HOMO) for the exact Kohn-Sham potential is equal to the negative of the first

ionization potential (IP) for finite systems, based on the asymptotic decay behavior of the

exact electron density, and the requirement that the Kohn-Sham effective potential be zero

at infinity.3 However, in a Kohn-Sham calculation, the local Kohn-Sham potential can have

any additive constant and still have the same total energy and density, but different orbital

energies. Thus the argument based on the long range behavior of density and potential

hinges on a particular choice of the additive constant of the potential.

The general physical meaning of orbital energies, for both the HOMO and the low-

est unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO), has been established through three key results.

It is based on the property of the total energy functional (approximate or exact). First,

the Janak theorem links Kohn-Sham orbital energies to the derivatives of the total energy

with respect to the orbital occupation numbers, which were not related to any physical ob-

servables.4 Second, the derivatives of the total energy with respective to the total electron

number, which are the chemical potentials, are respectively the negative of the first ioniza-

tion potential (IP) and the first electron affinity (EA) for the exact functional based on the

linear condition on the behavior of energy for fractional number of electrons.5 Finally, the

chemical potentials were established to be equal to the derivatives of the total energy with

respect to the HOMO/LUMO orbital occupation numbers in the Kohn-Sham calculation

with exchange-correlation energy being functionals of the density, or the generalized Kohn-

Sham calculation with exchange-correlation energy being functionals of the non-interacting

one-electron density matrix.6 Combining these theoretical results, the HOMO and LUMO

energies are the negative of the first IP and the first EA for electron removal and addition
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respectively, as approximated by the corresponding DFA used.6 This physical interpretation

of the HOMO and LUMO energies holds true for general molecules and bulk systems with

commonly used DFAs. Exceptions occur in some strongly correlated systems when the DFA

used has the desired explicit derivative discontinuity.7

Thus the HOMO and LUMO energies are fully established for the theoretical prediction

of the IP and the EA in a DFA calculation. However, conventional DFAs have the system-

atic error in significantly underestimating the IP and overestimating the EA, and thus the

fundamental gap.6,8–10

To describe the systematic error of DFAs, the concept of the delocalization error6,8–10 has

been developed, and it can be understood from the perspective of fractional charges.6,8 For

systems of small or moderate physical sizes, conventional DFAs usually have good accuracy

in total energies when there are integer number of electrons. When there are fractional num-

ber of electrons, conventional DFAs, however, violate the Perdew-Parr-Levy-Balduz (PPLB)

linearity condition,5,11,12 which states the exact ground state energy Egs(N) is a linear func-

tion of the fractional electron numbers connecting adjacent integer points. Inconsistent with

the requirement of the PPLB linearity condition, Egs(N) curves from conventional DFAs

are usually convex, with drastic underestimation to the ground state energies of fractional

systems. The convex deviation of conventional DFAs decreases when the systems are larger,

and vanishes at the bulk limit.8 However, the delocalization error exhibits in another way,

in which the error manifests as too low relative ground state energies of ionized systems and

incorrect linear Egs(N) curves with wrong slopes at the bulk limit.

To reduce the error, enormous efforts have been devoted in the development of new

exchange-correlation functionals during last decades. These developments, including global

hybrid,13,14 local hybrid,15,16 double hybrid17–19 and range-separated functionals,20–25 mainly

incorporate a certain amount of Hartree Fock (HF) exchange in the Exc. The HF exchange

exhibits a concave deviation to the linear condition, which is opposite to conventional DFAs

and called the localization error.6,8 Some hybrid and range-separated functionals mostly rely
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on system-dependent tuned parameters.26

There are many other efforts to eliminate the systematical error of DFAs, based on the

perspective of the delocalization error or from different understandings. Self-interaction error

(SIE)27,28 was the first concept to describe the systematic error of DFAs. SIE associates the

error to the incomplete cancellation between the electron self-Coulomb and self-exchange

energies, which is a different interpretation of the error source compared to the concept of

delocalization error. Many approaches have been designed on the basis of correcting SIE,27–34

including the latest development with Fermi localized orbitals.32,34 Beside SIE, there are

other approaches developed with the focus on specific properties, such as the Koopmans-

compliant functionals,35,36 the generalized transition state37 and related methods38 extending

the straight line condition with Wannier functions for bad gap predictions of solid.

Following the understanding of the delocalization error, researchers at the Yang labora-

tory developed a set of correction methods to conventional DFAs to systematically reduce

the delocalization error,39–43 in which the PPLB linearity condition is imposed by applying

explicit treatments to systems of fractional charges to restore the correct behavior of Egs(N).

Specifically, the global scaling correction (GSC)39 method imposes the PPLB linearity con-

dition globally on the (delocalized) canonical molecular orbital occupation numbers. On

the basis of the accurate description of ground state energies from conventional DFAs for

small integer systems, the GSC was designed to preserve the energy of integer systems and

correct the convex Egs(N) curve to be linear for fractional systems. It should be pointed out

that, the GSC is only applicable for small and moderate size systems, because the convex

deviation of conventional DFAs to the linear line for fractional charges decreases with in-

creasing system size, and the delocalization error manifests as underestimated ground state

energies for integer systems and incorrect linear Egs(N) curves with wrong slops at the bulk

limits.6,8,10 To reduce the delocalization error for large systems, the local scaling correction

(LSC) method40 was developed with focus on the local regions of molecular systems to ap-

ply the energy correction locally. Combing the ideas of the GSC and the LSC, the Yang
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laboratory recently developed the localized orbital scaling correction (LOSC)41–43 to achieve

size-consistent and systematic improvement, in which orbitalets, orbitals localized in space

and in energy and linearly combining both occupied and virtual orbitals, were developed

to apply the global or local corrections adaptively. All these scaling correction methods

have shown major improvements to describe challenging properties for conventional DFAs,

including IPs, EAs, photoemission spectrum and polarizabilities.41–46

Though the GSC method has its limitations for large and bulk systems, the method is very

useful for spectrum properties and excitation energies of small and moderate size molecules.

Therefore improving the accuracy of GSC can have a significant impact for large areas of

DFT applications. In addition, because the GSC and the LOSC become the same for small

and moderate size molecules when the orbital localization does not take place, insight on the

GSC can lead to improvements for the LOSC, which is applicable to general systems. To

improve the accuracy of the GSC method, Xiao and coworkers developed a correction form

that utilizes higher order density expansions to go beyond the frozen orbital approximation

in the original GSC work.47,48 Up to third-order orbital derivatives were calculated, and

remarkable improvements had been achieved. However, the exchange-correlation component

was still treated approximately as the LDA exchange energy, regardless of the DFA used. All

works39,47,48 up to now are approximate second-order corrections to the DFA total energy

for fractional-electron systems.

In this work, we present an exact formula for the second order correction to DFA energies

with respect to occupation numbers of canonical molecular orbitals. This constitutes an exact

global scaling correction if the convex deviation is quadratic. We will also show that, to be

accurate to the second order in the density expansion, only the first order orbital derivatives

are required. The result of this work is an energy correction to DFAs under the framework

of GSC but with the exact second-order expansions and much improved accuracy.

To start, we briefly review the methodology of the GSC method.39 The aim of GSC is to

correct originally non-straight E(N) curves produced by DFAs to straight lines, as required
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by the PPLB linearity condition:

EGSC(N + n) = E(N + n) + ∆GSC(N + n) = (1− n)E(N) + nE(N + 1), (1)

where n is a fraction, 0 ≤ n ≤ 1. Therefore, the GSC energy correction can be easily seen as

∆GSC(N + n) = [(1− n)E(N) + nE(N + 1)]− E(N + n). (2)

According to Eq. 1 and Eq. 2, the GSC preserves the total energy of integer systems, while

it produces corrections to total energies of fractional systems. In the original work of the

GSC,39 ∆GSC is evaluated based on the expansion of the density matrix for (N+n) electrons:

ρN+n
s (r, r′) = ρNs (r, r′) + nf(r, r′) + n2γ(r, r′) + · · · , (3)

To the first order in n, and with the frozen orbital approximation in the Fukui function,49

it can be shown that

ρN+n
s (r, r′) ≈ ρNs (r, r′) + nψf (r)ψ

∗
f (r
′), (4)

where ψf represents the frontier orbital that has fractional occupation nf = n. By inserting

the density matrix expansion (Eq. 4) into Eq. 2, and keeping terms up to the second order

in n, the GSC corrected total energy reads

EGSC = EDFA +
1

2
κ
(
n− n2

)
. (5)

The approximate expression of the coefficients κ that was derived based the LDA is

κ =

∫
ρf (r)ρf (r

′)

|r− r′| dr dr′ − 2τCx

3

∫ [
ρf (r)

] 4
3 dr, (6)
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in which ρf (r) = |ψf (r)|2, and Cx = 3
4

(
6
π

)1/3.39 The first term corresponds to the Coulomb

part, the second term corresponds to the exchange part, and the parameter τ is used to

balance the contribution of two parts, which is set to 1 in the original work.

The outcome of recovering a linear E(N) curve is the correction to the orbital energies

for integer systems with the GSC method. Based on the GSC energy expression (Eq. 5), the

chemical potential associated with the frontier orbital is

∂EGSC

∂nf
= εDFA

f +
1

2
κ(1− 2nf ) +

1

2

∂κ

∂nf
(nf − n2

f ), (7)

where εDFA
f is the frontier orbital energy from the parent DFA, according to the Janak

theorem.4 Although κ is dependent on ψf , which further depends on the density matrix

and the set of occupation numbers, the contribution from the derivative of ∂κ
∂nf

vanishes for

integer systems, as (nf − n2
f ) = 0 when nf is either 1 or 0. Thus, Eq. 7 leads to simple

corrections for HOMO/LUMO energies of integer systems with εGSC
HOMO = εDFA

HOMO − κ/2 and

εGSC
LUMO = εDFA

LUMO+κ/2, which are equal to the negative of IP and EA respectively, as predicted

by the GSC, based on the theoretical developments.5,6

One limitation in the original GSC work is, since the PPLB linearity condition holds only

for ground states, the orbital energy correction applies to the HOMO and the LUMO only.

In most cases, the HOMO and the LUMO energies are of particular interest, since they are

related to IPs, EAs and thus the fundamental gaps. However, precise descriptions of orbitals

other than HOMO/LUMO can also play important roles in certain cases. For example, in

calculations of the photoemission spectra and excitation energies from orbital energies.45,50

Therefore, a natural extension to excited states is necessary, and similar constructions for

the correction to all orbitals have already been established in LOSC41 and recent work from

Xiao and coworkers on GSC.48 To facilitate the discussion to orbitals above LUMO and

under the HOMO, we need to extend the ground state energy E(N), as a function of N ,

the total number of electron, to E({npσ}), the total energy as a function of the canonical
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orbital occupation numbers {npσ}, which can correspond to some excited states. This energy

function is what was used in Janak’s work,3,4 and it is given by the following minimum

E({npσ}) = min
{ψpσ}

Ev[{ρσs }], (8)

where the canonical orbitals {ψpσ} are constrained to be orthogonormal and the density ma-

trix is ρ̂sσ =
∑

pσ npσ|ψpσ〉〈ψpσ|. Following the same procedure for the cases of HOMO/LUMO

and generalizing to all orbitals, the extended definition of the GSC energy correction becomes

EGSC = EDFA +
1

2

∑

pσ

κpσ
(
npσ − n2

pσ

)
. (9)

The second-order correction term depends on the corresponding orbital density ρpσ = |ψpσ|2,

and the coefficients κpσ has the exact same expression as shown in Eq. 6, except with the

ρpσ instead of ρf (r). As a result, the orbital energy corrections are εGSC
iσ = εDFA

iσ − κiσ/2 for

occupied orbitals and εGSC
aσ = εDFA

aσ + κaσ/2 for virtual orbitals.

Although the original GSC has shown great improvements to conventional DFAs for the

description of many challenging properties, it is still possible to achieve better accuracy

within the GSC framework. Recently, it has been reported that involving higher order terms

to evaluate the response of electron density to the electron number (Eq. 3) can provide more

accurate GSC orbital energies, giving excellent performance for IPs, EAs and other quasihole

energetics.47,48 However, the correlation energy contribution is still missing in the existing

approximate expression of κpσ. Furthermore, the exchange part was derived from the LDA

only, and directly applying it to GGAs and hybrid functionals may not produce ideal results.

It is therefore the goal of this paper to develop a more accurate form for the GSC, namely

the exact functional expression for {κpσ}.

In this work, instead of considering the density relaxation as in Ref. 47, we directly

deal with the function E({nmτ}) and find the correction to the second order. Consider

E({nmτ + δmτ}), where 0 ≤ nmτ + δmτ ≤ 1, and expand the energy function in a Taylor
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series to the second order in {δmτ}. We have the following relation

E({nmτ + δmτ}) = E({nmτ}) +
∑

pσ

∂E({nmτ})
∂npσ

δpσ +
1

2

∑

pσ

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

δ2pσ +O(δ3pσ), (10)

where the partial derivatives are evaluated at δpσ = 0, and O(δ3mτ ) contains all terms with

order δ3mτ or higher.

In Eq. 10, we omit the cross terms in the second order, which will be discussed in the

Supporting Information. This reason for the omission here is that we only need to consider

changing one specific occupation number at a time. Particularly, consider only one specific

orbital, ψpσ, with a fractional occupation at a time, while the rest of orbitals are fully

occupied with {niτ = 1}, i 6= p or unoccupied with {naτ = 0}, a 6= p. Denote this set of

occupations as [npτ ] and its energy as E([npτ ]). We now apply Eq. 10 to the system with

an integer number of electrons, with npτ + δpτ = 1 for the N + 1-electron system and with

npτ + δpτ = 0 for the N -electron system, and obtain the total energies of the two integer

systems up to the second order with the error in O(δ3pσ). Substituting the results energies

of integer systems with the truncation at the second order into Eq. 2, we obtain the energy

correction from the GSC associated with the orbital ψpσ as

∆GSC([npτ ]) =
1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

(
npτ − n2

pτ

)
, (11)

which is equally valid for the entire range of occupation, 0 ≤ npτ ≤ 1, with the the par-

tial derivative evaluated locally at the corresponding occupation number npτ . The detailed

derivation is given in the Supporting Information.

Summing up contributions from all the orbitals, we have

∆GSC({npσ}) =
∑

pσ

1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

(npσ − n2
pσ). (12)

Eq. 12 gives the exact second-order correction for the GSC method with the coefficients
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evaluated as the second order derivative of the energy with respect to occupation numbers.

Compared to the original GSC, the new formalism in this work, Eq. 12, naturally involves

both the exchange and correlation contribution in Exc in the corrections, applicable to all

commonly used DFAs, which was not achieved in previous works. Another difference is that

the energy function expansion in this work is directly expanded on occupation numbers,

while the original GSC indirectly use the relaxation of the density matrix. As shown in the

Supporting Information, both approaches produce identical results as long as everything is

dealt precisely up to the second order. Using the occupation numbers as the direct variables

has the advantage of clearer definition and cleaner equations obtained. Using the density

matrix as the variable will require the second-order density matrix relaxation, which is

also shown to require first-order orbital derivatives only (in contrast to requiring second-

order orbital derivatives in previous developments47,48). The reason is that the second-order

density matrix relaxation part cancels with other parts to give zero net contributions. (See

the Supporting Information for details.)

In addition, we emphasize that the only approximation for the new formalism shown in

Eq. 12 is the truncation of the energy function at the second order. Because the energy

function E({npσ}) has been known to be very close to quadratic,39–42,51–53 such a treatment

is clean and reasonable, which is a great advantage compared to the approximate correction

derived previously. This new correction from Eq. 12 also surpasses the previous approximate

ones for the case, in which the energy function from a DFA is exactly quadratic. Under this

condition, the coefficient ∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ
, from the exact second-order correction shows the correct

behavior, that is being a constant in [N,N + 1]. However, the approximate one varies when

the electron number changes, because it is evaluated from canonical orbitals that are from

each (N +n)-electron systems. In summary, the GSC with the exact second order correction

shown in Eq. 12 is capable of restoring the correct linear behavior exactly when the DFA

produces a quadratic error in fractional charge, and approximately when the error deviates

from a quadratic behavior.
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Note that the second-order derivatives of the energy with respect to frontier orbital oc-

cupation numbers have already been well-established.54 They are recognized as the chemical

hardness generated from DFAs,54 and an extension to fractional occupation numbers was also

made.55 By using the energy function as defined in Eq. 8, with similar procedures through

the Maxwell relationship and linear response theory, we show that the general second-order

derivative of the energy with respect to any occupation number is

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

= 〈ψpσψ∗pσ|Kσσ +
∑

τυ

KστχτυKυσ|ψpσψ∗pσ〉 (13)

= Kppσ,ppσ −
∑

iaτ,jbυ

(Kppσ,iaτ +Kppσ,aiτ )M
−1
iaτ,jbυKjbυ,ppσ, (14)

where χτυ is the generalized linear response function,54,55 Kστ represents Hartree-exchange-

correlation kernels, defined as the functional derivative of Hσ
s , the (generalized) Kohn-Sham

Hamiltonian for spin σ with respect to ρτs , the Kohn-Sham density matrix for spin τ :

Kστ (r1, r2; r3, r4) =
δHσ

s (r1, r2)

δρτs (r3, r4)
(15)

=
δ(r1, r2)δ(r3, r4)

|r1 − r3|
+

δ2Exc

δρσs (r2, r1)δρτs (r3, r4)
, (16)

in which Exc is the exchange-correlation energy. Kppσ,qqτ represents the corresponding kernel

matrix56

Kpqσ,mnτ = 〈ψpσψ∗qσ|Kστ |ψmτψ∗nτ 〉 (17)

=

∫∫∫∫
dr1 dr2 dr3 dr4ψ∗pσ(r1)ψqσ(r2)K

στ (r1, r2; r3, r4)ψmτ (r3)ψ
∗
nτ (r4), (18)

and the matrix element Miaτ,jbυ is defined as

Miaτ,jbυ = δυτδijδab(εaυ − εiυ) +Kiaτ,jbυ +Kiaτ,bjυ. (19)
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The detailed derivation for the second-order derivative of total energy with respect to occu-

pation number can be found in the Supporting Information. In connection to the chemical

hardness, we here call ∂2E({nnmτ })
∂n2

pσ
the orbital hardness. It is noteworthy that solving cou-

pled perturbed Kohn-Sham equations can give the same answer, which is also shown in the

Supporting Information.

We now examine the physical meaning of the orbital hardness (shown in the Supporting

Information with details). The associated 4-point generalized dielectric function εστ can be

defined as
(
ε−1
)στ

(r1, r2; r3, r4) =
δHσ

s (r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
, (20)

where vτ (r3, r4) is the generalized external potential, which is nonlocal and spin-dependent,

as an extension from the physical potential, v(r), which is local and spin independent,

first introduced in Ref.55 Then, the expression of Eq. 13 for the orbital hardness leads to

its interpretation as the interaction of orbitals through the 4-point generalized screened

interaction

W σς = Kσς +
∑

τυ

KστχτυKυς =
∑

υ

(
ε−1
)συ

Kυς . (21)

The 4-point generalized functions, χτυ, (ε−1)
συ and W σς are the natural extensions of the

corresponding spinless two-point functions commonly used in many-body perturbation the-

ory.57

Note that the matrix Miaτ,jbυ in Eq. 14 involves all the pairs of occupied and virtual

orbitals, which gives the dimension of
∑
τ

N τ
occ × N τ

vir, with N τ
occ being the number of occu-

pied orbitals and N τ
vir being the number of virtual orbitals for τ spin. Therefore, directly

evaluating Eq. 14 has the computational complexity of O ((NoccNvir)
3). If only a few or-

bital energies, like the frontier orbitals, are of interest in practice, one can evaluate the

second order derivative numerically to bypass the analytical expression, which is a shortcut

to reduce the computation to be several times of SCF calculations, or one can use efficient

iterative solution to linear equations of the coupled perturbed Kohn-Sham approach, instead
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of matrix inversion for the associated orbitals, which has lower computational complexity of

O ((NoccNvir)
2).

In the following, we present the results to show the performance of the new expression

for the GSC with the analytical and exact second-order corrections (denoted as GSC2).

The original GSC39 with the approximate coefficients κpσ is denoted as GSC1. Because the

effective Hamiltonian from the GSC method for integer systems is a projection operator

consisting of canonical orbitals from the associated DFA, the GSC method does not change

the canonical orbitals, the eigenstates for the associated DFA Hamiltonian, and applying

the GSC method with a post-SCF or SCF manner produces identical results. Therefore, all

the calculations of GSC1 and GSC2 are performed with the post-SCF calculation for the

purpose of efficiency. Details for the calculations, numerical results and more clarification to

the SCF calculations of the GSC method are documented in the Supporting Information.
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Figure 1: Total energies of F atom from BLYP, GSC1-BLYP and GSC2-BLYP: (a) total
energy versus electron number; (b) total energy difference versus electron number, ∆E(N) =
EDFA(N)− Elinear. aug-cc-pVTZ is used as the basis set.

The E(N) curve comes to our attention first as the goal of the GSC method is to make

it linear. Figure 1 shows the E(N) curve of the F atom with BLYP as the parent DFA

for the calculations of GSC1 and GSC2. The BLYP functional shows great delocalization

errors, while the GSC1-BLYP with the approximate correction over-corrected and showed

the localization errors. With the exact second-order correction, GSC2-BLYP is capable of
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producing mostly linear behavior for the E(N) curve with much smaller errors.

The first IPs and EAs are part of the main outcome from the GSC method, as for integer

systems only orbital energies get corrected. The quality of IPs and EAs can reflect the

performance of the correction, and thus worthwhile to be examined. The first IP and EA of

an N -electron system can be evaluated with the negative HOMO and LUMO energies of the

N -electron system, which are associated with one-electron removal and one-electron addition

processes respectively.6 For the purpose of comparison, the ∆-SCF method is conducted as

well to evaluate the first IPs and EAs, in which the energy differences are calculated, i.e.,

EIP = E(N − 1) − E(N) for IPs and EEA = E(N) − E(N + 1) for EAs. The test sets for

the first IPs and EAs are taken from Ref. 43. Experimental data are used as the reference

to evaluate the mean absolute error (MAE).
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Figure 2: The mean absolute error in eV for the first (a) IPs (64 cases) and (b) EAs (39
cases) obtained from different methods.

According to Figure 2, both GSC1 and GSC2 greatly improve the quality of the first

IPs and EAs upon associated parent DFAs, and the GSC2 apparently outperforms the ap-

proximate GSC1. Taking B3LYP as an example, the MAE of the first IPs/EAs predicted

from the calculations of N -electron systems is 0.20/0.17 eV for GSC2 and 0.41/0.38 eV for

GSC1, where the errors get nearly halved in the new approach GSC2. In addition, the

GSC2 produces results that are close to those from the ∆-SCF method, while it is not the
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case for the approximate GSC1 approach. This indicates that the GSC method with exact

second-order derivatives has a more systematic and accurate correction to the DFA E(N)

curve, producing mostly linear curves for all these systems and thus good IPs/EAs.

Besides evaluating the first IP and EA of an N -electron system from the negative HOMO

and LUMO energy of an N -electron system, one can also approximate the first IP with the

negative LUMO energy of the (N − 1)-electron system (associated with an one-electron

addition process), and the first EA with the negative HOMO energy of the (N + 1)-electron

system (associated with an one-electron removal process). Similar results are observed from

these two approaches and the detailed results are shown in the Supporting Information.
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Figure 3: Quasihole energies (52 cases from 11 small molecules) of the N -electron systems
evaluated by the corresponding negative occupied orbital energies (−εi) from different DFAs:
(a) the MAEs for different DFAs, GSC1-DFAs and GSC2-DFAs. (b) Experimental quasihole
energies versus the negative orbital energies from B3LYP, GSC1-B3LYP and GSC2-B3LYP.

Next, we examine the prediction of other quasiparticle energies besides the first IPs

and EAs. The PPLB linearity condition defines for the first IPs and EAs only, it is still

worthy to investigate quasihole or quasiparticle energies other than the HOMO or LUMO.

A parallel extension to quasihole/quasiparticle energies with orbital energies other than the

HOMO or LUMO has been assumed and applied with numerical success.45 These quasihole

energies are predicted by the negative orbital energies of the corresponding occupied orbitals

of the N -electron systems from DFT calculations. We use the same set of molecules as
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in Ref. 48 to test the performance of the GSC method. Experimental data are used as

references. As shown in Figure 3, conventional DFAs produce significant errors, while the

GSC method corrects the orbital energies to have an MAE that is below 1 eV. In addition,

GSC2 outperforms GSC1 as expected. For example, the MAE from GSC1 is 0.63 eV, while

GSC2 gives 0.32 eV.

Exp

G0W0

evGW

GSC2

GSC1

20 15 10 5 0
Energy (eV)

PBE

(a) Maleic anhydride

Exp

G0W0

evGW

GSC2

GSC1

20 15 10 5 0
Energy (eV)

PBE

(b) Benzonitrile

Figure 4: Photoemission spectrum for (a) maleic anhydride and (b) benzonitrile. Experi-
mental spectrum was obtained from Ref. 58 for (a) and Ref. 59 for (b). Calculations for
GSC1, GSC2 and GW were associated with PBE60 functional.

The photoemission spectra is another good source to evaluate the quality of orbital

energies. We select 10 organic molecules with small or moderate sizes from Ref. 45 to

test. Experimental spectra are used as the reference. Besides the DFT calculations, we

also conduct GW (G0W0) and eigenvalue self-consistent GW (evGW ) calculations to obtain

the quasiparticle energies. The calculated spectra is obtained from the Gaussian expansion

of calculated quasiparticle energies with a standard deviation of 0.2 eV. Figure 4 shows the

results for two representative molecules, maleic anhydride and benzonitrile. It can be seen

that GSC2 consistently outperforms the approximate GSC1, as the peaks align better to

experimental references and have good agreement with those from GW calculations. The

spectra of additional molecules tested can be found in the Supporting Information.
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QE-DFAs, ∆-B3LYP and TD-B3LYP. The excitation includes 19 cases of triplet states and 25
cases of singlet states. The reference data that were calculated from high-level wavefunction
methods, and results for ∆-B3LYP and TD-B3LYP were taken from Ref. 45.
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The benchmark for low-lying excitation energies from the QE-DFT method45,50 is also

carried out. The excitation energy in QE-DFT is computed as the difference between two

corresponding (generalized) Kohn-Sham orbital energies. We use the test set provided by Ref.

45 to calculate the first and second singlet and triplet excitation energies. The results from

the ∆-SCF method and time-dependent DFT with B3LYP functional are taken from Ref.

45 for comparison. As shown in Figure 5, the QE-GSC2 produces the improved excitation

energies compared to QE-GSC1. In particular, the results from QE-GSC2 are comparable

to those from ∆-SCF-B3LYP. In addition, GSC2-B3LYP shows comparable performance to

TD-B3LYP. This shows a potential application for the original GSC and the GSC2 form

developed in this work, as multiple excited states are immediately accessible after only one

calculation.

Although there are great improvements from the GSC method to the associated DFAs,

it should be kept in mind that the GSC method has its intrinsic limitations. The delocaliza-

tion error cannot be corrected effectively under the framework of GSC method for systems

with large size, and there is no GSC correction at all for bulk systems, which are clearly

demonstrated with calculations for the hydrogen chain and the helium cluster.8,41 For these

scenarios, the LOSC method is designed by using the orbitalets that can dynamically switch

between the canonical orbitals and localized orbitals to systematically reduce the delocaliza-

tion error.41,42 Note that the formalism of LOSC is generalized based on the original GSC

work with the approximate corrections.41,42 Therefore, if there is no localization and the

orbitalets are just the canonical orbitals, the LOSC method would become the same as the

original GSC approach.41,42

To investigate the size dependence for the application of the GSC method, we selected

many real molecules with the equilibrium structures and various sizes ranging from small

systems, like water H2O, to large systems, like fullerene C60. Then we calculated the first IPs

of these molecules from GSC1, GSC2 and the latest version of LOSC42 for comparison. The

error distribution over the number of atoms is plotted in Figure 6. According to Figure 6, we
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Figure 6: The error distribution of first IPs obtained from GSC1, GSC2 and LOSC for
molecules with different sizes.

see GSC2 outperforms GSC1 regardless of the molecular size, because of the exact second-

order correction instead of the approximated one. In addition, the comparison between

GSC2 and LOSC clearly shows the size dependence of the GSC method. For systems with

less than about 20 atoms, GSC2 shows better accuracy than LOSC. This is because the

orbitalets used in LOSC are more like canonical orbitals and LOSC at these scenarios is

close to the original GSC with approximate second-order corrections. For systems larger

than about 20 atoms, we observe the opposite behavior that LOSC shows better accuracy.

This is because the LOSC at these scenarios characterizes the delocalization error more

effectively than the GSC method, in which the orbitalets used in LOSC are more localized

than the canonical orbitals. This observation also suggests that developing more accurate

correction in the scheme of LOSC, like the exact second-order correction in GSC2, would

further improve the performance of LOSC for large and complex systems.

In conclusion, we have developed further the global scaling correction method with an-

alytical and exact second-order energy corrections to better deal with delocalization errors

existing in conventional DFAs. With the application of the exact second-order correction

in the GSC method, we demonstrated the excellent performance of the GSC2 approach to

describe the first IPs, EAs, other quasihole/quasiparticle energies and low-lying excitation
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energies, which are all obtained from accurate (generalized) KS orbital energies in ground

state calculations.
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1 More clarification on the GSC method

1.1 Derivation of the correction from GSC

Following the notation in the main text, we derive the correction ∆GSC([npσ]) associated with

the specific orbital ψpσ. According to Eq. 10 in the main text, we evaluate the total energies

of integer systems up to the second order. Consider the set of occupations [npσ], with one

specific orbital, ψpσ, with a fractional occupation at a time, while the rest of orbitals are

fully occupied with niσ = 1, i 6= p or unoccupied with naσ = 0, a 6= p. When the orbital

is fully occupied, npσ + δpσ = 1, using Eq. 10 of the main text, we have the energy of the

corresponding (N + 1)-electron system as

E([npσ + δpσ = 1]) = E([npσ]) +
∂E({nmτ})

∂npσ
δpσ +

1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

δ2pσ +O(δ3pσ)

= E([npσ]) +
∂E({nmτ})

∂npσ
(1− npσ) +

1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

(1− npσ)2 +O
(
(1− npσ)3

)
,

(1)

and when the orbital is fully unoccupied, npσ + δpσ = 0, we have the energy of the corre-

sponding N -electron system as

E([npσ + δpσ = 0]) = E([npσ]) +
∂E({nmτ})

∂npσ
δpσ +

1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

δ2pσ +O(δ3pσ)

= E([npσ])− ∂E({nmτ})
∂npσ

npσ +
1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

n2
pσ +O

(
n3
pσ

)
. (2)

Substituting resulting energies of integer systems with the truncation at the second order

into Eq. 2 in the main text, we have the energy correction from the GSC associated with the

3



orbital ψpσ as

∆GSC([npσ]) =
{

(1− npσ)E([npσ + δpσ = 0]) + npσE([npσ + δpσ = 1])
}
− E([npσ])

=
1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

[
(1− npσ)n2

pσ + npσ (1− npσ)2
]

=
1

2

∂2E({nmτ})
∂n2

pσ

(
npσ − n2

pσ

)
, (3)

which is Eq. 11 of the main text. Note that all the derivatives with respect to the occupation

number are evaluated at the fractional occupation [npσ].

1.2 Comments on the self-consistent calculations with GSC

Based on the energy correction, the correction to the effective Hamiltonian from GSC is

∆Hσ
GSC(r, r′) =

δ∆GSC

δρσs (r′, r)
. (4)

Based on ρ̂sσ =
∑

pσ npσ|ψpσ〉〈ψpσ| and hence npσ = 〈ψpσ|ρσs |ψpσ〉, using Eq. 3, we have

∆Hσ
GSC(r, r′) =

1

2

∑

pσ

[
κpσ(1− 2npσ)|ψpσ〉〈ψpσ|+

∂κpσ
∂ρs(r′, r)

(npσ − n2
pσ)

]
. (5)

The first term in Eq. 5 is the projection over the canonical orbitals, which does not change

the eigenstates from the DFA Hamiltonian. The second term in Eq. 5 involves the response

of the coefficient κpσ to the density matrix. For integer systems, the second term in Eq. 5

does not contribute because (npσ − n2
pσ) = 0. Therefore, for integer systems, applying GSC

with a post-SCF or SCF approach produces the identical canonical orbitals, electron density

and orbital energies. For fractional systems, post-SCF and SCF for GSC are different and

evaluating ∂κpσ
∂ρs(r,r′)

would involve higher order terms.
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2 Various derivations of the second-order energy deriva-

tives with respect to canonical occupation numbers

In the following, we derive the analytical expression for the exact second order derivatives of

the total energy with respect to canonical occupation number used in GSC. We use indices

i, j, k for occupied orbitals, indices a, b for virtual orbitals, indices m,n, p, q, k, l for general

orbitals, σ, τ, υ, κ for the spin of electrons,mpσ, npσ for the p-th canonical occupation numbers

with spin σ, and ψpσ for the p-th canonical orbital (CO) with spin σ.

2.1 Derivation from the coupled perturbed equations

The exact first derivative of the total energy with respect to the canonical occupation number

for an associated DFA is

∂E

∂npσ
=
∑

τ

∫∫
dr dr′

δE

δρτs (r, r′)

∂ρτs (r, r′)

∂npσ
(6)

= 〈ψpσ|Hσ
s |ψpσ〉+

∑

kτ

nkτ

(〈∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
〉

+

〈
ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉)
(7)

= 〈ψpσ|Hσ
s |ψpσ〉+

∑

qτ

nqτ εqτ
∂

∂npσ
〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉 (8)

= 〈ψpσ|Hσ
s |ψpσ〉, (9)

where Hσ
s is the Kohn-Sham (KS) or generalized KS (GKS) Hamiltonian and we used

〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉 = 1. Eq. 9 is a natural extension of the Janak theorem to the generalized KS

case.1

The exact second order derivative of the total energy with respect to the canonical occu-
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pation number for an associated DFA is

∂2E

∂n2
pσ

=
∂

∂npσ

∑

τ

∫∫
dr dr′

δE

δρτs (r, r′)

∂ρτs (r, r′)

∂npσ

=
∂

∂npσ

[
〈ψpσ|Hσ

s |ψpσ〉+
∑

kτ

nkτ

(〈∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
〉

+

〈
ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉)]
(10)

We denote the last two terms in Eq. 10 as T2, and we show that T2 gives zero contri-

bution in the end. We use the property that the orbitals are eigenfunctions of the (G)KS

Hamiltonian. Thus, the last two terms in Eq. 10 turn into

T2 =
∂

∂npσ

[∑

kτ

nkτ

(〈∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
〉

+

〈
ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉)]
(11)

=
∂

∂npσ

(∑

qτ

nqτεqτ
∂

∂npσ
〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉

)
(12)

= εpσ
∂

∂npσ
〈ψpσ|ψpσ〉+

∑

qτ

nqτ
∂εqτ
∂npσ

∂

∂npσ
〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉+

∑

qτ

nqτεqτ
∂2

∂n2
pσ

〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉 (13)

= 0. (14)

Because the orbitals are always constrained to be orthonormal, namely 〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉 ≡ 1, the

derivative of 〈ψqτ |ψqτ 〉 to any order is always zeros. Therefore, we have T2 equals to zero at

the end as shown in Eq. 14.

According to Eq. 10 and 14, the second order derivative of total energy with respect to

canonical occupation number is evaluated as

∂2E

∂n2
pσ

=

〈
ψpσ

∣∣∣∣
∂Hσ

s

∂npσ

∣∣∣∣ψpσ
〉

(15)

=
∑

τ

∫∫∫∫
dr1 dr2 dr3 dr4ψ∗pσ(r1)ψpσ(r2)

δHσ
s (r1, r2)

δρτs (r3, r4)

∂ρτs (r3, r4)

∂npσ
(16)

= 〈ψpσψ∗pσ|Kσσ|ψpσψ∗σ〉+
∑

kτ

nkτ

(〈
ψpσψ

∗
pσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψ∗kτ

〉
+

〈
ψpσψ

∗
pσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
∂ψ∗kτ
∂npσ

〉)

(17)
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in which the Hellmann-Feynman theorem is used in Eq. 15, Kστ is the kernel operator,

defined as the second-order functional derivatives of the total energy functional with respect

to ρτs

Kστ (r1, r2; r3, r4) =
δ2Ev[ρ

σ
s ]

δρτs (r3, r4)δρσs (r2, r1)
(18)

=
δHσ

s (r1, r2)

δρτs (r3, r4)
(19)

=
δ(r1, r2)δ(r3, r4)

|r1 − r3|
+

δ2Exc

δρσs (r2, r1)δρτs (r3, r4)
, (20)

and

〈ψpσψ∗qσ|Kστ |ψmτψ∗nτ 〉 =

∫∫∫∫
dr1 dr2 dr3 dr4ψ∗pσ(r1)ψqσ(r2)K

στ (r1, r2; r3, r4)ψmτ (r3)ψ
∗
nτ (r4)

(21)

= Kpqσ,mnτ . (22)

According to Eq. 17, the evaluation of the second order derivative of total energy involves

the first order derivative of COs with respect to canonical occupation numbers, i.e., ∂ψkτ
∂npσ

. In

the space of COs, the relaxation of COs can be expanded under the basis of COs, i.e.,

∂ψkτ
∂npσ

=
∑

m

U
npσ
kmτψmτ , (23)

with Unpσ
kmτ being the expansion coefficients associated with the occupation number npσ. The

CP equations are developed to solve the set of coefficients Unpσ
kmτ for all the orbitals.

The derivation of the CP equations with respect to the canonical occupation numbers in

this work is similar to the derivation of CP equations for nuclear coordinates.2,3 It is based

on two stationary conditions for the (G)KS calculation at the self-consistent (SCF) solution:

(1) the COs are orthonormal to each other; (2) the (G)KS Hamiltonian is diagonal under

7



the representation of COs; that is,

〈ψmτ |ψnτ 〉 = δmn, (24)

〈ψmτ |Hτ
s |ψnτ 〉 = δmnεmτ , (25)

with δmn being the Kronecker delta function. Taking derivatives of Eq. 24 and 25 with

respect to canonical occupation numbers gives a set of constraints for the relaxation of COs

with respect to canonical occupation numbers, which are,

∂〈ψmτ |ψnτ 〉
∂npσ

= 0, m ≥ n, (26)

∂〈ψmτ |Hτ
s |ψnτ 〉

∂npσ
= 0, m > n. (27)

2.1.1 Interger systems

First, we focus on the derivation for integer systems, in which the canonical occupation

numbers are either 1 for occupied orbitals or 0 for virtual orbitals.

From Eq. 26, we have

0 =
∂〈ψmτ |ψnτ 〉

∂npσ

=
∑

k

U
npσ
mkτ 〈ψkτ |ψnτ 〉+

∑

l

U
npσ
nlτ 〈ψmτ |ψlτ 〉

= Unpσ
mnτ + Unpσ

nmτ = 0. (28)

From Eq. 27, we have

0 =
∂〈ψmτ |Hτ

s |ψnτ 〉
∂npσ

=

〈
ψmτ

∣∣∣∣
∂Hτ

s

∂npσ

∣∣∣∣ψnτ
〉

+

(〈
∂ψmτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψnτ
〉

+

〈
ψmτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψnτ
∂npσ

〉)
(29)
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Following the similar steps shown in Eqs. 15 - 17 to derive the derivative of (G)KS Hamil-

tonian, and using relations shown in Eq. 23 and Eq. 28, we can express Eq. 29 as

0 =
(
Kmnτ,ppσ +

∑

iqυ

niυU
npσ
iqυ (Kmnτ,qiυ +Kmnτ,iqυ)

)
+
∑

r

Unpσ
mrτ 〈ψrτ |Hτ

s |ψnτ 〉+
∑

s

Unpσ
nsτ 〈ψmτ |Hτ

s |ψsτ 〉

= Kmnτ,ppσ +
∑

iqυ

niυU
npσ
iqυ (Kmnτ,qiυ +Kmnτ,iqυ) + Unpσ

mnτ εnτ + Unpσ
nmτ εmτ

= Kmnτ,ppσ +
∑

iqυ

niυU
npσ
iqυ (Kmnτ,qiυ +Kmnτ,iqυ) + Unpσ

mnτ (εnτ − εmτ ) , (30)

where Kmnτ,pqσ is the matrix representation of the kernel operator as defined in Eq. 20.

The summation over index q for general COs in Eq. 30 can be separated into the occupied

and virtual part for integer systems, i.e.,

∑

q

=
∑

j

+
∑

a

. (31)

Based on the separation shown in Eq. 31 and the relation of {Unpσ
mnτ} shown in Eq. 28, the

summation term in Eq. 30 can be simplified as

∑

iqυ

niυU
npσ
iqυ (Kmnτ,qiυ +Kmnτ,iqυ) =

∑

ijυ

niυU
npσ
ijυ (Kmnτ,ijυ +Kmnτ,jiυ)

+
∑

iaυ

niυU
npσ
iaυ (Kmnτ,iaυ +Kmnτ,aiυ) (32)

=
1

2

∑

ijυ

niυ
(
U
npσ
ijυ + U

npσ
jiυ

)
(Kmnτ,ijυ +Kmnτ,jiυ)

+
∑

iaυ

niυU
npσ
iaυ (Kmnτ,iaυ +Kmnτ,aiυ) (33)

=
∑

υia

niυU
npσ
iaυ (Kmnτ,iaυ +Kmnτ,aiυ) . (34)

Note that the contribution from the occupied-occupied block of Unpσ
ijυ vanishes and only the

occupied-virtual block of Unpσ
iaυ remains.
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Combining Eq. 30 and Eq. 34, we have a set of linear equations,

Unpσ
mnτ (εnτ − εmτ ) +

∑

iaυ

niυU
npσ
iaυ (Kmnτ,iaυ +Kmnτ,aiυ) = −Kmnτ,ppσ, m > n. (35)

The summation in Eq. 35 is over only pairs of occupied and virtual orbitals (occupied-virtual

block for {Unpσ
iaυ }), which reduces the dimension of the set of equations in matrix form to

∑
σ

Nσ
occ ×Nσ

vir, with Nσ
occ being the number of occupied orbitals and Nσ

vir being the number

of virtual orbitals for σ spin. Expressing Eq. 35 in matrix form, we have the set of linear

matrix equations with respect to all the canonical occupied numbers npσ,

MUnpσ = bnpσ , (36)

Miaτ,jbυ = (εaτ − εiτ ) δijδabδτυ + njυ (Kiaτ,jbυ +Kiaτ,bjυ) , (37)

b
npσ
iaτ = −Kiaτ,ppσ. (38)

Eqs. 36 - 38 are the CP equations with respect to canonical occupied numbers, which give

solutions to the expansion coefficients for the occupied-virtual block of {Unpσ
iaτ }.

With solutions of {Unpσ
iaτ } from the CP equations, Eq. 36, we can evaluate the analytical

second order derivative of total energy with respect to canonical occupation numbers for

integer systems as

∂2E

∂n2
pσ

= Kppσ,ppσ +
∑

iaτ

U
npσ
iaτ (Kppσ,iaτ +Kppσ,aiτ ) (39)

= Kppσ,ppσ −
∑

iaτ,jbυ

(Kppσ,iaτ +Kppσ,aiτ )M
−1
iaτ,jbυKjbυ,ppσ. (40)

This equation is in a convenient form for applications when only a few orbitals are needed

for the GSC correction. The corresponding terms {Upσ
iaτ} can be directly obtained from

numerical iterative solution to the CP equations.
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2.1.2 Fractional systems

For fractional systems with fractional occupation numbers, the CP equations become a little

more complicated. For fractional systems, we clarify orbitals to be fully occupied with ni = 1,

fractionally occupied with 0 < nf < 1, and virtual with na = 0. Therefore, the summation

over all the orbitals is divided into three blocks, i.e.,

∑

q

=
∑

i

+
∑

f

+
∑

a

, (41)

with index f for fractionally occupied orbitals. Using the similar treatment to the derivation

of the integer systems, we have the following set of linear equations for the fractional systems

as,

Kmnτ,ppσ = Unpσ
mnτ (εmτ − εnτ )−

∑

υ

(∑

m=i

+
∑

m=f

)(∑

n=i

+
∑

n=f

+
∑

n=a

)
nmυU

npσ
mnυ(Kppτ,mnυ +Kppτ,nmυ)

(42)

= Unpσ
mnτ (εmτ − εnτ )

−
∑

υ

( ∑

m=i,n=f

+
∑

m=i,n=a

+
∑

m=f,n=i

+
∑

m=f,n=f,m>n

+
∑

m=f,n=a

)
nmυU

npσ
mnυ (Kppτ,mnυ +Kppτ,nmυ)

(43)

The dimension of the CP equations (Eq. 43) is
∑
σ

Nσ
occ × (Nσ

frac + Nσ
vir) + Nσ

frac × (Nσ
occ +

Nσ
vir) + Nσ

frac × (Nσ
frac − 1)/2, with Nσ

frac being the number of fractionally occupied orbitals

with spin σ.

2.1.3 The cross terms in the second derivatives

In GSC2, we only need the second order derivatives of total energy with respect to the same

occupation number. The cross terms with respect to two different occupation numbers are

not needed, because we only consider one specific orbital with the fractional occupation.
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Here, we present the analytical expression of the cross terms for future purpose. Take the

integer system as the example. The expression of cross terms can be generalized easily based

on Eq. 17 and Eq. 40, which is shown as

∂2E

∂npσ∂nqτ
= Kppσ,qqτ −

∑

iaυ

U
nqτ
iaυ (Kppσ,iaυ +Kppσ,aiυ)

= Kppσ,qqτ −
∑

iaυ,jbκ

(Kppσ,iaυ +Kppσ,aiυ)M
−1
iaυ,jbκKjbκ,qqτ . (44)

2.2 Derivation from the Maxwell relation and linear response

It is possible to derive the second derivatives from the Maxwell relation following the previous

work.4,5 Consider the generalized KS calculations, in which the set of canonical occupation

numbers is given as {npσ} and the GKS spin density matrix is ρσs =
∑

pσ npσ|ψpσ〉〈ψpσ|. The

total energy functional is defined as

Ev[ρ
σ
s ] = Tr(T̂ ρσs ) + EH[ρσs ] + Exc[ρ

σ
s ] +

∑

τ

∫∫
dr dr′ρτs (r′, r)vτ (r, r′), (45)

where vτ (r, r′) is the generalized external potential, which is nonlocal and spin-dependent,

as an extension from the physical potential, v(r), which is local and spin independent. Thus,

v(r) is a special case of vτ (r, r′). In the energy expression, note that vτ (r, r′) is dual to the

generalized KS density matrix ρτs (r′, r), not the physical one-particle density matrix. Such a

generalized external potential was first introduced in Ref. 5.

For a given set of {npσ} and vσ(r, r′), the energy is defined as the following minimum

over the space of orthonormal orbitals {ψmσ}:

E(vσ, {npσ}) = min
{ψmσ}

Ev[ρ
σ
s ]. (46)
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Under the perturbation δvτ (r, r′) and {dnpσ}, the first order change in the energy is

dE =
∑

τ

∫∫
dr dr′

δE

δvτ (r, r′)
δvτ (r, r′) +

∑

pσ

∂E

∂npσ
dnpσ (47)

=
∑

τ

∫∫
dr dr′ρτs (r′, r)δvτ (r, r′) +

∑

pσ

εpσ dnpσ, (48)

where we have used the equality

δE(vσ, {npσ})
δvτ (r, r′)

= ρτs (r′, r), (49)

which is the extension of the Hellman-Feynman theorem for electron density. We also used

the extended Janak’s theorem (Eq. 9), ∂E
∂npσ

= εpσ, where εpσ is the corresponding eigenvalue

of generalized KS Hamiltonian Hσ
s . The Maxwell relationship from Eq. 48 reads

∂ρτs (r′, r)

∂npσ
=

δεpσ
δvτ (r, r′)

. (50)

Following Eq. 16 and using the Maxwell relations, we have the second-order derivative of

total energy with respect to the canonical occupation number as

∂2E

∂npσ∂nqκ
=

〈
ψqκ

∣∣∣∣
∂Hκ

s

∂npσ

∣∣∣∣ψqκ
〉

(51)

=
∑

τ

∫∫∫∫
dr1 dr2 dr3 dr4ψ∗qκ(r1)

δHκ
s (r1, r2)

δρτs (r3, r4)

∂ρτs (r3, r4)

∂npσ
ψqκ(r2) (52)

=
∑

τ

∫∫∫∫
dr1 dr2 dr3 dr4ψ∗qκ(r1)ψqκ(r2)K

κτ (r1, r2; r3, r4)
δεpσ

δvτ (r4, r3)
, (53)

where Kστ is the kernel operator as defined in Eq. 20.

Now we evaluate the response of the orbital energy with respect to the external potential

δεpσ
δvτ (r3, r4)

=

∫∫
dr1 dr2ψ∗pσ(r1)

δHσ
s (r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
ψpσ(r2). (54)
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Based on

Hσ
s (r, r′) = −1

2
∇2 + vσ(r, r′) + vσJ (r)δ(r− r′) + vσxc(r, r

′), (55)

thus, we have

δHσ
s (r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
= δ(r1, r3)δ(r2, r4)δστ +

∑

υ

∫∫
dr5 dr6

δvσHxc(r1, r2)

δρυs (r5, r6)

δρυs (r5, r6)

δvτ (r3, r4)
(56)

= δ(r1, r3)δ(r2, r4)δστ

+
∑

υ

∫∫
dr5 dr6

[
δ(r1, r2)δ(r5, r6)

1

|r1 − r5|
+
δvσxc(r1, r2)

δρυs (r5, r6)

]
χυτ (r5, r6; r3, r4)

(57)

= δ(r1, r3)δ(r2, r4)δστ +
∑

υ

∫∫
dr5 dr6Kσυ(r1, r2; r5, r6)χ

υτ (r5, r6; r3, r4),

(58)

where vσHxc(r1, r2) = vσJ (r1, r2) + vσxc(r1, r2).

The generalized linear response function χυτ in Eq. 58 has been defined as the linear

response of the Kohn-Sham density matrix ρσs (r1, r2) with respect to the change of vτ (r3, r4),

the generalized nonlocal external potential as in Ref. 5:

χστ (r1, r2; r3, r4) =
δρs(r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
(59)

=
δ2E[vσ, {npσ}]

δvτ (r3, r4)δvσ(r2, r1)
, (60)

where we used Eq. 49. The analytical expression for χστ has been derived in Ref. 5. It is

related to the inverse of the matrix M as follows4,5

χυτ (r5, r6; r3, r4) = −
∑

ia,jb

M−1
iaυ,jbτ

[
ψiυ(r5)ψ

∗
aυ(r6)ψ

∗
jτ (r4)ψbτ (r3) + ψ∗iυ(r6)ψaυ(r5)ψjτ (r3)ψ

∗
bτ (r4)

]
,

(61)
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in which M is given in Eq. 37 as

Miaυ,jbτ = δυτδijδab(εaυ − εiυ) +Kiaυ,jbτ +Kiaυ,bjτ . (62)

Combining Eq. 58 and Eq. 61, we have the response of the orbital energy with respect to

the generalized external potential as

δεpσ
δvτ (r3, r4)

= δστψ
∗
pσ(r3)ψpσ(r4)

+
∑

υ

∫∫∫∫
dr1 dr2 dr5 dr6ψ∗pσ(r1)ψpσ(r2)K

συ(r1, r2; r5, r6)χ
υτ (r5, r6; r3, r4)

(63)

= δστψ
∗
pσ(r3)ψpσ(r4)

−
∑

υ

∑

ia,jb

M−1
iaυ,jbτ

(
Kppσ,iaυψbτ (r3)ψ

∗
jτ (r4) +Kppσ,aiυψjτ (r3)ψ

∗
bτ (r4)

)
. (64)

Combining Eqs. 53, 63 and 64, we have the second order derivative of the total energy with
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respect to the canonical occupation numbers as

∂2E

∂npτ∂nqς
=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)

∑

σ

δHς
s (1, 2)

δρσs (3, 4)

δεpτ
δvσ(4, 3)

(65)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)

∑

σ

δHς
Hxc(1, 2)

δρσs (3, 4)
×

[
ψ∗pτ (4)ψpτ (3)δτσ +

∑

υ

∫
d5 d6 d7 d8ψ∗pτ (5)ψpτ (6)

∂Hτ
Hxc(5, 6)

δρυs (7, 8)
χυσ(7, 8; 4, 3)

]

(66)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)

δHς
Hxc(1, 2)

δρτs(3, 4)
ψ∗pτ (4)ψpτ (3)

+

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)

∑

σ

∑

υ

∫
d5 d6 d7 d8

δHς
Hxc(1, 2)

δρσs (3, 4)
χυσ(7, 8; 4, 3)×

∂Hτ
Hxc(5, 6)

δρυs (7, 8)
ψ∗pτ (5)ψpτ (6) (67)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)Kςτ (1, 2; 3, 4)ψ∗pτ (4)ψpτ (3)

+
∑

σ

∑

υ

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4 d7 d8 d5 d6ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)Kςσ(1, 2; 3, 4)χυσ(7, 8; 4, 3)×

Kτυ(5, 6; 7, 8)ψ∗pτ (5)ψpτ (6) (68)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)Kςτ (1, 2; 3, 4)ψ∗pτ (4)ψpτ (3)

+
∑

σ

∑

υ

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4 d7 d8 d5 d6ψ∗qς(1)ψqς(2)Kςσ(1, 2; 3, 4)χσυ(3, 4; 7, 8)×

Kυτ (7, 8; 6, 5)ψ∗pτ (5)ψpτ (6) (69)

=

〈
ψqςψ

∗
qς

∣∣∣∣∣K
ςτ +

∑

συ

KςσχσυKυτ

∣∣∣∣∣ψpτψ
∗
pτ

〉
, (70)

where we used χυσ(1, 2; 3, 4) = χσυ(4, 3; 2, 1) based on Eq. 60 andKτυ(1, 2; 3, 4) = Kυτ (4, 3; 2, 1)

based on Eq. 18. In addition, we also implied spacial integration for any product of two 4-

point quantities and used a short-hand notation: 1 for r1. We defined the matrix of the
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kernel K as

Kuvτ,stς =

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗uτ (2)ψvτ (1)

δ2EHxc

δρτs (1, 2)δρςs(3, 4)
ψsς(3)ψ∗tς(4) (71)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗uτ (2)ψvτ (1)Kτς(2, 1; 3, 4)ψsς(3)ψ∗tς(4) (72)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗uτ (2)ψvτ (1)

∂Hτ
Hxc(2, 1)

δρςs(3, 4)
ψsς(3)ψ∗tς(4) (73)

=
〈
ψuτψ

∗
vτ

∣∣Kτς
∣∣ψsςψ∗tς

〉
. (74)

Thus, for a GKS system,

Kuvτ,stς =

∫
dr1 dr′1 dr2 dr

′
2ψ
∗
uτ (r

′
1)ψvτ (r1)

[
δ(r1 − r′1)δ(r2 − r′2)

|r1 − r′2|
+

δ2Exc

δρτs (r1, r′1)δρ
ς
s(r2, r

′
2)

]
×

ψ∗tς(r2)ψsς(r
′
2) (75)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗uτ (2)ψvτ (1)

[
δ(1, 2)δ(3, 4)

|r1 − r3|
+

δ2Exc

δρτs (1, 2)δρςs(3, 4)

]
ψ∗tς(4)ψsς(3) (76)

=

∫
d1 d2 d3 d4ψ∗uτ (2)ψvτ (1)Kτς(1, 2; 3, 4)ψsς(3)ψ∗tς(4) (77)

=
〈
ψuτψ

∗
vτ

∣∣Kςτ
∣∣ψsςψ∗tς

〉
, (78)

and as a special case for a KS system,

Kuvτ,stς =

∫
d1 d2ψ∗uτ (1)ψvτ (1)

[
1

|r1 − r2|
+

δ2Exc

δρτs (1)δρςs(2)

]
ψ∗tς(2)ψsς(2) (79)

=
〈
ψuτψ

∗
vτ

∣∣Kςτ
∣∣ψsςψ∗tς

〉
. (80)

Using Eq. 61, we obtain

∂2E

∂npτ∂nqς
= Kqqς,ppτ −

∑

jbσ,kcυ

(Kqqς,jbσ +Kqqς,bjσ)M−1
jbσ,kcυKkcυ,ppτ . (81)

In the end, the expression (Eq. 81) derived from using the Maxwell relation and linear

response theory agrees with the expression (Eq. 40) from the CP equations. The final result,
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Eq. 81, is applicable to systems with integer number of electrons4 and also to systems with

fractional number of electrons with the use of occupation-scaled orbitals and the extended

definition of occupied and virtual space.5,6
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2.3 Derivation using the density matrix as the direct variable

Here we will show that, using the density matrix as the direct variable will produce the

same result as using occupation number as the direct variable, with a few extra terms that

are essentially zero. In addition, we will show that second order derivative of orbitals with

respect to the occupation number is not required, even the density relaxation is indeed

truncated at the second order.

For simplicity, we ignore the notation for the spacial coordinates and the explicit integral.

Following the main text, we consider only changing the occupation number of one specific

orbital ψnpσ , and denote the set of occupation number as [npσ].

The relaxation of the density matrix expanding on the fractional system is

ρτs ([npσ + δ]) = ρτs ([npσ]) + f τpσδ + γτpσδ
2 + ξτpσδ

3 + · · · , (82)

where

f τpσ =
∂ρτs
∂npσ

, (83)

γτpσ =
1

2

∂2ρτs
∂n2

pσ

, (84)

ξτpσ =
1

6

∂3ρτs
∂n3

pσ

. (85)

Expanding the energy of integer systems around the fractional system and keeping all

the terms up the second order, we have

E(0) ≈ E([npσ]) +
∑

τ

δE

δρτs

(
−npσf τpσ + n2

pσγ
τ
pσ

)
+

1

2

∑

τυ

δ2E

∂ρτs∂ρ
υ
s

n2
pσf

τ
pσf

υ
pσ, (86)

E(1) ≈ E([npσ]) +
∑

τ

δE

δρτs

[
(1− npσ)f τpσ + (1− npσ)2γτpσ

]
+

1

2

∑

τυ

δ2E

∂ρτs∂ρ
υ
s

(1− npσ)2f τpσf
υ
pσ,

(87)

where E(0) and E(1) are the total energies of the corresponding N -electron and (N + 1)-
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electron system respectively. In the above equations, to keep the notation simple, we have

implied the integration with respect to the spatial coordinates.

Based on Eq. 86 and Eq. 87, the energy correction from GSC reads

∆GSC([npσ]) = (1− npσ)E(0) + npσE(1)− E([npσ]) (88)

≈
∑

τ

δE

δρτs

[(
− (1− npσ)npσ + npσ(1− npσ)

)
f τpσ +

(
(1− npσ)n2

pσ + npσ(1− npσ)2
)
γτpσ

]

+
1

2

∑

τυ

δ2E

δρτs δρ
υ
s

(
(1− npσ)n2

pσ + npσ(1− npσ)2
)
f τpσf

υ
pσ (89)

=
∑

τ

(npσ − n2
pσ)

δE

δρτs
γτpσ +

1

2

∑

τυ

(npσ − n2
pσ)

δ2E

δρτs ρ
υ
s

f τpσf
υ
pσ (90)

=
1

2
(npσ − n2

pσ)

(∑

τ

δE

δρτs

∂2ρτs
∂n2

pσ

+
∑

τυ

δ2E

δρτs ρ
υ
s

∂ρτs
∂npσ

∂ρυs
∂npσ

)
(91)

=
1

2
(npσ − n2

pσ)(κ1pσ + κ2pσ), (92)

where

κ1pσ =
∑

τ

δE

δρτs

∂2ρτs
∂n2

pσ

, (93)

and

κ2pσ =
∑

τυ

δ2E

δρτs ρ
υ
s

∂ρτs
∂npσ

∂ρυs
∂npσ

. (94)

According to Eq. 91, the correction from GSC involves the relaxation of density matrix up

to the second order, which involves the derivatives of orbitals with respect to occupation

number up to the second order.

Next, we are going to derive the analytical expression for the coefficients κ1pσ and κ2pσ,

and show Eq. 91 gives the identical results to Eq. 17, which is derived from using occupation

number as the direct variables. The first order relaxation of the density matrix with respect
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to the occupation number npσ is

∂ρτs
∂npσ

= δστψpσψ
∗
pσ +

∑

k

nkτ

[
ψkτ

∂ψ∗kτ
∂npσ

+
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψ∗kτ

]
. (95)

The second order relaxation of the density matrix with respect to the occupation number

npσ is

∂2ρτs
∂n2

pσ

=
∂

∂npσ

{
δστψpσψpσ +

∑

k

nkτ

[
ψkτ

∂ψ∗kτ
∂npσ

+
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψ∗kτ

]}
(96)

= 2δστ

[
ψpσ

∂ψ∗pσ
∂npσ

+
∂ψpσ
∂npσ

ψ∗pσ

]
+
∑

k

nkτ

[
ψkτ

∂2ψ∗kτ
∂n2

pσ

+ 2
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∂ψ∗kτ
∂npσ

+
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

ψ∗kτ

]
.

(97)

Substituting Eq. 95 into Eq. 93, we have κ1pσ expressed as

κ1pσ = 2

(〈
ψpσ

∣∣∣∣Hσ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψpσ
∂npσ

〉
+

〈
∂ψpσ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hσ
s

∣∣∣∣ψpσ
〉)

+
∑

kτ

nkτ

(〈
ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

〉
+ 2

〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉
+

〈
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
〉)

(98)

=
∑

kτ

nkτ

(〈
ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

〉
+ 2

〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉
+

〈
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
〉)

, (99)

in which we use the property that the orbital is the eigenfunction of the (generalized) KS

Hamiltonian and ∂
∂npσ
〈ψpσ|ψpσ〉 ≡ 0 because of the constraint of orthonormality. Substitut-

ing Eq. 97 into Eq. 94, we have κ2pσ expressed as

κ2pσ = 〈ψpσψpσ|Kσσ|ψpσψpσ〉+ 2
∑

kτ

nkτ

[〈
ψpσψpσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψkτ

〉
+

〈
ψpσψpσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉]

+
∑

kτ,lυ

nkτnlυ

[〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

ψlυ

〉
+

〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψlυ
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

〉

+

〈
ψkτ

∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψlυ
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

〉
+

〈
ψkτ

∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

ψlυ

〉]
(100)
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Combining Eq. 99 and Eq. 100, we get the complete coefficients κ1pσ + κ2pσ that are derived

from density relaxation. We use κ(ρ) to represent the one we obtain here, which uses the

density matrix as the direct variable, and κ(n) to represent the one we derived in the main

text, which uses the occupation number as the direct variable. Comparing κ(n) (Eq. 17)

and κ(ρ) (Eq. 99 and Eq. 100), we see there are additional terms that are expressed as

κ(ρ)− κ(n) =
∑

kτ

nkτ

[〈
ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

〉
+ 2

〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉
+

〈
∂2ψkτ
∂n2

pσ

∣∣∣∣Hτ
s

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
〉]

+
∑

kτ

nkτ

[〈
ψpσψpσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψkτ

〉
+

〈
ψpσψpσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψkτ
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

〉]

+
∑

kτ,lυ

nkτnlυ

[〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

ψlυ

〉
+

〈
∂ψkτ
∂npσ

ψkτ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψlυ
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

〉

+

〈
ψkτ

∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣ψlυ
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

〉
+

〈
ψkτ

∂ψkτ
∂npσ

∣∣∣∣Kστ

∣∣∣∣
∂ψlυ
∂npσ

ψlυ

〉]
. (101)

However, these additional terms are zero. Recall the T2 term defined in Eq. 11, which has

been shown to be zero. Following the similar steps shown in Eqs. 15 - 17 to derive the

derivative of (G)KS Hamiltonian, one can evaluate the derivatives term by term involved in

Eq. 11. Then it is easy to find that κ(ρ)− κ(n) agrees to the T2 term, namely,

κ(ρ)− κ(n) = T2 = 0. (102)

Therefore, we prove that the coefficients in GSC2 derived from using density matrix or using

occupation number as the variables are identical. In addition, we show that the second order

derivative of orbitals with respect to occupation is not needed, even though the density

relaxation is truncated at the second order.
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3 Physical interpretation of the orbital hardness matrix

∂2E
∂npτ∂nqς

We now examine the physical meaning of the orbital hardness matrix, ∂2E
∂npτ∂nqς

, starting from

the analytical expression Eq. 81. First, we define the generalized 4-point dielectric function

εστ through its inverse, (ε−1)
στ , as

(
ε−1
)στ

(r1, r2; r3, r4) =
δHσ

s (r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
(103)

=
δvσs (r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
. (104)

This 4-point dielectric function extends the 2-point dielectric function commonly used many-

body perturbation theory7 in three ways: (1) The nonlocal potential for the generalized

Kohn-Sham noninteracting system is used instead of the local KS potential; (2) The entire

one-body potential vσs (r1, r2), with classical Coulomb and exchange-correlation contributions,

is used instead of only the classical Coulomb potential only; (3) vσ(r, r′), the generalized

external potential, which is nonlocal and spin-dependent, is used as an extension from the

physical potential, v(r), which is local and spin independent.5 Since

vσs (r1, r2) = vσ(r1, r2) + vσHxc(r1, r2), (105)

we have

(
ε−1
)στ

(r1, r2; r3, r4) = δ(r1, r3)δ(r2, r4)δστ +
δvσHxc(r1, r2)

δvτ (r3, r4)
(106)

= δ(r1, r3)δ(r2, r4)δστ +
∑

υ

δvσHxc(r1, r2)

δρυs (r5, r6)

δρυs (r5, r6)

δvτ (r3, r4)
(107)

= δ(r1, r3)δ(r2, r4)δστ +
∑

υ

Kσυ(r1, r2; r5, r6)χ
υτ (r5, r6; r3, r4), (108)
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where spacial integration is implied. Then, from Eq. 70,

∂2E

∂npτ∂nqς
=
〈
ψqςψ

∗
qς

∣∣Kςτ +
∑

συ

KςσχσυKυτ
∣∣ψpτψ∗pτ

〉
(109)

=
〈
ψqςψ

∗
qς

∣∣∑

υ

(
ε−1
)ςυ

Kυτ
∣∣ψpτψ∗pτ

〉
(110)

=
〈
ψqςψ

∗
qς

∣∣W ςτ
∣∣ψpτψ∗pτ

〉
, (111)

where we defined the 4-point generalized screened interaction as

W ςτ =
∑

υ

(
ε−1
)ςυ

Kυτ . (112)

If we set the nonlocal exchange-correlation contributions in vσHxc(r1, r2) to zero, the 4-point

kernel Kυτ would be reduced to the 2-point spinless classical Coulomb potential and the

4-point generalized screened interaction W ςτ would be reduced the commonly used 2-point

spinless screened interaction. Therefore, the 4-point generalized functions, χυτ , (ε−1)
στ and

W σς are the natural extensions of the corresponding spinless two-point functions commonly

used in many-body perturbation theory.7

We can now interpret the orbital hardness matrix element ∂2E
∂npτ∂nqς

as the generalized

screened interaction between orbital q and orbital p. This should have important consequence

for systems where screening is critical, such as in 2-dimension and 3-dimension extended

systems.
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4 Computational details and results

Four conventional DFAs (LDA,8,9 PBE,10 BLYP11,12 and B3LYP10,13,14) were tested as the

parent DFAs for GSC method. In the following test, all the DFT and ∆-SCF calculations

were performed from using the QM4D package,15 and the GW calculations were performed

from using FHI-aims package.16,17 The mean absolute error (MAE) and mean signed error

(MSE) were calculated to evaluate the performances of tested methods. Table 1 shows the

results for the E(N) curve of F atom. Table 2 - 4 show the results for the first ionization

potentials (IPs). Table 5 - 7 show the results for the first electron affinities (EAs). Table

8 shows the results for the quasihole energies. Table 9 shows the results for the low-lying

excitation energies. Notation NA in all the tables indicates that the results are not available

because of the failures in the self-consistent calculations. Figure 1 - 8 show the photoemission

spectra for the tested molecules.

4.1 E(N) curve of F atom

Table 1: The total energies for F atom with number of electrons being in [9, 10]
from BLYP, GSC1-BLYP, and GSC2-BLYP. Linear reference is interpolated lin-
early between the two integer points.

N BLYP GSC1-BLYP GSC2-BLYP Linear Reference

9.0 −99.7586697141 −99.7586697141 −99.7586697141 −99.7586697141
9.1 −99.7910387558 −99.7673278223 −99.7711047567 −99.7721799060
9.2 −99.8189805356 −99.7771717987 −99.7839621508 −99.7856900980
9.3 −99.8425470780 −99.7881629614 −99.7973966677 −99.7992002899
9.4 −99.8618153550 −99.8002586975 −99.8113965817 −99.8127104818
9.5 −99.8768836804 −99.8134172286 −99.8258227644 −99.8262206738
9.6 −99.8878684040 −99.8275911985 −99.8404339680 −99.8397308657
9.7 −99.8949014513 −99.8427447254 −99.8549088429 −99.8532410576
9.8 −99.8981267240 −99.8588411122 −99.8688855091 −99.8667512495
9.9 −99.8976971851 −99.8758533756 −99.8819674247 −99.8802614415
10.0 −99.8937716334 −99.8937716334 −99.8937716334 −99.8937716334
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4.2 The ionization potentials (IPs)

The same test set in Ref. 18 was used in this work to test the IPs. See Ref. 18 for details about the molecular geometries and
the experimental energies. 6-311++G(3df, 3pd) is used as the basis set for all the calculations.

Table 2: The experimental first ionization potentials of N-electron systems versus the negative HOMO energies
of N-electron systems from different DFAs. Units are in eV.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

H4C 14.40 9.45 9.43 9.37 10.75 13.77 13.72 13.71 14.30 14.11 14.03 13.98 14.23
H3N 11.03 6.33 6.24 6.17 7.56 11.49 11.42 11.34 11.72 11.08 10.89 10.81 10.93
HO 13.07 7.40 7.36 7.35 8.99 13.54 13.54 13.53 13.95 13.16 13.03 13.01 13.11
H2O 12.74 7.37 7.22 7.18 8.81 13.38 13.25 13.21 13.66 12.84 12.57 12.51 12.60
HF 16.20 9.78 9.60 9.59 11.51 16.98 16.81 16.80 17.30 16.35 16.02 15.98 16.05
H4Si 12.84 NA 8.51 8.43 9.65 NA 11.57 11.96 12.48 NA 12.22 12.33 12.63
HP 10.18 NA 6.18 5.89 7.02 NA 9.60 9.30 9.76 NA 10.14 9.85 10.10
H2P 9.82 5.98 6.04 5.78 NA 9.35 9.43 9.16 NA 9.86 9.90 9.65 NA
H3P 10.61 6.77 6.72 6.59 7.67 10.19 10.15 10.02 10.43 10.57 10.47 10.36 10.55
HS 10.41 NA 6.21 6.09 7.25 NA 9.99 9.85 10.26 NA 10.29 10.18 10.37
H2S(2B1) 10.48 6.39 6.29 6.15 7.31 10.11 10.03 9.87 10.30 10.46 10.30 10.16 10.35
HCl 12.82 NA NA NA 9.22 NA NA NA 12.64 NA NA NA 12.68
H2C2 11.51 7.37 7.19 7.04 8.19 11.31 11.14 10.97 11.34 11.60 11.32 11.16 11.27
H4C2 10.74 6.96 6.77 6.61 7.66 10.64 10.46 10.28 10.61 10.90 10.61 10.45 10.52
CO 14.08 9.15 9.06 9.03 10.56 13.97 13.86 13.85 14.45 14.04 13.90 13.86 14.20
N2(2Sg) 15.61 10.42 10.27 10.26 11.97 14.65 14.51 14.49 15.37 15.44 15.24 15.21 15.72
O2 12.49 NA 6.89 6.88 8.80 NA 11.51 11.50 12.52 NA 12.41 12.38 12.97
P2 10.82 7.23 7.11 6.88 7.82 10.10 9.99 9.74 10.12 10.62 10.44 10.22 10.36
S2 9.56 NA 5.91 5.72 6.91 NA 8.55 8.35 9.03 NA 9.47 9.27 9.66
Cl2 11.77 NA 7.43 7.29 8.59 NA 10.27 10.11 10.86 NA 11.22 11.07 11.49
FCl 12.95 NA 7.96 7.86 9.34 NA 11.51 11.42 12.26 NA 12.42 12.32 12.75
CS 11.51 7.49 7.43 7.34 8.71 11.66 11.58 11.51 12.04 11.48 11.37 11.26 11.54
BF3 16.18 10.33 10.08 10.03 11.97 13.22 12.97 12.92 14.28 14.72 14.40 14.34 15.19
BCl3 11.91 7.87 7.74 7.57 8.88 9.80 9.68 9.50 10.43 10.94 10.79 10.61 11.21
CO2 13.90 9.33 9.08 8.99 10.46 12.90 12.66 12.56 13.32 13.92 13.58 13.47 13.76
CF2 12.40 7.48 7.37 7.35 8.82 11.67 11.52 11.52 12.21 12.04 11.86 11.83 12.24
COS 11.36 NA 7.48 7.32 8.45 NA 10.43 10.26 10.83 NA 11.19 11.02 11.26
CS2 10.18 NA 6.82 6.62 7.62 NA 9.11 8.91 9.46 NA 10.00 9.80 10.03
H2C 10.40 5.76 5.73 5.49 6.81 10.24 10.24 9.99 10.43 10.43 10.37 10.12 10.37
H3C 9.78 5.40 5.42 5.21 6.47 9.74 9.80 9.58 9.99 9.87 9.88 9.67 9.88
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Table 2 continued: IPs from N -systems.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

H5C2 8.60 4.55 4.61 4.43 5.66 8.31 8.40 8.26 8.72 8.47 8.52 8.35 8.62
CN 14.22 9.54 9.38 9.25 10.53 14.03 13.88 13.74 14.13 14.42 14.15 14.02 14.07
HCO 9.37 4.96 5.00 4.94 6.32 8.50 8.52 8.47 9.17 9.35 9.36 9.32 9.74
CH2OH 8.18 3.97 3.97 3.85 5.18 7.63 7.64 7.54 8.17 8.09 8.06 7.95 8.32
CH3O 10.94 6.04 6.06 6.03 7.59 10.72 10.77 10.76 11.25 10.57 10.53 10.49 10.78
H4CO 11.17 6.41 6.30 6.26 7.76 10.83 10.81 10.80 11.28 10.87 10.70 10.64 10.86
H3CF 13.47 NA 8.07 8.04 9.66 NA 12.20 12.20 12.77 NA 12.68 12.64 12.98
H2CS 9.47 5.62 5.54 5.40 6.54 8.95 8.89 8.77 9.24 9.36 9.21 9.08 9.28
CH2SH 7.79 4.19 4.20 4.03 5.20 7.18 7.17 7.01 7.55 7.72 7.70 7.53 7.87
H3CCl 11.49 NA 7.10 6.97 8.26 NA 10.80 10.69 11.23 NA 11.14 11.01 11.26
H6C2O 10.89 6.32 6.22 6.17 7.65 10.41 10.44 10.45 10.90 10.46 10.33 10.28 10.52
H4C2O 10.38 6.09 5.97 5.92 7.35 10.17 10.09 10.06 10.59 10.16 9.97 9.89 10.13
H3COF 11.68 6.76 6.63 6.62 8.32 10.84 10.74 10.75 11.57 11.16 10.98 10.95 11.40
H4C2S 9.15 5.47 5.37 5.23 6.37 8.88 8.80 8.67 9.13 9.09 8.92 8.77 8.98
C2N2 13.59 9.55 9.31 9.15 10.34 12.24 11.99 11.83 12.48 13.31 12.99 12.82 13.10
H4B2 10.17 6.47 6.36 6.22 7.29 10.06 9.96 9.82 10.16 10.23 10.06 9.94 10.08
HN 13.48 7.97 7.91 7.73 NA 13.58 13.53 13.36 NA 13.64 13.52 13.33 NA
H2N 12.12 7.26 7.27 7.22 8.61 12.49 12.54 12.48 12.83 12.19 12.14 12.10 12.19
H2N2 10.28 5.71 5.66 5.64 7.03 9.29 9.23 9.21 9.90 10.00 9.89 9.85 10.22
H3N2 8.34 4.16 4.15 4.07 5.51 7.94 7.91 7.85 8.53 8.38 8.33 8.24 8.63
HOF 13.03 7.48 7.31 7.31 9.14 12.11 11.94 11.94 12.89 12.71 12.45 12.43 12.91
H2Si 9.55 5.90 5.86 5.76 6.73 8.87 8.84 8.72 9.13 9.41 9.33 9.24 9.43
H3Si 8.86 5.30 5.36 5.12 6.14 8.40 8.49 8.26 8.66 8.85 8.92 8.71 8.95
H2Si2 8.22 5.21 5.11 4.92 5.80 7.50 7.41 7.21 7.64 8.10 7.96 7.77 7.99
H4Si2 8.36 5.53 5.42 5.24 6.01 7.92 7.83 7.63 7.94 8.37 8.21 8.05 8.16
H5Si2 8.37 5.21 5.26 5.01 5.99 8.01 8.09 7.85 8.27 8.33 8.39 8.16 8.41
H6Si2 10.73 7.36 7.30 7.16 8.21 10.04 10.00 9.88 10.41 10.47 10.38 10.26 10.54
B2F4 13.30 8.63 8.44 8.39 9.93 11.37 11.14 11.11 12.20 12.44 12.19 12.15 12.82
H4C3(cyclo) 10.04 6.23 6.11 5.98 7.04 9.14 9.04 8.93 9.43 9.82 9.65 9.51 9.71
H4C3(allene) 10.31 6.72 6.57 6.42 7.51 9.99 9.87 9.73 10.17 10.31 10.08 9.94 10.09
H7C3 7.80 4.02 4.10 3.94 5.14 7.46 7.57 7.45 7.94 7.58 7.65 7.50 7.78
H4CS 9.55 5.70 5.61 5.48 6.63 9.11 9.05 8.92 9.39 9.44 9.29 9.16 9.38
H4C4O 9.09 5.90 5.68 5.53 6.51 8.58 8.37 8.21 8.65 9.17 8.88 8.73 8.88
H5C4N 8.42 5.37 5.17 5.01 5.96 8.01 7.81 7.64 8.07 8.54 8.26 8.10 8.25

MAE 4.28 4.37 4.49 3.18 0.60 0.72 0.81 0.41 0.20 0.30 0.41 0.20
MSE −4.28 −4.37 −4.49 −3.18 −0.49 −0.64 −0.74 −0.20 −0.14 −0.29 −0.41 −0.14
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Table 3: The experimental first ionization potentials of N-electron systems versus the negative LUMO energies
of (N − 1)-electron systems from different DFAs. Units are in eV.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

H4C 14.40 18.72 18.44 18.43 17.57 14.54 14.33 14.32 14.35 13.99 13.96 13.84 14.11
H3N 11.03 16.38 15.69 15.80 14.56 10.73 10.13 10.26 10.29 11.44 11.29 11.24 11.26
HO 13.07 19.81 19.18 19.37 17.74 13.04 12.44 12.66 12.57 13.47 13.60 13.40 13.34
H2O 12.74 19.13 18.31 18.39 16.82 12.53 11.81 11.91 11.83 13.10 13.02 12.81 12.78
HF 16.20 23.92 22.97 23.06 21.16 16.09 15.24 15.35 15.19 16.63 16.51 16.32 16.33
H4Si 12.84 NA 15.77 15.72 15.28 NA 12.97 12.92 13.06 NA 12.09 12.00 12.42
HP 10.18 NA 14.27 14.07 13.29 NA 10.57 10.39 10.40 NA 10.40 10.06 10.23
H2P 9.82 14.03 13.82 13.68 NA 10.36 10.17 10.04 NA 10.03 10.18 9.86 NA
H3P 10.61 14.53 14.14 14.22 13.47 10.92 10.56 10.64 10.63 10.73 10.59 10.65 10.76
HS 10.41 NA 14.50 14.61 13.72 NA 10.46 10.58 10.57 NA 10.57 10.35 10.47
H2S(2B1) 10.48 14.92 14.42 14.44 13.57 10.92 10.44 10.48 10.46 10.60 10.51 10.31 10.44
HCl 12.82 NA NA NA 16.35 NA NA NA 12.82 NA NA NA 12.77
H2C2 11.51 16.21 15.62 15.59 14.57 12.03 11.46 11.45 11.32 11.70 11.46 11.25 11.31
H4C2 10.74 15.10 14.53 14.50 13.52 11.21 10.66 10.66 10.50 10.98 10.73 10.52 10.55
CO 14.08 18.93 18.39 18.61 17.71 13.84 13.33 13.59 13.67 14.75 14.31 15.06 15.31
N2(2Sg) 15.61 20.98 20.59 20.58 19.77 16.54 16.15 16.15 16.26 15.55 15.38 15.31 15.79
O2 12.49 NA 18.52 18.47 17.53 NA 13.67 13.61 13.70 NA 12.50 12.47 13.03
P2 10.82 14.24 13.86 13.74 13.04 11.23 10.86 10.76 10.68 9.92 10.50 10.26 10.38
S2 9.56 NA 13.25 13.05 12.55 NA 10.50 10.31 10.38 NA 9.51 9.31 9.69
Cl2 11.77 NA 15.21 15.07 14.54 NA 12.29 12.16 12.23 NA 11.26 11.08 11.52
FCl 12.95 NA 17.11 17.05 16.34 NA 13.44 13.38 13.38 NA 12.52 12.37 12.80
CS 11.51 15.42 14.93 15.05 14.20 11.06 10.62 10.76 10.79 11.87 11.91 11.89 12.07
BF3 16.18 19.33 18.91 18.83 18.57 16.40 15.98 15.91 16.24 14.73 14.42 14.35 15.21
BCl3 11.91 14.14 13.93 13.75 13.62 12.19 11.97 11.79 12.06 10.95 10.80 10.62 11.22
CO2 13.90 18.81 18.26 18.15 17.17 15.13 14.58 14.48 14.28 13.97 13.66 13.52 13.79
CF2 12.40 16.81 16.31 16.46 15.71 12.52 12.04 12.23 12.27 12.28 12.31 12.13 12.49
COS 11.36 NA 14.94 14.85 14.14 NA 11.96 11.88 11.76 NA 11.26 11.07 11.28
CS2 10.18 NA 13.24 13.09 12.50 NA 10.88 10.74 10.63 NA 10.04 9.83 10.04
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Table 3 continued: IPs from (N − 1)-systems.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

H2C 10.40 15.82 15.42 15.18 14.08 10.70 10.36 10.16 10.19 10.72 10.87 10.49 10.58
H3C 9.78 14.87 14.51 14.36 13.29 9.94 9.63 9.52 9.55 10.18 10.43 10.02 10.06
H5C2 8.60 12.52 12.32 12.19 11.39 8.58 8.36 8.22 8.25 8.63 8.85 8.58 8.77
CN 14.22 19.72 19.11 19.12 17.90 14.97 14.39 14.43 14.23 14.53 14.33 14.12 14.13
HCO 9.37 14.34 14.20 14.15 13.35 10.45 10.33 10.29 10.32 9.48 9.57 9.51 9.87
CH2OH 8.18 12.68 12.45 12.34 11.51 8.66 8.44 8.34 8.35 8.25 8.38 8.21 8.50
CH3O 10.94 15.27 15.02 15.00 14.03 10.81 10.46 10.45 10.36 10.63 10.65 10.57 10.89
H4CO 11.17 15.39 15.09 15.04 14.13 11.40 10.98 10.93 10.74 10.88 10.74 10.67 10.91
H3CF 13.47 NA 17.28 17.22 16.48 NA 13.51 13.45 13.45 NA 12.68 12.62 13.02
H2CS 9.47 13.34 12.94 12.91 12.13 9.90 9.47 9.44 9.35 9.44 9.37 9.17 9.34
CH2SH 7.79 11.54 11.36 11.20 10.55 8.35 8.16 8.01 8.02 7.80 7.89 7.68 8.07
H3CCl 11.49 NA 15.11 15.04 14.33 NA 11.61 11.54 11.44 NA 11.20 11.05 11.30
H6C2O 10.89 14.13 14.00 13.95 13.41 11.09 10.81 10.74 10.58 10.40 10.31 10.27 10.57
H4C2O 10.38 14.43 14.07 14.01 13.07 10.55 10.11 10.04 9.81 10.23 10.07 9.98 10.20
H3COF 11.68 15.55 15.28 15.24 14.55 11.87 11.50 11.46 11.35 11.18 11.02 10.98 11.45
H4C2S 9.15 12.84 12.42 12.38 11.62 9.35 8.89 8.86 8.80 9.17 9.07 8.87 9.04
C2N2 13.59 17.25 16.80 16.65 15.98 14.51 14.06 13.92 13.81 13.33 13.02 12.84 13.11
H4B2 10.17 14.17 13.70 13.73 12.94 10.40 9.95 9.99 9.99 10.39 10.13 10.19 10.25
HN 13.48 19.97 19.09 19.06 NA 13.72 12.98 12.95 NA 14.55 14.38 14.21 NA
H2N 12.12 17.51 16.95 17.23 15.98 11.84 11.32 11.63 11.64 12.71 12.72 13.01 12.80
H2N2 10.28 14.78 14.53 14.49 13.68 10.97 10.73 10.71 10.71 10.06 9.99 9.93 10.27
H3N2 8.34 13.14 12.92 12.81 11.95 9.08 8.87 8.77 8.76 8.46 8.46 8.36 8.78
HOF 13.03 18.46 18.00 17.98 16.96 13.69 13.21 13.19 13.05 12.78 12.57 12.52 13.00
H2Si 9.55 13.10 12.80 12.87 12.23 9.96 9.66 9.75 9.74 9.56 9.42 9.50 9.64
H3Si 8.86 12.47 12.27 12.23 11.58 9.13 8.95 8.90 8.95 9.23 9.48 9.11 9.22
H2Si2 8.22 11.24 10.93 10.82 10.31 8.84 8.53 8.43 8.41 8.15 8.03 7.82 8.02
H4Si2 8.36 11.32 10.97 10.95 10.36 8.80 8.45 8.44 8.38 8.42 8.26 8.12 8.20
H5Si2 8.37 11.40 11.25 11.14 10.62 8.50 8.34 8.23 8.28 8.54 8.75 8.41 8.58
H6Si2 10.73 13.62 13.38 13.33 12.85 10.96 10.71 10.65 10.66 10.51 10.49 10.33 10.61
B2F4 13.30 16.20 15.87 15.83 15.67 13.74 13.41 13.38 13.56 12.44 12.19 12.14 12.83
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Table 3 continued: IPs from (N − 1)-systems.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

H4C3(cyclo) 10.04 13.64 13.33 13.23 12.49 10.65 10.30 10.20 10.06 9.85 9.70 9.55 9.73
H4C3(allene) 10.31 13.84 13.50 13.39 12.66 10.91 10.55 10.44 10.31 10.20 10.00 9.85 10.05
H7C3 7.80 11.16 11.02 10.90 10.20 7.66 7.48 7.34 7.36 7.69 7.88 7.67 7.90
H4CS 9.55 13.33 12.95 12.93 12.20 9.91 9.49 9.47 9.41 9.52 9.43 9.25 9.44
H4C4O 9.09 12.60 12.15 12.05 11.34 9.84 9.41 9.30 9.18 9.19 8.92 8.75 8.89
H5C4N 8.42 11.88 11.45 11.33 10.63 9.16 8.74 8.63 8.50 8.57 8.30 8.13 8.26

MAE 4.27 3.88 3.83 3.01 0.41 0.35 0.31 0.31 0.30 0.34 0.39 0.26
MSE 4.27 3.88 3.83 3.01 0.34 0.04 0.00 −0.02 −0.01 −0.10 −0.24 −0.02
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Table 4: The experimental first ionization potentials (in eV) of N-electron systems in com-
parison with results from ∆-SCF method with different DFAs. ∆EDFA = EDFA(N−1)−EDFA(N).

Mol Exp. ∆ELDA ∆EPBE ∆EBLYP ∆EB3LYP

H4C 14.40 14.04 13.92 13.87 14.14
H3N 11.03 11.31 11.02 10.98 11.06
HO 13.07 13.50 13.26 13.29 13.32
H2O 12.74 13.15 12.76 12.73 12.77
HF 16.20 16.72 16.27 16.26 16.27
H4Si 12.84 NA 12.12 12.05 12.45
HP 10.18 NA 10.23 9.97 10.16
H2P 9.82 9.98 9.96 9.73 NA
H3P 10.61 10.64 10.47 10.42 10.58
HS 10.41 NA 10.37 10.32 10.46
H2S(2B1) 10.48 10.61 10.37 10.27 10.42
HCl 12.82 NA NA NA 12.76
H2C2 11.51 11.74 11.40 11.28 11.35
H4C2 10.74 11.00 10.66 10.53 10.57
CO 14.08 14.11 13.88 13.91 14.22
N2(2Sg) 15.61 15.63 15.39 15.37 15.83
O2 12.49 NA 12.62 12.59 13.11
P2 10.82 10.70 10.48 10.29 10.41
S2 9.56 NA 9.55 9.35 9.71
Cl2 11.77 NA 11.30 11.15 11.55
FCl 12.95 NA 12.51 12.42 12.82
CS 11.51 11.51 11.32 11.27 11.52
BF3 16.18 14.80 14.46 14.40 15.24
BCl3 11.91 10.99 10.82 10.64 11.24
CO2 13.90 14.03 13.65 13.54 13.80
CF2 12.40 12.15 11.90 11.92 12.28
COS 11.36 NA 11.22 11.07 11.29
CS2 10.18 NA 10.03 9.84 10.05
H2C 10.40 10.71 10.57 10.32 10.45
H3C 9.78 10.09 10.01 9.80 9.91
H5C2 8.60 8.54 8.53 8.36 8.58
CN 14.22 14.57 14.24 14.15 14.17
HCO 9.37 9.57 9.55 9.49 9.82
CH2OH 8.18 8.27 8.20 8.08 8.36
CH3O 10.94 10.64 10.55 10.52 10.82
H4CO 11.17 10.89 10.71 10.65 10.93
H3CF 13.47 NA 12.67 12.63 13.05
H2CS 9.47 9.45 9.25 9.15 9.33
CH2SH 7.79 7.83 7.78 7.61 7.89
H3CCl 11.49 NA 11.13 11.01 11.29
H6C2O 10.89 10.30 10.19 10.14 10.54
H4C2O 10.38 10.24 10.02 9.96 10.20
H3COF 11.68 11.16 10.97 10.94 11.43
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Table 4 continued: IPs from ∆-SCF.

Mol Exp. ∆ELDA ∆EPBE ∆EBLYP ∆EB3LYP

H4C2S 9.15 9.15 8.93 8.81 9.00
C2N2 13.59 13.37 13.04 12.87 13.14
H4B2 10.17 10.32 10.07 9.99 10.12
HN 13.48 13.96 13.68 13.52 NA
H2N 12.12 12.38 12.22 12.26 12.31
H2N2 10.28 10.17 10.04 10.01 10.32
H3N2 8.34 8.57 8.49 8.39 8.71
HOF 13.03 12.90 12.60 12.59 13.02
H2Si 9.55 9.49 9.36 9.31 9.48
H3Si 8.86 8.92 8.92 8.74 8.92
H2Si2 8.22 8.19 8.01 7.85 8.04
H4Si2 8.36 8.42 8.21 8.09 8.18
H5Si2 8.37 8.34 8.35 8.14 8.36
H6Si2 10.73 10.49 10.37 10.26 10.54
B2F4 13.30 12.43 12.17 12.12 12.81
H4C3(cyclo) 10.04 9.90 9.70 9.58 9.75
H4C3(allene) 10.31 10.25 10.02 9.88 10.07
H7C3 7.80 7.60 7.62 7.47 7.73
H4CS 9.55 9.50 9.31 9.21 9.41
H4C4O 9.09 9.23 8.91 8.77 8.91
H5C4N 8.42 8.60 8.30 8.15 8.28

MAE 0.24 0.29 0.36 0.19
MSE −0.03 −0.23 −0.33 −0.09
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4.3 The electron affinities (EAs)
The same test set in Ref. 18 was used in this work to test the EAs. To make reliable comparison, molecules in the test set with unbounded
(N + 1)-electron systems are excluded in this work. See Ref. 18 for details about the molecular geometries and the experimental energies.
6-311++G(3df, 3pd) is used as the basis set for all the calculations.

Table 5: The experimental first electron affinities of N-electron systems versus the negative LUMO energies of
N-electron systems from different DFAs. Units are in eV.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

HC 1.19 5.78 5.37 5.16 4.15 1.19 0.86 0.69 0.77 1.42 1.43 1.14 1.24
H2C 0.83 3.90 3.32 3.60 NA −0.25 −0.79 −0.47 NA 0.47 0.76 0.62 NA
HN 0.33 4.86 4.32 4.50 3.30 −0.11 −0.61 −0.38 −0.31 0.44 0.52 0.31 −0.31
H2N 0.75 5.22 4.53 4.62 3.45 0.28 −0.29 −0.18 −0.12 0.87 0.75 0.60 0.59
HO 1.83 7.24 6.44 6.53 5.03 1.15 0.48 0.60 0.57 1.99 1.83 1.67 1.59
HSi 1.26 4.44 NA NA 3.44 1.52 NA NA 1.22 1.33 NA NA 1.21
H2Si 1.07 4.25 4.05 3.91 3.34 1.36 1.19 1.07 1.14 1.23 1.31 0.98 1.14
H3Si 0.93 3.98 3.53 3.59 3.01 1.05 0.63 0.71 0.78 1.09 1.03 1.17 1.25
HP 1.02 4.41 3.97 4.08 3.39 1.18 0.75 0.90 0.95 1.09 1.10 0.94 1.06
H2P 1.26 4.67 4.20 4.23 3.55 1.44 1.01 1.07 1.11 1.32 1.22 1.07 1.20
HS 2.36 NA 5.78 5.80 4.97 NA 2.06 2.09 2.09 NA 2.30 2.13 2.25
CN 3.93 8.11 7.67 7.76 7.00 4.09 3.65 3.78 3.80 3.90 3.86 3.68 4.04
OP 1.09 NA 4.48 4.33 3.73 NA 1.55 1.41 1.44 NA 0.99 0.80 1.09
S2 1.64 NA 4.62 4.52 3.97 NA 2.03 1.94 1.94 NA 1.36 1.22 1.49
Cl2 1.16 4.90 4.69 4.57 3.89 2.02 1.83 1.73 1.66 1.14 1.04 0.92 1.21
C2 3.24 NA NA 7.10 6.24 NA NA 3.46 3.39 NA NA 3.34 3.44
C2O 2.18 6.10 5.68 5.66 4.87 2.93 2.51 2.51 2.38 2.23 2.00 1.90 2.05
CNO 3.55 7.81 7.28 7.20 6.32 4.38 3.87 3.81 3.65 3.60 3.30 3.17 3.35
NO2 1.53 5.56 5.17 5.18 4.46 2.07 1.70 1.73 1.73 1.20 0.96 0.96 1.34
O3 1.82 6.40 6.11 6.08 5.08 2.90 2.62 2.59 1.95 1.77 1.58 1.57 2.42
OF 1.94 7.18 6.58 6.60 5.41 2.04 1.42 1.46 1.29 1.83 1.61 1.55 1.79
O2S 1.06 4.88 4.66 4.57 4.03 2.03 1.81 1.73 1.76 0.96 0.86 0.77 1.17
OS2 1.88 5.14 4.97 4.83 4.43 2.75 2.58 2.45 2.53 1.75 1.67 1.54 1.96
HC2 2.95 6.89 6.37 6.50 5.61 2.35 1.99 2.27 2.29 3.40 2.91 3.25 3.43
H3C2 0.19 3.69 3.16 3.27 2.43 −0.06 −0.54 −0.43 −0.39 0.30 0.31 0.24 0.30
H2C3 1.70 5.35 5.08 4.89 4.24 2.58 2.31 2.15 2.08 1.89 1.79 1.59 1.81
H5C3 0.38 3.73 3.25 3.20 2.46 1.09 0.64 0.60 0.45 0.62 0.39 0.25 0.33
HCF 0.24 4.54 3.97 3.98 3.06 0.43 −0.10 −0.07 −0.05 0.32 0.78 0.55 0.64
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Table 5 continued: EAs from N -systems.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

CH3O 1.43 5.84 5.34 5.32 4.12 1.21 0.62 0.62 0.42 1.52 1.33 1.22 1.23
H3CS 1.88 3.06 NA NA NA 0.04 NA NA NA −0.18 NA NA NA
H2CS 0.31 3.84 3.65 3.50 2.88 0.98 0.79 0.66 0.67 0.34 0.30 0.15 0.42
CH2CN 1.54 5.23 4.72 4.68 3.92 2.28 1.79 1.77 1.65 1.74 1.51 1.36 1.50
CH2NC 0.99 4.68 4.15 4.11 3.31 1.73 1.24 1.22 1.06 1.29 1.07 0.91 0.97
HC2O 2.28 6.13 5.63 5.58 4.81 2.98 2.51 2.48 2.36 2.35 2.07 1.95 2.11
CH2CHO 1.71 5.47 4.96 4.92 4.08 2.44 1.97 1.94 1.76 1.96 1.68 1.56 1.63
CH3CO 0.16 3.27 2.91 2.95 2.20 0.03 −0.27 −0.18 −0.12 −0.17 −0.23 −0.32 −0.12
H5C2O 1.57 5.75 5.23 5.20 4.05 1.29 0.69 0.68 0.47 1.77 1.53 1.41 1.40
H5C2S 1.95 5.39 4.97 4.96 4.19 2.01 1.56 1.56 1.51 1.99 1.86 1.69 1.81
HLi 0.31 NA NA 1.72 NA NA NA −0.37 NA NA NA 4.67 NA
HO2 0.62 5.31 4.82 4.82 3.71 0.76 0.27 0.27 0.12 0.43 0.20 0.16 0.37

MAE 3.82 3.45 3.40 2.62 0.54 0.53 0.45 0.38 0.21 0.16 0.34 0.17
MSE 3.82 3.45 3.40 2.62 0.19 −0.14 −0.13 −0.14 −0.01 −0.07 −0.06 −0.02
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Table 6: The experimental first electron affinities of N-electron systems versus the negative HOMO energies of
(N + 1)-electron systems from different DFAs. Units are in eV.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

HC 1.19 −1.95 −2.06 −2.24 −1.26 1.74 1.63 1.43 1.73 1.18 1.05 0.84 1.05
H2C 0.83 −2.46 −2.55 −2.59 NA 0.92 0.87 0.80 NA 0.11 −0.07 −0.07 NA
HN 0.33 −3.05 −3.15 −3.20 −2.19 1.06 1.01 0.95 1.16 0.30 0.11 0.12 0.09
H2N 0.75 −2.65 −2.83 −2.90 −1.84 1.57 1.39 1.32 1.58 0.72 0.42 0.38 0.36
HO 1.83 −2.35 −2.55 −2.59 −1.26 3.01 2.82 2.78 3.08 1.82 1.50 1.47 1.40
HSi 1.26 −1.31 NA NA −0.84 1.12 NA NA 1.13 1.11 NA NA 1.06
H2Si 1.07 −1.47 −1.50 −1.72 −0.98 0.91 0.92 0.64 0.95 0.98 0.98 0.72 0.99
H3Si 0.93 −1.47 −1.59 −1.70 −0.99 1.03 0.94 0.80 1.05 0.83 0.65 0.56 0.71
HP 1.02 −1.64 −1.75 −1.83 −1.05 1.11 1.02 0.90 1.16 0.89 0.72 0.66 0.83
H2P 1.26 −1.48 −1.60 −1.72 −0.91 1.31 1.19 1.04 1.33 1.11 0.91 0.80 0.98
HS 2.36 NA −1.02 −1.13 −0.16 NA 2.36 2.24 2.56 NA 2.02 1.91 2.07
CN 3.93 0.14 −0.00 −0.02 1.26 3.83 3.66 3.65 4.28 3.66 3.46 3.44 3.82
OP 1.09 NA −1.98 −2.13 −1.22 NA 0.55 0.38 0.86 NA 0.71 0.53 0.94
S2 1.64 NA −1.58 −1.67 −0.73 NA 0.84 0.73 1.21 NA 1.25 1.13 1.43
Cl2 1.16 −1.83 −1.92 −2.03 −1.14 0.58 0.48 0.35 0.84 0.94 0.84 0.73 1.12
C2 3.24 NA NA −0.32 0.72 NA NA 3.37 3.68 NA NA 3.11 3.22
C2O 2.18 −1.18 −1.34 −1.43 −0.42 1.82 1.66 1.57 2.00 2.12 1.88 1.79 1.98
CNO 3.55 −0.22 −0.45 −0.54 0.65 3.09 2.86 2.76 3.31 3.53 3.21 3.10 3.29
NO2 1.53 −2.19 −2.38 −2.37 −1.21 0.92 0.70 0.71 1.34 1.00 0.76 0.78 1.19
O3 1.82 −2.29 −2.42 −2.42 −0.79 1.07 0.93 0.93 1.90 1.72 1.53 1.53 2.13
OF 1.94 −2.72 −2.92 −2.91 −1.40 2.12 1.92 1.93 2.54 1.68 1.37 1.37 1.60
O2S 1.06 −2.50 −2.57 −2.65 −1.46 0.16 0.09 0.00 0.71 0.84 0.72 0.64 1.12
OS2 1.88 −1.31 −1.37 −1.49 −0.36 0.98 0.91 0.80 1.47 1.71 1.61 1.48 1.92
HC2 2.95 −0.39 −0.48 −0.54 0.64 3.91 3.74 3.63 3.77 2.91 2.74 2.67 2.86
H3C2 0.19 −2.44 −2.53 −2.56 −1.81 0.70 0.62 0.58 0.82 −0.47 −0.76 −0.76 −0.34
H2C3 1.70 −1.19 −1.28 −1.45 −0.47 1.38 1.31 1.12 1.60 1.81 1.68 1.50 1.75
H5C3 0.38 −2.10 −2.27 −2.37 −1.58 0.30 0.12 0.00 0.33 0.53 0.27 0.16 0.26
HCF 0.24 −2.90 −2.97 −3.08 −2.12 0.30 0.24 0.12 0.57 0.01 −0.09 −0.18 0.20
CH3O 1.43 −2.23 −2.37 −2.40 −1.24 2.27 2.17 2.16 2.41 1.13 0.85 0.75 0.97
H3CS 1.88 −2.80 NA NA NA −0.15 NA NA NA −0.30 NA NA NA
H2CS 0.31 −2.56 −2.62 −2.74 −1.83 −0.08 −0.13 −0.27 0.19 0.21 0.14 0.00 0.34
CH2CN 1.54 −1.38 −1.57 −1.66 −0.72 1.35 1.17 1.05 1.48 1.62 1.35 1.24 1.41
CH2NC 0.99 −1.68 −1.86 −1.95 −1.13 0.99 0.80 0.68 1.00 1.16 0.88 0.77 0.86
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Table 6 continued: EAs from (N + 1)-systems.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

HC2O 2.28 −1.00 −1.20 −1.30 −0.28 1.97 1.78 1.67 2.12 2.24 1.96 1.84 2.04
CH2CHO 1.71 −1.19 −1.39 −1.48 −0.58 1.65 1.46 1.34 1.70 1.84 1.55 1.45 1.56
CH3CO 0.16 −1.67 −1.78 −1.85 −1.28 0.54 0.41 0.35 0.59 −0.17 −0.56 −0.40 −2.15
H5C2O 1.57 −1.41 −1.53 −1.57 −0.66 3.10 3.03 3.03 2.79 1.31 1.05 0.96 0.79
H5C2S 1.95 −1.02 −1.14 −1.24 −0.34 2.17 2.07 1.97 2.26 1.76 1.55 1.42 1.63
HLi 0.31 NA NA −1.11 NA NA NA 0.14 NA NA NA −0.14 NA
HO2 0.62 −3.62 −3.38 −3.46 −2.44 0.66 0.22 0.32 1.02 0.24 −4.73 −3.80 0.23

MAE 3.23 3.31 3.35 2.39 0.48 0.47 0.50 0.37 0.25 0.50 0.54 0.28
MSE −3.23 −3.31 −3.35 −2.39 0.00 −0.10 −0.18 0.20 −0.21 −0.50 −0.54 −0.25
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Table 7: The experimental first electron affinities (in eV) of N-electron systems in comparison
with results from ∆-SCF method with different DFAs. ∆EDFA = EDFA(N)− EDFA(N + 1).

Mol Exp. ∆ELDA ∆EPBE ∆EBLYP ∆EB3LYP

HC 1.19 1.70 1.50 1.29 1.34
H2C 0.83 0.55 0.32 0.37 NA
HN 0.33 0.71 0.46 0.49 0.43
H2N 0.75 1.12 0.75 0.72 0.69
HO 1.83 2.26 1.84 1.83 1.75
HSi 1.26 1.44 NA NA 1.24
H2Si 1.07 1.29 1.23 1.01 1.14
H3Si 0.93 1.15 0.92 0.86 0.95
HP 1.02 1.25 1.03 1.00 1.08
H2P 1.26 1.47 1.22 1.14 1.23
HS 2.36 NA 2.31 2.23 2.32
CN 3.93 4.01 3.76 3.76 4.06
OP 1.09 NA 1.12 0.96 1.18
S2 1.64 NA 1.45 1.34 1.57
Cl2 1.16 1.37 1.24 1.12 1.30
C2 3.24 NA NA 3.45 3.56
C2O 2.18 2.37 2.09 2.03 2.16
CNO 3.55 3.72 3.36 3.26 3.43
NO2 1.53 1.49 1.22 1.23 1.51
O3 1.82 1.96 1.75 1.74 2.23
OF 1.94 2.07 1.71 1.72 1.90
O2S 1.06 1.10 0.96 0.88 1.24
OS2 1.88 1.85 1.74 1.62 2.00
HC2 2.95 3.20 2.95 2.93 3.09
H3C2 0.19 0.43 0.19 0.18 0.22
H2C3 1.70 2.00 1.84 1.66 1.85
H5C3 0.38 0.73 0.43 0.34 0.39
HCF 0.24 0.59 0.43 0.33 0.45
CH3O 1.43 1.67 1.37 1.33 1.34
H3CS 1.88 0.00 NA NA NA
H2CS 0.31 0.52 0.42 0.28 0.48
CH2CN 1.54 1.85 1.53 1.44 1.55
CH2NC 0.99 1.41 1.09 1.00 1.03
HC2O 2.28 2.47 2.15 2.06 2.20
CH2CHO 1.71 2.06 1.73 1.65 1.70
CH3CO 0.16 0.44 0.23 0.22 0.20
H5C2O 1.57 1.95 1.64 1.58 1.54
H5C2S 1.95 2.09 1.85 1.76 1.86
HLi 0.31 NA NA 0.34 NA
HO2 0.62 0.68 0.39 0.38 0.52

MAE 0.29 0.11 0.12 0.09
MSE 0.16 −0.03 −0.09 0.05
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4.4 Quasihole energiges
The same test set in Ref. 19 was used in this work to test the quasihole energies. See Ref. 19 for details about the molecular geometries
and the experimental energies. aug-cc-pVTZ is used as the basis set for all the calculations.

Table 8: The experimental quasihole energies of N-electron systems versus the negative orbital energies of
occupied orbitals of N-electron systems from different DFAs. Units are in eV.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Symmetry Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

cyanogen 4SGG 22.80 −18.95 18.85 18.72 20.69 24.43 24.29 24.22 25.08 23.74 23.55 23.42 23.95
cyanogen 1PIU 15.60 −11.60 11.35 11.18 12.59 14.61 14.36 14.18 14.97 15.42 15.10 14.93 15.43
cyanogen 4SGU 14.86 −10.44 10.39 10.28 12.02 13.24 13.19 13.08 14.27 14.18 14.09 13.97 14.78
cyanogen 5SGG 14.49 −10.17 10.07 9.99 11.70 12.97 12.87 12.79 13.95 13.91 13.78 13.68 14.46
cyanogen 1PIG 13.51 −9.59 9.35 9.18 10.38 12.29 12.05 11.88 12.54 13.36 13.04 12.87 13.15
CO 4SG 19.72 −14.20 14.14 14.00 15.91 20.25 20.09 19.99 20.73 19.89 19.70 19.54 19.85
CO 1PI 16.91 −12.13 11.87 11.73 13.20 17.45 17.19 17.05 17.48 17.55 17.16 17.00 17.02
CO 5SG 14.01 −9.11 9.03 9.00 10.52 13.96 13.86 13.85 14.44 14.01 13.87 13.84 14.18
acetylene 2SGG 23.50 −18.53 18.62 18.45 20.68 23.73 23.81 23.66 24.87 23.44 23.50 23.31 24.17
acetylene 2SGU 18.70 −13.99 14.05 13.94 15.63 17.44 17.51 17.40 18.41 18.38 18.43 18.30 19.00
acetylene 3SGG 16.70 −12.24 12.20 12.17 13.74 15.82 15.79 15.75 16.61 16.63 16.56 16.50 17.01
acetylene 1PIU 11.49 −7.38 7.20 7.05 8.20 11.33 11.16 10.99 11.36 11.61 11.34 11.18 11.28
water 1B2 18.55 −13.26 13.19 13.13 14.71 18.76 18.69 18.62 19.11 18.95 18.80 18.70 18.82
water 3A1 14.74 −9.37 9.30 9.24 10.85 15.40 15.32 15.25 15.66 14.90 14.71 14.63 14.72
water 1B1 12.62 −7.39 7.24 7.20 8.82 13.39 13.27 13.23 13.67 12.82 12.55 12.49 12.59
ethylene 2AG 23.60 −18.74 18.82 18.64 20.85 23.21 23.30 23.11 24.44 23.17 23.24 23.04 24.04
ethylene 2B1U 19.10 −14.18 14.25 14.12 15.91 17.37 17.44 17.31 18.46 18.19 18.25 18.12 18.96
ethylene 1B2U 16.00 −11.54 11.48 11.38 12.91 14.78 14.71 14.59 15.48 15.50 15.42 15.31 15.90
ethylene 3AG 14.80 −10.29 10.21 10.15 11.63 13.97 13.89 13.84 14.58 14.41 14.28 14.20 14.60
ethylene 1B3G 12.80 −8.48 8.51 8.48 9.81 11.31 11.34 11.30 12.08 12.33 12.34 12.29 12.75
ethylene 1B3U 10.68 −6.96 6.78 6.61 7.67 10.65 10.47 10.29 10.62 10.90 10.62 10.46 10.53
ammonia 1E 16.00 −11.37 11.34 11.27 12.74 16.25 16.21 16.14 16.64 16.44 16.35 16.25 16.42
ammonia 3A1 10.80 −6.19 6.09 6.02 7.41 11.33 11.25 11.18 11.55 10.91 10.72 10.63 10.76
acetonitrile 5A1 24.90 −19.36 19.39 19.22 21.36 23.55 23.58 23.42 24.73 23.66 23.68 23.50 24.47
acetonitrile 6A1 17.40 −12.88 12.81 12.69 14.27 16.82 16.72 16.62 17.39 17.04 16.90 16.77 17.23
acetonitrile 1E 15.70 −11.59 11.51 11.40 12.86 15.38 15.34 15.26 15.94 15.74 15.63 15.53 15.93
acetonitrile 7A1 13.17 −8.57 8.52 8.44 10.09 14.18 14.07 14.03 14.54 13.20 13.04 12.95 13.14
acetonitrile 2E 12.46 −8.30 8.12 7.99 9.24 12.04 11.92 11.80 12.28 12.42 12.18 12.05 12.22
fluoromethane 4A1 23.40 −17.25 17.30 17.16 19.24 21.19 21.29 21.15 22.43 21.83 21.89 21.75 22.69
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Table 8 continued: quasihole energies.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Symmetry Exp. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

fluoromethane 5A1 17.00 −12.13 11.94 11.82 13.41 16.81 16.68 16.59 17.20 17.03 16.75 16.62 16.82
fluoromethane 1E 17.00 −11.75 11.62 11.55 13.26 15.48 15.34 15.26 16.28 16.22 16.04 15.97 16.60
fluoromethane 2E 13.10 −8.17 8.07 8.03 9.67 12.32 12.32 12.33 12.85 12.84 12.71 12.67 13.00
benzene 1A2U 12.25 −9.25 9.03 NA NA 11.72 11.51 NA NA 12.30 12.04 NA NA
benzene 1E1G 9.24 −6.50 6.29 NA NA 8.90 8.70 NA NA 9.53 9.25 NA NA
furan 3B2 23.00 −18.47 18.44 18.22 20.36 21.60 21.54 21.31 22.81 22.12 22.06 21.84 23.01
furan 4B2 19.70 −14.87 14.76 14.58 16.38 17.52 17.39 17.20 18.48 18.42 18.28 18.09 19.01
furan 6A1 18.80 −13.96 13.95 13.80 15.59 16.48 16.44 16.29 17.56 17.46 17.42 17.27 18.23
furan 7A1 17.50 −13.40 13.27 13.11 14.84 15.88 15.72 15.55 16.75 16.81 16.65 16.48 17.40
furan 1B1 15.60 −11.20 10.96 10.76 12.37 15.05 14.80 14.61 15.50 14.99 14.67 14.49 14.98
furan 5B2 15.25 −10.93 10.86 10.75 12.23 13.29 13.24 13.16 14.17 14.35 14.26 14.15 14.79
furan 6B2 14.40 −9.98 9.89 9.84 11.32 12.55 12.45 12.41 13.37 13.44 13.33 13.27 13.89
furan 8A1 13.80 −9.72 9.59 9.49 10.94 12.60 12.48 12.41 13.21 13.24 13.07 12.97 13.49
furan 9A1 13.00 −9.02 8.86 8.74 10.27 12.46 12.32 12.24 12.84 12.81 12.60 12.47 12.88
furan 2B1 10.40 −7.02 6.80 6.63 7.78 9.86 9.65 9.47 10.05 10.47 10.17 10.01 10.26
furan 1A2 9.00 −5.84 5.62 5.46 6.45 8.54 8.32 8.16 8.61 9.18 8.89 8.73 8.88
HCOOH 6A’ 22.00 −16.15 16.07 15.94 17.79 20.45 20.21 20.08 20.97 20.83 20.62 20.47 21.08
HCOOH 7A’ 17.80 −14.63 14.51 14.42 16.21 18.57 18.40 18.31 19.23 19.12 18.94 18.84 19.49
HCOOH 8A’ 17.10 −11.45 11.22 11.11 12.88 15.00 15.74 15.70 16.52 15.66 15.68 15.56 16.01
HCOOH 1A" 15.80 −11.35 11.20 11.07 12.63 15.91 14.75 14.61 15.48 15.90 15.34 15.21 15.72
HCOOH 9A’ 14.80 −9.98 9.86 9.78 11.41 13.64 13.53 13.51 14.36 14.26 14.08 14.00 14.50
HCOOH 2A" 12.60 −8.44 8.22 8.12 9.50 11.98 11.76 11.66 12.31 12.65 12.33 12.21 12.44
HCOOH 10A’ 11.50 −7.05 6.89 6.84 8.31 11.44 11.32 11.30 11.84 11.37 11.12 11.04 11.26

MAE 4.51 4.61 4.79 3.18 0.94 1.00 1.08 0.63 0.49 0.54 0.66 0.32
MSE 4.51 4.61 4.79 3.18 0.66 0.77 0.88 0.07 0.27 0.43 0.57 0.09
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4.5 Low-lying excitation energies
Low-lying excitation energies were calculated from QE-DFT method.3,20 The same test set (with excluding the long-chained molecule
octatetraene, C8H10) and the references data in Ref. 20 were used in this work. Notation S1 or S2 refer to the first or second singlet
excitation, and T1 or T2 refer to the first or second triplet excitation. This test set includes 15 organic molecules with small or moderate
sizes. There are 15 cases for S1, 10 case for S2, 12 case for T1, and 7 cases for T2 with available experimental references. cc-pVTZ is
used as the basis set for all the calculations.

Table 9: The low-lying excitation (in eV) from QE-DFT method with different DFAs.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Symmetry Ref. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

ethene 1B1u 7.80 7.27 7.72 7.48 7.79 6.53 6.88 6.64 7.07 6.54 6.66 6.59 7.20
ethene 3B1u 4.50 4.90 4.41 4.61 4.43 4.41 3.95 4.16 4.06 4.90 4.61 4.61 4.42
furan 1A2 6.03 6.93 7.01 6.94 7.33 6.61 6.62 6.57 6.97 6.67 6.70 6.62 7.08
furan 1B2 6.32 5.63 5.88 5.76 6.16 5.29 5.54 5.42 5.88 5.38 5.50 5.43 5.89
furan 3A2 5.99 6.00 5.75 5.79 5.87 5.86 5.63 5.67 5.75 5.96 5.79 5.77 5.84
furan 3B2 4.17 4.33 4.02 4.07 3.98 4.04 3.75 3.79 3.75 4.35 4.16 4.14 4.05
benzoquinone 1B1g 2.78 1.93 1.88 1.95 2.34 1.90 1.83 1.88 1.78 1.87 1.81 1.88 2.49
benzoquinone 1B3u 5.60 4.77 4.78 4.84 5.47 5.00 5.00 5.04 5.09 4.64 4.60 4.67 5.44
benzoquinone 3B1g 2.51 1.59 1.60 1.68 2.08 1.59 1.58 1.64 1.55 1.54 1.55 1.62 2.06
benzoquinone 3B3u 5.38 4.65 4.68 4.75 5.38 4.89 4.90 4.95 5.01 4.51 4.50 4.57 5.33
cyclopentadiene 1A2 5.65 6.81 6.92 6.84 7.25 6.49 6.53 6.47 6.90 6.54 6.58 6.50 7.01
cyclopentadiene 1B2 5.55 4.67 4.86 4.75 5.08 4.23 4.42 4.31 4.73 4.37 4.47 4.40 4.85
cyclopentadiene 3A2 5.61 5.87 5.64 5.68 5.81 5.70 5.49 5.53 5.66 5.80 5.63 5.61 5.76
cyclopentadiene 3B2 3.25 3.46 3.16 3.21 3.13 3.06 2.77 2.82 2.83 3.37 3.16 3.16 3.12
butadiene 1Bg 6.26 6.96 7.03 6.94 7.28 6.83 6.81 6.74 7.07 6.67 6.68 6.59 7.00
butadiene 1Bu 6.18 4.72 4.99 4.87 5.42 4.48 4.71 4.60 5.15 4.45 4.54 4.51 5.18
butadiene 3Bg 6.22 6.11 5.91 5.93 6.14 6.12 5.92 5.95 6.10 6.05 5.91 5.87 6.08
butadiene 3Bu 3.20 3.40 3.14 3.22 3.20 3.24 2.98 3.06 3.08 3.40 3.21 3.23 3.22
hexatriene 1Au 5.71 5.64 5.71 5.64 6.16 5.45 5.48 5.42 5.93 5.48 5.52 5.45 6.06
hexatriene 1Bu 5.10 3.55 3.73 3.66 4.24 3.43 3.58 3.51 4.04 3.43 3.52 3.49 4.14
hexatriene 3Au 5.68 4.97 4.84 4.85 5.15 4.86 4.72 4.73 5.03 4.90 4.78 4.76 5.10
hexatriene 3Bu 2.40 2.63 2.44 2.49 2.52 2.58 2.40 2.45 2.49 2.63 2.48 2.50 2.52
cyclopropene 1B2 7.06 5.99 6.44 6.32 6.74 6.13 6.48 6.32 6.62 5.72 5.90 5.88 6.44
cyclopropene 3B2 4.34 4.38 4.14 4.23 4.20 4.73 4.47 4.54 4.38 4.28 4.05 4.10 4.01
norbornadiene 1A2 5.34 4.58 4.72 4.67 4.94 4.24 4.35 4.29 4.62 4.33 4.42 4.38 4.75
norbornadiene 3A2 3.72 3.74 3.60 3.63 3.73 3.42 3.27 3.29 3.44 3.58 3.48 3.49 3.65
tetrazine 1Au 3.48 NA 3.06 3.11 3.58 NA 3.16 3.21 3.65 NA 2.87 2.93 3.45
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Table 9 continued: low-lying excitation energies.

DFAs GSC1-DFAs GSC2-DFAs

Mol Symmetry Ref. LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP

tetrazine 1B3u 2.24 NA 1.70 1.75 2.15 NA 1.81 1.86 2.24 NA 1.67 1.72 2.10
tetrazine 3Au 3.52 NA 2.90 2.96 3.44 NA 3.02 3.08 3.52 NA 2.72 2.79 3.30
tetrazine 3B3u 1.89 NA 1.25 1.30 1.62 NA 1.36 1.41 1.70 NA 1.27 1.31 1.60
formaldehyde 1A2 3.88 3.89 3.58 3.64 3.42 3.54 3.14 3.16 2.92 3.82 3.59 3.59 3.53
formaldehyde 3A2 3.50 3.38 3.32 3.38 3.17 3.13 2.96 2.98 2.76 3.29 3.17 3.22 3.15
acetone 1A2 4.40 4.51 4.17 4.21 4.03 4.10 3.70 3.75 3.50 4.37 4.02 4.03 3.97
acetone 1B2 5.92 8.78 8.53 8.39 7.99 6.72 6.34 6.18 6.08 6.51 6.30 6.84 7.05
acetone 3A2 4.05 4.09 3.93 3.96 3.78 3.71 3.47 3.52 3.28 3.96 3.73 3.75 3.69
acetone 3B2 5.87 8.69 8.42 8.30 7.91 6.63 6.24 6.10 6.01 6.46 6.28 6.77 6.99
pyridine 1A2 5.11 NA 5.20 5.35 5.23 NA 3.87 4.48 3.87 NA 5.02 5.57 5.21
pyridine 1B1 4.59 NA 4.75 4.81 4.73 NA 3.48 4.01 3.42 NA 4.62 4.67 4.75
pyridine 3A2 5.28 NA 5.17 5.01 5.23 NA 3.83 4.15 3.87 NA 4.98 4.52 5.20
pyridine 3B1 4.25 NA 4.38 4.38 4.31 NA 3.10 3.58 2.99 NA 4.25 4.32 4.32
pyridazine 1A2 4.32 4.24 4.20 4.24 4.25 3.18 3.14 3.16 3.34 3.88 3.85 3.88 4.14
pyridazine 1B1 3.78 3.63 3.55 3.59 3.63 2.58 2.52 2.54 2.74 3.31 3.28 3.29 3.52
pyrizine 1Au 4.81 4.32 4.31 4.37 4.75 4.19 4.18 4.23 4.62 4.15 4.12 4.18 4.61
pyrizine 1B3u 3.95 3.51 3.48 3.52 3.90 3.48 3.45 3.48 3.85 3.44 3.39 3.44 3.82
pyrimidine 1A2 4.91 4.39 4.31 4.36 4.59 4.07 3.97 4.01 4.24 4.21 4.13 4.17 4.52
pyrimidine 1B1 4.55 4.01 3.91 3.96 4.17 3.66 3.54 3.58 3.81 3.86 3.77 3.81 4.12

MAE (S1) 0.70 0.57 0.60 0.34 1.01 0.94 0.94 0.74 0.91 0.83 0.84 0.47
MSE (S1) −0.68 −0.54 −0.57 −0.32 −1.01 −0.94 −0.94 −0.74 −0.91 −0.82 −0.83 −0.45
MAE (S2) 0.85 0.74 0.70 0.66 0.69 0.69 0.59 0.65 0.61 0.57 0.61 0.52
MSE (S2) 0.41 0.30 0.30 0.55 −0.07 −0.24 −0.21 −0.00 −0.05 −0.13 −0.04 0.34

MAE (T1) 0.23 0.23 0.19 0.17 0.30 0.50 0.42 0.48 0.26 0.25 0.24 0.20
MSE (T1) 0.03 −0.20 −0.14 −0.14 −0.17 −0.48 −0.38 −0.46 −0.03 −0.22 −0.19 −0.17
MAE (T2) 0.77 0.68 0.66 0.39 0.40 0.57 0.48 0.37 0.44 0.48 0.59 0.31
MSE (T2) 0.25 −0.03 −0.04 0.17 −0.12 −0.47 −0.43 −0.33 −0.18 −0.37 −0.36 0.01

MAE (TOTAL) 0.62 0.54 0.53 0.38 0.65 0.70 0.64 0.59 0.59 0.55 0.58 0.38
MSE (TOTAL) −0.09 −0.16 −0.16 0.02 −0.43 −0.57 −0.53 −0.42 −0.36 −0.42 −0.39 −0.11
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4.6 Photoemission spectra
10 organic molecules with small or moderate sizes were selected from Ref. 20 for testing. See Ref. 20 for details
about the molecular geometries. Experimental spectra were used as the references. The GSC and GW calculations
were associated with the PBE functional. cc-pVTZ was used as the basis set for all the calculations. All the
calculated spectra were obtained from the Gaussian expansion of calculated quasiparticle energies with a standard
deviation of 0.2 eV.

Exp

G0W0

evGW

GSC2

GSC1

20 15 10 5 0
Energy (eV)

PBE

Figure 1: Photoemission spectrum of benzoquinone. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref.
21
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Figure 2: Photoemission spectrum of tetrafluorobenzoquinone. The experimental spectrum was obtained
from Ref. 21
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Figure 3: Photoemission spectrum of nitrobenzene. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref.
22
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Figure 4: Photoemission spectrum of Phthalimide. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref. 23
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Figure 5: Photoemission spectrum of TCNE. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref. 24
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Figure 6: Photoemission spectrum of fumaronitrile. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref.
25
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Figure 7: Photoemission spectrum of mDCNB. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref. 26
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Figure 8: Photoemission spectrum of azulene. The experimental spectrum was obtained from Ref. 27
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4.7 Size dependence calculations
In Table 10, molecules are obtained from the IP test set, polyacene (noted as "Ph_n") and poly-
acetylene (noted as "CH_n") used in Ref. 18, and the quasiparticle test set used in Ref. 20. The
geometries and the reference numbers are directly taken from the two references. cc-pVTZ basis
set is used for polyacene. cc-pVDZ basis set is used for polyacene. 6-311++G(3df, 3pd) basis set is
used for the IP test set. cc-pVTZ basis set is used for the quasiparticle test.

Table 10: The experimental first ionization potentials of N-electron systems
versus the negative HOMO energies of N-electron systems from different DFAs.
Units are in eV.

Name atoms Ref BLYP GSC1-BLYP GSC2-BLYP LOSC-BLYP

Ph_1 12 9.24 6.09 8.49 9.06 8.49
Ph_2 18 8.11 5.26 6.88 7.68 8.18
Ph_3 24 7.47 4.76 6.07 6.87 7.42
Ph_4 30 6.97 4.44 5.54 6.33 7.03
Ph_5 36 6.63 4.22 5.17 5.94 6.46
Ph_6 42 6.36 4.06 4.89 5.65 6.33
CH_1 6 10.48 6.34 10.11 10.43 10.11
CH_2 10 9.18 5.46 7.86 8.61 9.12
CH_3 14 8.18 5.01 6.80 7.67 8.47
CH_4 18 7.69 4.74 6.15 7.07 7.70
CH_5 22 7.33 4.56 5.71 6.65 7.45
CH_6 26 7.04 4.43 5.39 6.33 7.25
CH_7 30 6.85 4.33 5.15 6.08 7.16
CH_8 34 6.66 4.25 4.95 5.88 6.97
CH_9 38 6.55 4.19 4.80 5.71 6.87
CH_10 42 6.41 4.14 4.67 5.57 6.64
Anthracene 24 7.40 4.74 6.04 6.83 7.40
Benzothiadiazole 13 9.00 5.93 7.77 8.52 8.31
Benzothiazole 14 8.80 5.77 7.48 8.28 8.53
C60 60 7.60 5.53 6.42 7.08 7.66
Fluorene 23 7.90 5.21 6.74 7.41 7.59
H2P 38 6.90 4.78 5.79 6.53 6.84
H2PC 58 6.40 4.73 5.41 6.13 6.60
H2TPP 78 6.40 4.57 5.53 6.06 6.62
Pentacene 36 6.60 4.20 5.14 5.91 6.36
PTCDA 38 8.20 5.93 6.78 7.64 8.63
Thiadiazole 7 10.10 6.73 9.25 9.94 9.27
thiophene 9 8.85 5.59 8.18 8.62 8.19
Benzoquinone 12 10.03 6.17 8.08 9.10 10.92
Cl4-isobenzofuranedione 15 10.80 6.88 8.37 9.15 9.91
Dichlone 18 9.59 6.39 8.27 8.93 11.11
F4-benzoquinone 12 10.83 7.12 8.98 9.95 9.75
Maleicanhydride 9 11.09 6.93 9.23 10.23 11.82
Nitrobenzene 14 9.93 6.59 10.16 10.26 11.91
Phenazine 22 8.38 5.54 6.77 7.67 7.90
Phthalimide 16 9.84 6.15 8.38 9.07 10.93
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Table 10 continued.

Name atoms Ref BLYP GSC1-BLYP GSC2-BLYP LOSC-BLYP

TCNE 10 11.78 8.38 9.87 10.94 12.41
Benzonitrile 13 9.75 6.61 8.52 9.31 9.48
Cl4-benzoquinone 12 9.82 6.76 8.14 9.05 9.19
F4-benzenedicarbonitrile 14 10.65 7.22 9.12 9.87 9.20
Fumaronitrile 8 11.23 7.62 9.57 10.60 11.13
mDCBN 14 10.40 7.15 8.75 9.64 9.98
NDCA 21 8.98 6.23 7.65 8.48 8.98
Nitrobenzonitrile 15 10.40 7.08 10.64 10.67 12.39
Phthalicanhydride 15 10.18 6.70 8.99 9.70 11.57
TCNQ 20 9.61 6.82 7.83 8.82 9.02
Acridine 23 7.99 5.18 6.42 7.29 7.66
Azulene 18 7.43 4.73 6.53 7.15 7.24
Naphthalenedione 18 9.54 5.98 7.87 8.64 10.68
cyanogen 4 13.51 9.18 11.88 12.87 13.51
CO 2 14.01 9.00 13.85 13.84 13.95
acetylene 4 11.49 7.05 10.99 11.18 11.01
water 3 12.62 7.20 13.23 12.49 13.24
ethylene 6 10.68 6.61 10.29 10.46 10.32
ammonia 4 10.80 6.02 11.18 10.63 11.24
acetonitrile 6 12.46 7.99 11.80 12.05 12.08
fluoromethane 5 13.10 8.03 12.33 12.42 12.51
furan 9 9.00 5.46 8.16 8.73 8.20
HCOOH 5 11.50 6.84 11.30 11.05 11.64
H4C 5 14.40 9.37 13.68 13.97 13.75
H3N 4 11.03 6.17 11.34 10.81 11.40
HO 2 13.07 7.35 13.53 13.01 13.54
H2O 3 12.74 7.18 13.21 12.51 13.24
HF 2 16.20 9.59 16.79 15.98 16.80
H4Si 5 12.84 8.43 11.96 12.33 11.99
HP 2 10.18 5.89 9.30 9.85 9.33
H2P 3 9.82 5.78 9.16 9.65 9.21
H3P 4 10.61 6.59 10.02 10.36 10.06
HS 2 10.41 6.09 9.85 10.18 9.87
H2S(2B1) 3 10.48 6.15 9.87 10.16 9.91
HCl 2 12.82 7.90 12.15 12.47 12.16
H2C2 4 11.51 7.04 10.97 11.16 10.98
H4C2 6 10.74 6.61 10.28 10.45 10.31
CO 2 14.08 9.03 13.85 13.86 13.95
N2(2Sg) 2 15.61 10.26 14.49 15.21 14.51
O2 2 12.49 6.88 11.50 12.38 11.50
P2 2 10.82 6.88 9.74 10.22 9.67
S2 2 9.56 5.72 8.35 9.27 8.37
Cl2 2 11.77 7.29 10.11 11.07 10.12
FCl 2 12.95 7.87 11.42 12.32 11.53
CS 2 11.51 7.34 11.51 11.26 11.69
BF3 4 16.18 10.03 12.92 14.34 16.52
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Table 10 continued.

Name atoms Ref BLYP GSC1-BLYP GSC2-BLYP LOSC-BLYP

BCl3 4 11.91 7.57 9.50 10.61 11.64
CO2 3 13.90 8.99 12.56 13.47 12.56
CF2 3 12.40 7.35 11.52 11.83 11.59
COS 3 11.36 7.32 10.26 11.02 10.42
CS2 3 10.18 6.62 8.91 9.80 8.93
H2C 3 10.40 5.49 9.99 10.12 10.03
H3C 4 9.78 5.21 9.58 9.67 9.65
H5C2 7 8.60 4.43 8.26 8.35 8.41
CN 2 14.22 9.25 13.74 14.02 13.74
HCO 3 9.37 4.94 8.47 9.32 8.54
CH2OH 5 8.18 3.85 7.54 7.95 7.63
CH3O 5 10.94 6.03 10.76 10.49 10.94
H4CO 6 11.17 6.26 10.80 10.64 11.01
H3CF 5 13.47 8.04 12.20 12.64 12.34
H2CS 4 9.47 5.40 8.77 9.08 8.86
CH2SH 5 7.79 4.03 7.01 7.53 7.17
H3CCl 5 11.49 6.97 10.69 11.01 10.87
H6C2O 9 10.89 6.17 10.45 10.28 10.86
H4C2O 7 10.38 5.92 10.06 9.89 10.30
H3COF 6 11.68 6.62 10.75 10.95 10.92
H4C2S 7 9.15 5.23 8.67 8.77 8.75
C2N2 4 13.59 9.15 11.83 12.82 13.45
H4B2 6 10.17 6.22 9.82 9.94 9.86
HN 2 13.48 7.73 13.36 13.33 13.37
H2N 3 12.12 7.22 12.48 12.10 12.53
H2N2 4 10.28 5.64 9.21 9.85 9.25
H3N2 5 8.34 4.07 7.85 8.24 7.90
HOF 3 13.03 7.31 11.94 12.43 12.04
H2Si 3 9.55 5.76 8.72 9.24 8.77
H3Si 4 8.86 5.12 8.26 8.71 8.34
H2Si2 4 8.22 4.92 7.21 7.77 7.38
H4Si2 6 8.36 5.24 7.63 8.05 8.30
H5Si2 7 8.37 5.01 7.85 8.16 8.07
H6Si2 8 10.73 7.16 9.88 10.26 9.99
B2F4 6 13.30 8.39 11.11 12.15 11.64
H4C3(cyclo) 7 10.04 5.98 8.93 9.51 9.01
H4C3(allene) 7 10.31 6.42 9.73 9.94 9.89
H7C3 10 7.80 3.94 7.45 7.50 7.66
H4CS 6 9.55 5.48 8.92 9.16 9.04
H4C4O 9 9.09 5.53 8.21 8.73 8.26
H5C4N 10 8.42 5.01 7.64 8.10 7.88

49



References

(1) Janak, J. F. Proof That ∂E
∂Ni

= ε in Density-Functional Theory. Phys. Rev. B 1978, 18,

7165–7168.

(2) Yamaguchi, Y. A new dimension to quantum chemistry: analytic derivative methods in ab

initio molecular electronic structure theory ; Oxford University Press, USA, 1994.

(3) Mei, Y.; Yang, W. Excited-State Potential Energy Surfaces, Conical Intersections, and Ana-

lytical Gradients from Ground-State Density Functional Theory. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2019,

10, 2538–2545.

(4) Yang, W.; Cohen, A. J.; De Proft, F.; Geerlings, P. Analytical Evaluation of Fukui Functions

and Real-Space Linear Response Function. J. Chem. Phys. 2012, 136, 144110.

(5) Peng, D.; Yang, W. Fukui Function and Response Function for Nonlocal and Fractional Sys-

tems. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138, 184108.

(6) Yang, W.; Mori-Sánchez, P.; Cohen, A. J. Extension of Many-Body Theory and Approximate

Density Functionals to Fractional Charges and Fractional Spins. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 139,

104114.

(7) Martin, R. M.; Reining, L.; Ceperley, D. M. Interacting Electrons; Cambridge University Press,

2016.

(8) Vosko, S. H.; Wilk, L.; Nusair, M. Accurate Spin-Dependent Electron Liquid Correlation

Energies for Local Spin Density Calculations: A Critical Analysis. Can. J. Phys. 1980, 58,

1200–1211.

(9) Perdew, J. P.; Wang, Y. Accurate and Simple Analytic Representation of the Electron-Gas

Correlation Energy. Phys. Rev. B 1992, 45, 13244–13249.

(10) Perdew, J. P.; Burke, K.; Ernzerhof, M. Generalized Gradient Approximation Made Simple.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 1996, 77, 3865–3868.

50



(11) Becke, A. D. Density-Functional Exchange-Energy Approximation with Correct Asymptotic

Behavior. Phys. Rev. A 1988, 38, 3098–3100.

(12) Lee, C.; Yang, W.; Parr, R. G. Development of the Colle-Salvetti Correlation-Energy Formula

into a Functional of the Electron Density. Phys. Rev. B 1988, 37, 785–789.

(13) Stephens, P. J.; Devlin, F. J.; Chabalowski, C. F.; Frisch, M. J. Ab Initio Calculation of

Vibrational Absorption and Circular Dichroism Spectra Using Density Functional Force Fields.

J. Phys. Chem. 1994, 98, 11623–11627.

(14) Kim, K.; Jordan, K. D. Comparison of Density Functional and MP2 Calculations on the Water

Monomer and Dimer. J. Phys. Chem. 1994, 98, 10089–10094.

(15) An In-House Program for QM/MM Simulations. https://qm4d.org/.

(16) Blum, V.; Gehrke, R.; Hanke, F.; Havu, P.; Havu, V.; Ren, X.; Reuter, K.; Scheffler, M. Ab

Initio Molecular Simulations with Numeric Atom-Centered Orbitals. Comput. Phys. Commun.

2009, 180, 2175–2196.

(17) Ren, X.; Rinke, P.; Blum, V.; Wieferink, J.; Tkatchenko, A.; Sanfilippo, A.; Reuter, K.;

Scheffler, M. Resolution-of-Identity Approach to Hartree–Fock, Hybrid Density Functionals,

RPA, MP2 andGWwith Numeric Atom-Centered Orbital Basis Functions. New J. Phys. 2012,

14, 053020.

(18) Mei, Y.; Chen, Z.; Yang, W. Self-Consistent Calculation of the Localized Orbital Scaling

Correction for Correct Electron Densities and Energy-Level Alignments in Density Functional

Theory. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2020, 11, 10269–10277.

(19) Yang, X.; Zheng, X.; Yang, W. Density Functional Prediction of Quasiparticle, Excitation, and

Resonance Energies of Molecules With a Global Scaling Correction Approach. Front. Chem.

2020, 8, 979.

(20) Mei, Y.; Li, C.; Su, N. Q.; Yang, W. Approximating Quasiparticle and Excitation Energies from

Ground State Generalized Kohn–Sham Calculations. J. Phys. Chem. A 2019, 123, 666–673.

51



(21) Brundle, C. R.; Robin, M. B.; Kuebler, N. A. Perfluoro Effect in Photoelectron Spectroscopy.

II. Aromatic Molecules. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1972, 94, 1466–1475.

(22) Rabalais, J. W. Photoelectron Spectroscopic Investigation of the Electronic Structure of Ni-

tromethane and Nitrobenzene. J. Chem. Phys. 2003, 57, 960.

(23) Galasso, V.; Colonna, F. P.; Distefano, G. Photoelectron Spectra of 1,2-Indandione, 1,3-

Indandione and Heterocyclic Analogues. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 1977, 10, 227–

237.

(24) Ikemoto, I.; Samizo, K.; Fujikawa, T.; Ishii, K.; Ohta, T.; Kuroda, H. Photoelectron Spectra of

Tetracyanoethylene(Tcne) and Tetracyanoquinodimethane(Tcnq). Chem. Lett. 1974, 3, 785–

790.

(25) Fujikawa, T.; Ohta, T.; Kuroda, H. X-Ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy of the Molecules Con-

taining the C≡N Group. Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn. 1976, 49, 1486–1492.

(26) Neijzen, B. J. M.; De Lange, C. A. Photoelectron Spectroscopy of Mono- and Dicyanobenzenes

and Their Perfluoro Derivatives. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 1978, 14, 187–199.

(27) Dougherty, D.; Lewis, J.; Nauman, R. V.; McGlynn, S. P. Photoelectron Spectroscopy of

Azulenes. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 1980, 19, 21–33.

52


