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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)!3 has gained much success in modern
chemistry, materials science and physics. Most density functional approximations (DFAs)
to the exchange correlation energy F,. 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.* 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.® 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.® 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



respectively, as approximated by the corresponding DFA used.® 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.”

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.%819

To describe the systematic error of DFAs, the concept of the delocalization error®® 10 has
been developed, and it can be understood from the perspective of fractional charges.®® 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, >!112

which states the exact ground state energy Eqs(NN) is a linear func-
tion of the fractional electron numbers connecting adjacent integer points. Inconsistent with
the requirement of the PPLB linearity condition, E,(NN) 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.® 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 E,(NN) 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, 131 local hybrid, 6 double hybrid "' and range-separated functionals, 22

mainly
incorporate a certain amount of Hartree Fock (HF) exchange in the E,.. The HF exchange
exhibits a concave deviation to the linear condition, which is opposite to conventional DFAs

and called the localization error.%® Some hybrid and range-separated functionals mostly rely



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)?7?8 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, 2734
including the latest development with Fermi localized orbitals.??3* Beside SIE, there are
other approaches developed with the focus on specific properties, such as the Koopmans-
compliant functionals,®*3% the generalized transition state3” and related methods®® 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,?*#? in which the PPLB linearity condition is imposed by applying
explicit treatments to systems of fractional charges to restore the correct behavior of Eg(N).
Specifically, the global scaling correction (GSC)3? 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 Eq(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 Eys(/N) curves with wrong slops at the bulk
limits. %81 To reduce the delocalization error for large systems, the local scaling correction

(LSC) method® 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



laboratory recently developed the localized orbital scaling correction (LOSC)*™*3 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. 146

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.%"*® 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 ezact 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.? The aim of GSC is to

correct originally non-straight F(N) curves produced by DFAs to straight lines, as required



by the PPLB linearity condition:
Egsc(N +n)=E(N +n)+ Agsc(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
Agsc(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,* Aggc is evaluated based on the expansion of the density matrix for (N +n) electrons:

pe () = plf (r,1) + nf(r,x) + 0y () 4 (3)

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

it can be shown that

pe M (rx) = g (1, r) + g ()Y (), (4)

where 1) represents the frontier orbital that has fractional occupation ny = 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

1
Egsc = Epra + o (n—n?). (5)

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

H:/Mdrdr'—%/[m(rﬂgdr, (6)

lr — /| 3



in which ps(r) = [¢4(r)[?, and Cx = %(2)1/3.39 The first term corresponds to the Coulomb
part, the second term corresponds to the exchange part, and the parameter 7 is used to
balance the contribution of two parts, which is set to 1 in the original work.

The outcome of recovering a linear F(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

6EGSC DFA 1 1 0k 2
- “r(1— 2 =y —
an,; € -+ 2/{( ng) + 20n; (ng —n3), (7)

where e]]?FA is the frontier orbital energy from the parent DFA, according to the Janak

theorem.? Although r is dependent on vy, which further depends on the density matrix
and the set of occupation numbers, the contribution from the derivative of 88—72 vanishes for
integer systems, as (ny — nfc) = 0 when ny is either 1 or 0. Thus, Eq. 7 leads to simple
corrections for HOMO/LUMO energies of integer systems with e555;0 = enino — /2 and
e300 = P80+ #/2, which are equal to the negative of IP and EA respectively, as predicted
by the GSC, based on the theoretical developments. 3%

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. 450
Therefore, a natural extension to excited states is necessary, and similar constructions for
the correction to all orbitals have already been established in LOSC*' and recent work from
Xiao and coworkers on GSC.%® 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({n,,}), the total energy as a function of the canonical



orbital occupation numbers {n,, }, which can correspond to some excited states. This energy

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

E({np}) = min E[{pl}]; (8)

where the canonical orbitals {1, } are constrained to be orthogonormal and the density ma-
trix is 47 = >, Mo [¥po) (Yo |- Following the same procedure for the cases of HOMO/LUMO

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

1
Ecsc = Epra + 5 Z Fopo (Mpe — Ty ) - (9)
po
The second-order correction term depends on the corresponding orbital density pp, = [0 |?,
and the coefficients k,, has the exact same expression as shown in Eq. 6, except with the
pPpo instead of ps(r). As a result, the orbital energy corrections are €5°¢ = eDFA — g, /2 for

occupied orbitals and €G5¢ = DFA

aor + Kqo /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.*7*® However, the correlation energy contribution is still missing in the existing
approximate expression of k,,. 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 {x,,}.

In this work, instead of considering the density relaxation as in Ref. 47, we directly
deal with the function F({n,,.}) and find the correction to the second order. Consider

E({nmr + 6mr}), where 0 < npr + 0y < 1, and expand the energy function in a Taylor



series to the second order in {d,,,}. We have the following relation

B+ 8ne}) = Bllnar)) + 30 2202, 257 S8 ey o), (10

po

where the partial derivatives are evaluated at d,, = 0, and O(d2,) contains all terms with
order 67, 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, v,,, with a fractional occupation at a time, while the rest of orbitals are fully
occupied with {n;; = 1},i # p or unoccupied with {n,, = 0},a # p. Denote this set of
occupations as [n,,] and its energy as E([n,,;]). We now apply Eq. 10 to the system with
an integer number of electrons, with n,, + d,, = 1 for the N + 1-electron system and with
Npr + 0pr = 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 (9(5;). 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 1, as

12E({nm-})

Agsc([ny]) = 5 o2
Do

(in — niT) , (11)

which is equally valid for the entire range of occupation, 0 < n,, < 1, with the the par-
tial derivative evaluated locally at the corresponding occupation number n,.. The detailed
derivation is given in the Supporting Information.

Summing up contributions from all the orbitals, we have

1P E({nm-})

Acsc({npe}) = 5 A
Do

po

(Moo — ). (12)
Eq. 12 gives the exact second-order correction for the GSC method with the coefficients

10



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 F\. 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-

4748)  The reason is that the second-order

order orbital derivatives in previous developments
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

39-42,51-53 q1ch a treatment

function E({n,s}) has been known to be very close to quadratic,
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 %
po

, from the exact second-order correction shows the correct
behavior, that is being a constant in [N, N 4 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.?® They are recognized as the chemical
hardness generated from DFAs,? and an extension to fractional occupation numbers was also
made.? 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

azE({an}) * oo oT ., TU [7V0 *
LD DI T 1)
:Kppcr,ppa_ Z (Kppa,iaT+Kppo,aiT) Mz;mbqubmppm (14)
iaT,jbv

5455 Ko7 represents Hartree-exchange-

where x7" is the generalized linear response function,
correlation kernels, defined as the functional derivative of H?, the (generalized) Kohn-Sham

Hamiltonian for spin o with respect to pl, the Kohn-Sham density matrix for spin 7:

(SH:(I'l, I'2>

KT (ry,r9;13,14) = 51 (Fa. 1) (15)
6(ry,1r2)d(rs, 14) 0% B

- + , 16

vy — 13 0pg (r2,11)0p% (r3,14) (16)

in which F\. is the exchange-correlation energy. K, 44 represents the corresponding kernel

matrix?®

quo,mnr - 1/}1701/}(10 |KUT ’wmr¢nr> (17)

//// dry dry drs drg), (11) g (12) K77 (r1, T2 T3, T4 (v3)105 (ra),  (18)

and the matrix element M;,; jp,, is defined as

MiaT,ij = 5117'5ij5ab(6av - Eiv) + KiaT,ij + Kiar,ij~ (]-9)

12



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 Mg+£”}) 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 €7 can be

defined as
5H§(I‘17 I'Q)

(S’UT(I'g,I'4) ’ (20)

(") (1, 12513, 14) =

where v7(r3,ry) 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.®?® 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 = K7+ 3 KTy UKYS =Y (e7) R (21)

TU v

The 4-point generalized functions, x™, (¢71)”” and W< are the natural extensions of the

corresponding spinless two-point functions commonly used in many-body perturbation the-
ory.>”

Note that the matrix M., 5, in Eq. 14 involves all the pairs of occupied and virtual

orbitals, which gives the dimension of > N7 x N7, with N7 being the number of occu-

occ viry occ
=

pied orbitals and N7. being the number of virtual orbitals for 7 spin. Therefore, directly

vir
evaluating Eq. 14 has the computational complexity of O ((NoeeNyir)?). 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

13



of matrix inversion for the associated orbitals, which has lower computational complexity of
O ((NoceNir)?).-

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 GSC?? with the approximate coefficients r,, 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, AE(N) =
Eppa(N) — Elinear- aug-cc-pVT7Z 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

14



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.® For the purpose of comparison, the A-SCF method is conducted as
well to evaluate the first IPs and EAs, in which the energy differences are calculated, i.e.,
Ewp = E(N — 1) — E(N) for IPs and Ega = 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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LDA BLYP PBE B3LYP LDA BLYP PBE B3LYP
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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 ¢V for GSC2 and 0.41/0.38 €V 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 A-SCF method, while it is not the

15



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 (—¢;) 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.*> 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

16



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 1eV. In addition,

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

GSC2 gives 0.32eV.
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(a) Maleic anhydride (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 PBE® 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 (GoW)) 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 0.2eV. 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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Figure 5: The mean absolute error (in €V) for the low-lying excitation energies from various
QE-DFAs, A-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 A-B3LYP and TD-B3LYP were taken from Ref. 45.
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d*%90 is also

The benchmark for low-lying excitation energies from the QE-DFT metho
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 A-SCF method and time-dependent DFT with BSLYP 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 A-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.®*! 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.*%4? Note that the formalism of LOSC is generalized based on the original GSC
work with the approximate corrections.'*? 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. 442

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 H,O, to large systems, like fullerene Cgg. Then we calculated the first IPs

of these molecules from GSC1, GSC2 and the latest version of LOSC*? 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 Aggc([n,0]) associated with
the specific orbital ,,. 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 [n,,]|, with one
specific orbital, 1,,, with a fractional occupation at a time, while the rest of orbitals are
fully occupied with n,, = 1,7 # p or unoccupied with n,, = 0,a # p. When the orbital
is fully occupied, n,, + 0, = 1, using Eq. 10 of the main text, we have the energy of the

corresponding (N + 1)-electron system as

Bl + 8 = 1) = Ee]) + 2 g2z, o 22 eyt oy
= Blfnye) + 1 ) 5 EE R 0 ()

(1)

and when the orbital is fully unoccupied, n,, + 9, = 0, we have the energy of the corre-

sponding N-electron system as

Bt + 6 = 0]) = () + 22002ty AP )

_ aE({an})n i 182E({nm7})n2 + 0O (0

oyt o, e T O) (2

5]270 + (’)(520)

= E([np])

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



orbital ¥, as

Acscl[pal) = { (1= 10) B[ + 0y = 0]) + s B[ + 00 = 1]) } = Bl[ny))

~ 1PE({nm-}) 2
=5 (0= )i e (1= )’

_ 1*E({nm-}) 2

2 anz ( Npoe — npU) ) <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 [n,,].

1.2 Comments on the self-consistent calculations with GSC

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

5AGSC

AHgge(r,r') = Spr(t, 1)’

(4)

Based on 45" =}, Mo |[¥pe) (¥po| and hence np, = (Ypo|pg[1po), using Eq. 3, we have

1
AHlge(r, 1) = 2 Z Kpo (1 = 2npe ) [Ypo) (Ypo| + 8p—

po

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 ,, to the density matrix. For integer systems, the second term in Eq. 5
does not contribute because (ny, — nfm) = 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 would involve higher order terms.

8()



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
1,7, k for occupied orbitals, indices a, b for virtual orbitals, indices m,n,p, q, k,[ for general
orbitals, o, 7, v, k for the spin of electrons, m,,, n,, for the p-th canonical occupation numbers

with spin o, and v,, for the p-th canonical orbital (CO) with spin o.

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

=3 [ e )

= Wl i) + 3 e <§ff;’“ H e+ (ool (500)) @
kT pa po

= (Vpo | HY o) + Z Ngr€or <wQT|wQT> (8)

= (o H [t0), (9)

where HZ is the Kohn-Sham (KS) or generalized KS (GKS) Hamiltonian and we used
(Ygr|thgr) = 1. Eq. 9 is a natural extension of the Janak theorem to the generalized KS
case.!

The exact second order derivative of the total energy with respect to the canonical occu-



pation number for an associated DFA is

O*FE //dd’ OE  0pI(r,r')
on2, 0npg IpT(r,r')  Onyy

- . 8¢k7’
= ang [w}po’Hs ‘¢PG> + ;nm< <anpa

HY

i )+ (B gg;>)] (10

We denote the last two terms in Eq. 10 as T, and we show that 75 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

_ 0 awlm’ 3%7
T2 - anpa [; nk'r( < anpa ¢kr> <77Dk:7' 8npo- > >] (11}
0 0
- anpa (qZT aneqTaTo <¢q¢|¢q7>> (12)

Oegr O 0?
5 Warlber) + 3 nrcer - (Waltr) (13

Npo OTlpo

HY

= 6100 <wpo|¢pa + Z Ngr

~0. (14)

Because the orbitals are always constrained to be orthonormal, namely (,-|Y,) = 1, the
derivative of (¢,-|1,,) to any order is always zeros. Therefore, we have T, 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
02FE
8n§ o <wpa ¢p0> (15)
0OH?(ry,r5) 0 T(rs,r
- Z //// dry dr; drs dr4¢;a(r1)¢pa(r2) J(ry1,12) Opf (r3,14) (16)

0pl(rs,ry)  Ony,
T * a *T
wk ’I/Jk»r> + <wpawpa wkr afﬁa > >
(17)

0H?

KO’T KO’T

= <wp0¢;a|KJU|wpaw;> + Z Ngr ( <¢pa¢;(;
kT



in which the Hellmann-Feynman theorem is used in Eq. 15, K" is the kernel operator,

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

to pg
0> By [p]]
Ko7 (ry,ro;1r3,14) = ) 18
(£, P25 03, 1) 0p7(r3,r4)0pg (ra,11) (18)
5HU(I'1,I'2)
_ s 19
57 ra,m) )
5(1‘1,[‘2)(5(1‘3,1‘4) (SZEXC
= - , 20
vy — 3| 0pg (r2,11)0p7 (r3,14) (20)
and

(o K s ) = / / / / dry dry drs drgl (61 (82) K% (01, 19 g, 24 (£2) 0 (1)
(21)

= qua,mnT . (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., g;fi. In
po
the space of COs, the relaxation of COs can be expanded under the basis of COs, i.e.,
3¢k‘7’ Npo
anpa = Z l’]krzr)mjp”””'7 (23)
m

with U,*7 being the expansion coefficients associated with the occupation number n,,. The
CP equations are developed to solve the set of coefficients U, 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.?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



the representation of COs; that is,

<wm‘r’wn‘r> = 5mn7 (24)

<¢mT|Hg|wn‘r> = 5mn‘5m7—7 (25)

with d,,, 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,

W =0, m>n, (26)
yolod
a<me‘Hg’wnT> -
e =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

_ Otbr[tour)

ONpor

Z Ui (el tbne) + Y Ut (e 1)
l

mnTt nmt

= UM 4 UMre = (), (28)

From Eq. 27, we have

O [ HI[0r)

ONpor
OHT O | o0
= <wm7 wn‘r> << 8,[p HS
Noper

ONpor

¢n7> <wm7'

o))



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

O = ( mnT,ppo _l_ Z nZU Z(L;Z)O- mnT. ql’U + KmnT Zq’U ) Z U:’Ll;‘:' ¢TT|HT|/¢}TLT + Z U’r"zgg ¢mT|Hg—|wST>

iqU

_ E ”po n n
- mnT,ppa + nw iqu mnT,qiv + Kmn7,iqv> Um’,'{TTGnT Unrl;;-emT

iqU

n Np
mnT,ppU + § Ny uﬁ;f mnT,qiv + Kmn'r zqv) Umﬁyq— (enT - Em'r) ) (30)

iqu

where K7 pq0 1s the matrix representation of the kernel operator as defined in Eq. 20.
The summation over index ¢ for general COs in Eq. 30 can be separated into the occupied

and virtual part for integer systems, i.e.,
2= (3)
q J a

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

summation term in Eq. 30 can be simplified as

npo' npo
E nzv iqu mnT ,qiv + KmnT zqv E nzv iju mnT ,iJv + Kmm-,jw)

iqU iju

+ Z Ny ZZZ mnr,iav + Kmm’ aw) (32>

1 Npo Npo
=3 > ni (U + UG ) (Knnrijo + Ko jiv)
Jv
+ Z Mo 17?111)10 MNT,iav + Kmm— azv) (33)

av

- Z 27 ZZ}U mnT,iav + Kmm’ aw) . (34)

via

Note that the contribution from the occupied-occupied block of Uw’;" vanishes and only the

occupied-virtual block of U}”? remains.



Combining Eq. 30 and Eq. 34, we have a set of linear equations,

n § "p _
Umz;;_ (em' 6mT + Ny mva mnTt,iav + Kmm’,aiv) - _Kmm', PO m > n. (35)

1av

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

block for {U;”7}), which reduces the dimension of the set of equations in matrix form to

Z oo X N2, with N being the number of occupied orbitals and NY;, being the number

occ vir

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

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

MU™ = b, (36)
Miar,jbv - (EaT - EiT) 5ij6ab57'v + Nju (KiaT,ij + Kiar,ij) ; (37)
b?f: = —Kiarppo- (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 {U;*7}.

With solutions of {U;””} from the CP equations, Eq. 36, we can evaluate the analytical

wuaT

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

integer systems as

O*F Nopo
ang - ppo, po + Z Uzapr ppoiar T Kppo,aif) (39)
po aT
= Kppa,ppo' - Z (Kppa,iaf + Kppa,tm) M’L;T JvajbmppU' (40)
iaT,jbu

This equation is in a convenient form for applications when only a few orbitals are needed
for the GSC correction. The corresponding terms {U"’ } can be directly obtained from

waT

numerical iterative solution to the CP equations.

10



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 n; = 1,
fractionally occupied with 0 < ny < 1, and virtual with n, = 0. Therefore, the summation

over all the orbitals is divided into three blocks, i.e.,
D=2 (41)
q 7 f a

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,

Konnrppr = Upiie (€mr = €nr) = D (Z Z) (Z D+ Z) M Ut (K pprmns + Kppr )

n=i n=f n=a

(42)

=U,r (emT - EnT)

m=in=f m=in=a m=fn=i m=fn=fm>n m=fn=a

(43)
The dimension of the CP equations (Eq. 43) is Y N2 x (Ng,. + N&,) + NZ,. X (N +

vir

NG,) + Ng.. x (Ng,. — 1)/2, with Ng,. being the number of fractionally occupied orbitals
with spin o.
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.

11



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

82
an
871 on PCf qqT E : Uuw ppo,iav + Kppo,aiv)
pa ar iav
= Kppcr,qu - § (Kppa,iav + Kppcr,aiv) va ]anjb&thT‘ (44)
iav,jbk

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. %5 Consider the generalized KS calculations, in which the set of canonical occupation
numbers is given as {n,, } and the GKS spin density matrix is p{ = > 15 |¥po) (¥po|. The

total energy functional is defined as

B (6] = Te(Tg0) + Eulpf] + Buolo?] + 3 / / drde (o (n ), (45)

where v (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 v™(r,r’). In the energy expression, note that v”(r,r’) is dual to the
generalized KS density matrix p(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 {n,,} and v7(r,r’), the energy is defined as the following minimum

over the space of orthonormal orbitals {1y, }:

E@” {np}) = fin B, 0] (46)

mo

12



Under the perturbation dv7(r,r’) and {dn,, }, the first order change in the energy is

, OFE o OFE
dE = Z// drdr (SUT—r,r’)év (r,r') + Z e dnye (47)

= Z// drdr’pl (v, r)év" (r, ') + ZEPC’ dnye, (48)
po

where we have used the equality

0B, {mpe}) _ -

W = pe(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), % = €p0, Where €,, is the corresponding eigenvalue
of generalized KS Hamiltonian H?. The Maxwell relationship from Eq. 48 reads

opl(r',r) - 0€p0
Onpe  SUT(r,1)

(50)

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

total energy with respect to the canonical occupation number as

O*FE
Oy <%~ %> (51)
= Z //// dI‘l er dr3 dr4¢;n(r1)5H:(rl’ r?) ap;—(ri’n r4)¢qn(r2) (52)

5pg(r3, I’4) 8npg

0€po
= Z//// dI‘l dI‘2 dr3 dr4w;K(r1)¢q,€(r2)K”T(r1,rg;Q,I‘Qﬁ, (53)
r 4,13

OH?

where K7 is the kernel operator as defined in Eq. 20.

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

56 - (r ,T2)
—P7 r4 // dI'l drzwpo. I’l (51}7— L2 wpo-(rg). (54)

13



Based on

1
H?(r,r') = —§V2 + 07 (r, ') + 05(r)d(r — ') + 07 (r, 1), (55)
thus, we have
5H (I'l,I'Q) // 5UH I'l,I'Q) 5[) ( I'G)
=9 )0or drsd = > 56
ov (1“371'4) (F1,73)0(r2, 4) o+ Z rore 6p¢(rs,16) 60T (r3,14) (56)

= 5(1"1, 1"3)5(1“2, 1"4)507

1 v, (ry, T or
+ 21,:// drs drg [5(r1,r2)5(r5,r6)|r1 - + 5;;(2; rj)) X" (r5,r6;13,1y)

(57)
= 0(r1,13)0(re,r4)00r + Z // drs drgK7Y(ry, ro 15, 16) X" (rs5, T'e; T3, Tg),

(58)

where v{,.(r1,r2) = v5(r1,re) + v7.(r1,ra).
The generalized linear response function x*” in Eq. 58 has been defined as the linear
response of the Kohn-Sham density matrix p?(r1, ) with respect to the change of v™(rs, ry),

the generalized nonlocal external potential as in Ref. 5:

X7 (11, 19513, 1) = % (59)
2E[u”, (e} )

- ov7 (r3,14)007 (T, 17)’

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

related to the inverse of the matrix M as follows*®°

X" (15,165 T3, Ts) = Z v jor Qi (05) 05, (T6) 0T (1) e (t3) + 15, (16) Vaw (15105 (r3) 15 (r4) ]

ia,jb

(61)

14



in which M is given in Eq. 37 as
Mi(w,ij = §v75ij5ab(€av - Giv) + Kiav,ij + Kiav,bj‘r- (62)

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

the generalized external potential as

= (Sa"r ;o-<r3>¢pa' (1‘4)

+ Z//// dry dry drs dret),, (r1)pe (ra) K7V (r1, T2; 15, 16) X7 (5, T'e; T3, Ta)

(63)
- 60’T¢;0<r3>¢p0 (I‘4)
0> My (Kppeiavthr (803)87 (1) + Kppoaiothjr (X3) 85, (14)) - (64)
v ia,jb

Combining Eqs. 53, 63 and 64, we have the second order derivative of the total energy with

15



respect to the canonical occupation numbers as

% - / d1d2 3 d4], (1)1hg (2 Z S ;j 5USZT3) (65)
_ / d1 d2d3 dde (1)¢bge (2 ; 5?;%«:3142
[w;(él)wm@)ém +) / d5d6d7 d8w57<5)%(6>%xw(1 8;4,3)
U (66)
= [ara2as i i@ 5 0,0
/dl d2 d3 d4e), (1)t (2 ZZ/OB d6d7d85§[+§71’)2)xw(7,8;4, 3)x
i® D) e (5,0 (67)

op3(7,8)
— / d1d2d3 dde (1)eec (2) K7 (1,25 3, 4)9% (4) e (3)

+ZZ/d1 d2d3 d4.d7d8 d5 6y} (1)1 (2) K7 (1,2;3,4)x"7 (7, 8; 4, 3) x

(e

K7(5, 6,7, 8)7,(5) e (6) (68)
- / 412 d3 ddef?, (1)1hge (2)K7(1,2; 3, 405 (4) e (3)

+) Z/dl d2d3 d4.d7d8 d5 d6y} (1)1 (2) K7 (1,2;3,4)x7"(3,4; 7, 8) x
KUT(77 87 6) 5)¢;T<5)¢p7(6) (69)

= <1/1q<¢;g ¢pT¢ZT> ) (70)

where we used x"7(1,2;3,4) = x°Y(4,3;2, 1) based on Eq. 60 and K7"(1,2;3,4) = K"(4,3;2,1)

K+ Z KcUXU'uKUT

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 r;. We defined the matrix of the

16



kernel K as

. ::L/nd1d2<*3d4¢ﬁ Dbr (1) (3 (4) (71)

st w20 D 5T 260503, VP
= /dl d2d3 d47,DZT(2)wW(1)KTC(2, 1; 3, 4)¢S§(3)¢;(4) (72)

OHT,
= [ata2asai 2o, 0 52D @00 (73)
= (Vurthi | K™ [ty ) - (74)
Thus, for a GKS system,
5(ry —r})d(ry — 1! 5By,
Huore = /drl Ari dra drz e (1) 0r (1) { " |:)—EZ| = OpT(ry,1h)0ps(rs ré)]

01 (02 () (75)

o * 5(17 2)5(37 4) 52EXC :| *
- [arezasan @) | 2Dy SR @) (10)
— [ 4123400, (20 (K123, D0 (B0 (77)
- <¢u7¢;7— KgT}¢scw:<>7 (78)

and as a special case for a KS system,

1 . 52,
vy — o] 6p7(1)0p5(2)

K |t (50)

Koot = / A1 2%, (1) (1) Gk (19)

= (Yurty

Using Eq. 61, we obtain

0*E

m = quc,ppT - Z (quc,jba + quc,bja) Mﬁ;}y,kchkcv,ppT' (81)

jbo,kcv

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,

17



Eq. 81, is applicable to systems with integer number of electrons* 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.®®
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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 1, , and denote the set of occupation number as [n,,].

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

P5([npo +0]) = pL([npo]) + F50 + 7pg0° +E,0° + -+, (82)
where
- £
Yoo = 227212 ’ (84)
- _ 100 (85)

P760n3,
Expanding the energy of integer systems around the fractional system and keeping all

the terms up the second order, we have

5E T T v
E(O) ~ E([TLPU]) + Z 5_7_ (_np(r po + n?)U’YpU Z ap;—@py ]2)0 po (86)
E(l) = npff + Z 5p npff) ;Za + (1 - npa ’Ypa' Z apTap p0>2 ;of;m
(87)

where F(0) and E(1) are the total energies of the corresponding N-electron and (N + 1)-

19



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

Acsc([npe]) = (1 = 1p0) E(0) + npe E(1) — E([n0]) (88)

~ Z g_l?' [( = (1 = npe)npe + npo(1 = np0)> vo T <(1 B npa)nf’” + 1o (1= np0)2>7;‘7]

9 Z 50;'5,0 ( npg)n + Mo (1 — np0)2> pTa ;7}0 (89)
5E 1 2 FE
— . — T - . — T fU 90
an p,}/pa+2;(np )(S,OSPS po ( )
1 SF 0%pT 5?E 0pT Op?
. — S S S 91
T2 (m (Z opT On2, ; ST pY Onpe Oy (91)
1
= i(nPU - nia)(ﬁzlw + ’i;o)’ (92)
where
SE 02p7
1 _ S
/fpo' - Z 6ps 87[,2 ) (93)
and
52E T v

~ 0P Py Oy Mo

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 lill,

and lipg,
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

20



to the occupation number n,, is

0 0 ks
a ps — 5:7pr0pr + Z Ngr |:wk‘r wkz‘r 8wk wk7:| . (95)
nPU po

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

Npo 18
a2ps _ a awkT 8wkT
871]2) anpa { 07¢p0¢p0 + § Ngr |:77Z)k7' pa anpa wk7:| (96)

= 20,, [%a o po 4 Ui | -

po OMyo

aw O' 82¢ T 877ka aw T aQ@Z)k‘T
£ pa:| + an’r |:lpk*r on 2k Zanpa an;; anQ

Substituting Eq. 95 into Eq. 93, we have /-iéa expressed as

_ Oy \ | [ Oy
=2 () + (G o)

H HY

T 821/}k7' awk’r T awkT 82¢k7 T
+ ;nlﬁ' <<wk7 H a 2 > + 2 <8Tlpg H anp0> + < angg Hs wk7>> (98)
o T a2wk7 3¢k7 T awk’ﬂ' a2¢k‘r T
T (o 2] 5 2 R B a1 b)) o9

in which we use the property that the orbital is the eigenfunction of the (generalized) KS
Hamiltonian and 5> <wp,,]1ppa> = 0 because of the constraint of orthonormality. Substitut-

ing Eq. 97 into Eq. 94, we have /ipa expressed as

s Ol
H?)o - <¢pU¢PU|K(TU‘wPGwP0> + 2 Z Npr [ <¢PU¢PU K7 #¢k7> + <¢PU¢PU KT ¢kr a:{:k >]
a¢k7— awlv awk’r oT al/Jl’U
+ ’;; NNy [ < o wkﬂ' 7ﬂlv> < anpg wk‘r K wlv anpg >
awk’r awlv 81/%7— oT 87~/le
<?/1k1- ”pcr l anpo> i <wkT Onpo "’ 8Tww10>] 1o

21



Combining Eq. 99 and Eq. 100, we get the complete coefficients /i;m + /fza that are derived
from density relaxation. We use k(p) to represent the one we obtain here, which uses the
density matrix as the direct variable, and k(n) to represent the one we derived in the main
text, which uses the occupation number as the direct variable. Comparing x(n) (Eq. 17)

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

2 2
3 wkr> + 9 <8wk7 g:flz;'> + <%;i2::' ¢k7>]

Hs on? ONper
.
¢k7’ 77Z}k >]
Npo

HT

HY

n) = Z Nkr [ <wk7'
kT
+ Z Ngr [ <¢po¢pa
kT

KO’T KO’T

adjkT 2blm’ > <77Z)p0 wpa

0 T a v 0 T oT 9 v
+ E NErNiy [ < 1/)ka 1/%7 ¢l wlv> <a;i’; wkT K wlv aZ};U>
kT,lv
awkﬂ' a¢lv 81/}](17' aqu)lv
K7 KT . 101
<1/1k7 - (o 8npo> + <¢k7 oy DOrtye ¢1u> ] (101)

However, these additional terms are zero. Recall the T term defined in Eq. 11, which has
been shown to be zero. Following the similar steps shown in Egs. 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 x(p) — k(n) agrees to the T, term, namely,

k(p) — k(n) =T, = 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

*E
OnprOnge
We now examine the physical meaning of the orbital hardness matriz, 8n82§n , starting from
pPT qs

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

e through its inverse, (¢71)7", as

(5HSU(I'1, I'Q)

—1\0o0T . _
(1) (r1,ro5r3,14) = 50 (13, 11) (103)
. (51);7(1'1, I'2>
= Sty (104)

This 4-point dielectric function extends the 2-point dielectric function commonly used many-
body perturbation theory” 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 v7(ry, o), with classical Coulomb and exchange-correlation contributions,
is used instead of only the classical Coulomb potential only; (3) v7(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.® Since
vl (r1,re) = v7(r1,re) + U (1, T2), (105)

we have

6Uﬁxc(r1 ) I‘2)
(SUT(I'g, I‘4)

0V (r1,12) OpY (T5, T
5(r1,r3)(5(r2,r4 50’7‘ + Z 5;IXCr51r6§) 557_2 63

(™) (r1, 9w, 14) = 6(r1,13)0(x2, 14)d0r + (106)

(107)

= 0(r1,13)0(r2,14)007 + Z K7°(r1,19;15,16) X" (T5, Tg; T3, Ta), (108)

v
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where spacial integration is implied. Then, from Eq. 70,

azE * ST So .. oU vT *
By, = (i KT+ DK [y ) (109)
= (Pgetp | D (7)) KT |Yprtdy) (110)
= (Vastpe| W [0} (111)

where we defined the 4-point generalized screened interaction as

W =Y (") K" (112)

v

If we set the nonlocal exchange-correlation contributions in v, (ry, r2) to zero, the 4-point
kernel K7 would be reduced to the 2-point spinless classical Coulomb potential and the
4-point generalized screened interaction W*™ would be reduced the commonly used 2-point
spinless screened interaction. Therefore, the 4-point generalized functions, x*7, (¢71)°" and
W are the natural extensions of the corresponding spinless two-point functions commonly
used in many-body perturbation theory.”

9*E
OnprOnge

We can now interpret the orbital hardness matrix element as the generalized
screened interaction between orbital ¢ 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,®° PBE,!® BLYP %2 and B3LYP!%131) were tested as the
parent DFAs for GSC method. In the following test, all the DFT and A-SCF calculations
were performed from using the QM4D package,® and the GW calculations were performed
from using FHI-aims package.'%!” 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 FE(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
HAC 1440 | 945 943 937 1075 | 13.77 1372 1371 1430 | 14.11 14.03 13.98  14.23
H3N 1103 | 633 624 617  7.56| 1149 1142 1134 1172 | 11.08 1089 1081  10.93
HO 13.07 | 740 736 7.35 899 | 13.54 1354 13.53  13.95 | 13.16 13.03 13.01  13.11
H20 1274 | 737 722 718 881| 1338 1325 1321 1366 | 1284 1257 1251  12.60
HF 1620 | 9.78  9.60  9.59 1151 | 1698 1681 1680  17.30 | 16.35 16.02 1598  16.05
H4Si 1284 | NA 851 843  9.65| NA 1157 1196 1248 | NA 1222 1233 1263
HP 1018 NA 618 589  7.02| NA 960 930 976 NA 1014 985  10.10
H2P 982 598 604 578  NA| 935 943 916  NA| 98 990 965  NA
H3P 1061 | 677 672 659  7.67| 1019 1015 1002 1043 | 1057 1047 1036  10.55
HS 1041 NA 621 609 725 NA 999 985 1026| NA 1029 1018  10.37
H25(2B1) 1048 | 639 620 615  7.31| 1011 1003  9.87  10.30 | 1046 1030 1016  10.35
HCI 1282 NA NA  NA 922 NA NA NA 1264| NA NA NA 1268
H2C2 1151 | 737 719 704  819| 1131 1114 1097 1134 | 1160 11.32 11.16  11.27
HAC?2 10.74 | 696 677  6.61  7.66 | 1064 1046 1028  10.61 | 10.90 10.61 1045  10.52
co 14.08 | 915 906  9.03  10.56 | 13.97 13.86 13.85 1445 | 1404 13.90 13.86  14.20
N2(25g) 15.61 | 1042 1027 1026 1197 | 14.65 1451 1449 1537 | 1544 1524 1521  15.72
02 1249 | NA 680 688  880| NA 1151 1150 1252 | NA 1241 1238 1297
P2 1082 | 723 711 68  7.82| 1010 999 974 1012 | 10.62 1044 1022  10.36
s2 956 NA 591 572 691 NA 855 835  9.03| NA 947 927  9.66
CI2 1.77| NA 743 729  859| NA 1027 1011 1086 | NA 1122 1107  11.49
FCl 1205| NA 796 786 934 NA 1151 1142 1226 | NA 1242 1232 1275
Cs 1151 | 749 743 734 871| 1166 1158 1151 1204 | 1148 1137 1126 1154
BF3 1618 | 1033 1008 10.03 1197 | 13.22 1297 1292 1428 | 1472 1440 1434  15.19
BCI3 11.91 | 7.87 774 757 888| 980 9.68 950 1043 | 1094 1079 1061 1121
Co2 13.90 | 9.33 908 899 1046 | 12.90 1266 1256 1332 | 1392 1358 1347  13.76
CF2 1240 | 748 737  7.35  882| 1167 1152 1152 1221 | 1204 1186 11.83 1224
Cos 1136 | NA 748 7.32 845 NA 1043 1026 1083 | NA 1119 1102  11.26
Cs2 1018| NA 682 662  7.62| NA 911 891  946| NA 1000 980  10.03
H2C 1040 | 576 573 549  6.81| 10.24 10.24  9.99 1043 | 1043 1037 1012 10.37
H3C 9.78 | 540 542 521  647| 974 980 958 999 | 987 988 967 9.8
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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| 4.55 461 443  5.66| 831 840 826 872 | 847 852 835 862
CN 1422 | 954 938 925 1053 | 14.03 1388 1374 1413 | 1442 1415 1402 1407
HCO 9.37| 496 500 494  6.32| 850 852 847  9.17| 935 936 932  9.74
CH20H 818| 397 397 385  518| 763 764 754  817T| 809 806 795 832
CH30 1094 | 604 606 603  7.59| 1072 1077 1076 1125 | 1057 10.53 1049  10.78
H4CO 1117 | 641 630 626  7.76 | 1083 10.81 1080 1128 | 10.87 10.70 10.64  10.86
H3CF 1347 | NA 807 804  9.66| NA 1220 1220 1277 | NA 1268 12.64  12.98
H2CS 947| 562 554 540  6.54| 895 889 877 924 | 936 921  9.08  9.28
CH2SH 779 | 419 420 403  520| 78 7A7 701 755 | 792 770 753 7.87
H3CCl 1149 | NA 710 697  826| NA 1080 1069 1123 | NA 1114 1101  11.26
H6C20 1089 | 632 622 617  7.65| 1041 1044 1045 1090 | 1046 10.33 1028  10.52
HAC20 1038 | 6.09 597 592  7.35| 1017 1009 1006 1059 | 10.16  9.97 9.89  10.13
H3COF 1168 | 6.76 663  6.62  832| 1084 1074 1075 1157 | 1116 10.98 1095  11.40
H4C2S 915| 547 537 523  6.37| 888 880 867 93| 9.09 892 877 898
C2N2 1359 | 955 931 915 1034 | 1224 1199 1183 1248 | 13.31 1299 1282  13.10
H4B2 1017 | 647 636 622 7.20| 1006 9.96 982 1016 | 1023 10.06  9.94  10.08
HN 1348 | 7.97 791 773 NA| 1358 1353 1336 NA | 13.64 1352 1333  NA
H2N 1212 | 726 727 722 861| 1249 1254 1248 1283 | 1219 1214 1210 1219
H2N2 1028 | 571 566 564  7.03| 920 923 921 990 | 1000 9.89  9.85  10.22
H3N2 834| 416 415 407  551| 794 791 785 853 | 838 833 824 863
HOF 13.03| 748 731 731 904 1211 1194 1194 1280 | 1271 1245 1243 1291
H2Si 9.55| 590 58 576  6.73| 887 884 872 913 | 941 933 924 943
H3Si 886| 530 536 512  6.14| 840 849 826 866 | 885 892 871 895
H2Si2 822 521 511 492 580 | 750 741 721 764 | 810 796 777 7.99
H4Si2 836| 553 542 524 6.01| 792 783 7.63  794| 837 821 805 816
H5Si2 837| 521 526 501  599| 801 809 785  827| 833 839 816 841
HGSi2 1073 | 7.36 730 7.6 821 | 1004 1000  9.88 1041 | 1047 10.38 1026  10.54
B2F4 1330 | 863 844 839 993 | 1137 1114 1111 1220 | 1244 1219 1215  12.82
H4C3(cyclo) 1004 | 6.23 611 598  7.04| 914 904 893  943| 982 965 951 971
H4C3(allene) 1031 | 6.72 657 642  7.51| 999 987 973 1017 | 1031 1008 994  10.09
H7C3 780 | 4.02 410 394  514| 746 757 745 794 | 758 765 750 778
HACS 9.55| 570 561 548  6.63| 911 905 892 939 | 944 929 916  9.38
HAC40 9.00| 590 568 553  6.51| 858 837 821  865| 917 888 873  8.88
H5C4N 842| 537 517 501 596 | 801 781 764  807| 854 826 810 825
MAE 428 437 449  318] 060 072 081  041| 020 030 041 020
MSE ~428 437 449 3.8 | —049 -0.64 -0.74 020 | -0.14 -029 041 —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 1440 [ 18.72 1844 1843  17.57 | 14.54 14.33 1432 1435 | 1399 1396 1384  14.11
H3N 11.03 | 16.38 15.69 1580  14.56 | 10.73 10.13 1026  10.29 | 1144 11.29 11.24  11.26
HO 13.07 | 1981 1918 1937  17.74 | 13.04 1244 1266  12.57 | 1347 13.60 1340  13.34
H20 12.74 | 1913 1831 1839  16.82 | 1253 11.81 11.91  11.83 | 1310 13.02 1281 1278
HF 16.20 | 23.92 2297 2306 2116 | 16.09 1524 1535 1519 | 1663 1651 1632  16.33
H48i 1284 | NA 1577 1572 1528 | NA 1297 1292  13.06 | NA 1209 1200 1242
HP 1018 | NA 1427 1407 1329 | NA 1057 1039 1040 | NA 1040 10.06  10.23
H2P 9.82 | 14.03 13.82 13.68 NA | 10.36 1017 10.04 NA | 1003 1018  9.86 NA
H3P 10.61 | 1453 14.14 1422 1347|1092 1056 1064  10.63 | 10.73 10.59 10.65  10.76
HS 1041 | NA 1450 1461 1372 NA 1046 1058 1057 | NA 1057 1035 1047
H2S(2B1) 10.48 | 14.92 1442 1444 1357 | 10.92 1044 1048 1046 | 10.60 10.51 1031  10.44
HC1 1282 | NA NA NA 1635 NA NA NA 128 | NA NA NA 1277
H2C2 1151 | 1621 1562 1559  14.57 | 12.03 1146 1145 1132 | 11.70 1146 1125  11.31
HA4C2 10.74 | 1510 1453 1450 1352 | 11.21 10.66 10.66  10.50 | 10.98 10.73 1052  10.55
co 14.08 | 1893 1839 1861  17.71 | 13.84 1333 13.59  13.67 | 1475 1431 1506  15.31
N2(2Sg) 15.61 | 20.98 2059 2058  19.77 | 1654 1615 1615 1626 | 1555 1538 1531  15.79
02 1249 | NA 1852 1847 1753 | NA 13.67 1361 1370 | NA 1250 1247  13.03
P2 10.82 | 1424 13.86 13.74  13.04 | 11.23 10.86 1076  10.68 | 9.92 10.50 1026  10.38
S2 956 | NA 1325 13.05 1255| NA 1050 1031 1038 | NA 951 931  9.69
C12 1177 | NA 1521 1507 1454 | NA 1229 1216 1223 | NA 1126 11.08  11.52
FCl 1295 | NA 1711 17.05 1634 | NA 1344 1338 1338 | NA 1252 1237 1280
Cs 1151 | 1542 1493 1505  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 1857 | 1640 1598 1591  16.24 | 1473 1442 1435 1521
BCI3 11.91 | 1414 13.93 1375 13.62 | 1219 11.97 11.79  12.06 | 1095 10.80 10.62  11.22
CO2 13.90 | 18.81 1826 1815  17.17 | 1513 14.58 1448 1428 | 1397 1366 1352  13.79
CF2 1240 | 1681 16.31 1646 1571 | 12.52 1204 1223 1227 | 1228 1231 1213 1249
Cos 1136 | NA 1494 1485 1414 | NA 1196 1188 1176 | NA 11.26 11.07  11.28
CS2 1018 | NA 1324 1309 1250 | NA 1088 1074 1063 | NA 1004  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 1040 | 1582 1542 1518  14.08 [ 10.70 1036 10.16 ~ 10.19 | 10.72 10.87 1049  10.58
H3C 978 | 14.87 1451 1436 13.29 | 994 963 952  955| 1018 1043 10.02  10.06
H5C2 8.60 | 1252 1232 1219 1139 | 858 836 822  825| 863 885 858 877
CN 1422 | 19.72 1911 1912 17.90 | 14.97 1439 1443 1423 | 1453 1433 1412 1413
HCO 937 | 14.34 1420 1415 1335 | 1045 1033 1029 1032 | 948 957 951  9.87
CH20H 8.18 | 12.68 1245 1234 1151 | 866 844 834  835| 825 838 82l 8.50
CH30 10.94 | 1527 15.02 1500  14.03 | 10.81 1046 1045  10.36 | 10.63 10.65 1057  10.89
H4CO 1117 | 1539 15.09 15.04  14.13 | 11.40 1098 1093  10.74 | 1088 10.74 10.67  10.91
H3CF 1347 | NA 1728 17.22 1648 | NA 1351 1345 1345 | NA 1268 1262  13.02
H2CS 947 | 1334 1294 1291 1213 | 990 947 944  935| 944 937 917 934
CH2SH 7.79 | 1154 1136 1120 1055 | 835 816  8.01 802| 780 789 768 807
H3CCl 1149 | NA 1511 1504 1433 | NA 1161 1154 1144 | NA 1120 11.05  11.30
H6C20 10.89 | 14.13 14.00 13.95 1341 | 11.09 10.81 1074 1058 | 1040 10.31 1027  10.57
HAC20 10.38 | 14.43 14.07 14.01  13.07 | 10.55 10.11 1004  9.81 | 1023 1007 998  10.20
H3COF 11.68 | 1555 15.28 1524  14.55 | 11.87 11.50 1146  11.35 | 11.18 11.02 10.98  11.45
HAC2S 915 | 12.84 1242 1238 1162 | 935 889 886 880 | 9.17 907 887  9.04
C2N2 1359 | 17.25 16.80 16.65  15.98 | 14.51 14.06 1392  13.81 | 13.33 13.02 1284  13.11
H4B2 10.17 | 1417 13.70  13.73 1294 | 1040 995 999 999 | 1039 1013 1019  10.25
HN 13.48 | 19.97 19.09  19.06 NA | 1372 1298 12.95 NA | 1455 1438 1421 NA
H2N 1212 | 1751 1695 17.23 1598 | 11.84 11.32 11.63  11.64 | 1271 1272 1301 1280
H2N2 10.28 | 14.78 14.53  14.49  13.68 | 1097 10.73 10.71  10.71 | 10.06 999 993  10.27
H3N2 834 | 1314 1292 1281  11.95| 908 887 877  876| 846 846 836 878
HOF 13.03 | 1846 18.00 17.98  16.96 | 13.69 1321 13.19  13.05 | 1278 1257 1252  13.00
H2si 955 | 13.10 1280 1287 1223 | 996 9.66  9.75 974 | 956 942 950  9.64
H3Si 8.86 | 12.47 1227 1223 1158 | 913 895 890 895 | 923 948 911  9.22
H2Si2 822 | 1124 1093 1082 1031 | 884 853 843 841 | 815 803 7.8  8.02
H4Si2 836 | 11.32 1097 1095 1036 | 880 845 844 838 | 842 826 812 820
H5Si2 837 | 1140 1125 1114 1062 | 850 834 823 828 | 854 875 841 858
H6Si2 10.73 | 13.62 1338 13.33 1285 | 10.96 10.71 10.65  10.66 | 10.51 1049 10.33  10.61
B2F4 13.30 | 16.20 15.87 1583  15.67 | 13.74 1341 1338  13.56 | 1244 1219 1214 1283
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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 1333 13.23 1249 | 1065 10.30 1020  10.06 | 9.85 970 955  9.73
H4C3(allene) 10.31 | 13.84 1350 13.39  12.66 | 10.91 10.55 1044 1031 | 10.20 1000 985  10.05
H7C3 7.80 | 11.16 11.02 1090 1020 | 7.66 748 734 736 | 7.69 7.88 767  7.90
H4CS 955 | 13.33 1295 1293 1220 | 991 949 947 941 | 952 943 925 944
HAC40 9.09 | 12.60 1215 1205 1134 | 984 941 930 918 | 919 892 875 889
H5C4N 842 | 11.88 1145 11.33  10.63 | 9.16 874 863 850 | 857 830 813 826
MAE 427 3.8 38  301| 041 035 031  031| 030 034 039 026
MSE 427 3.8 383  301| 034 004 000 —0.02|-001 —0.10 -024 —0.02




Table 4: The experimental first ionization potentials (in e€V) of N-electron systems in com-
parison with results from A-SCF method with different DFAs. AEppy = Eppa (N —1)— Eppa(N).

Mol Exp. AFEppa AFEpge AEpryp AFEp3Lyp
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
H20 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
HQS(QBI) 10.48 10.61 10.37 10.27 10.42
HC1 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
CcO 14.08 14.11 13.88 13.91 14.22
N2(2Sg) 1561 1563 1539  15.37 15.83
02 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
BCI3 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
CH20H 8.18 8.27 8.20 8.08 8.36
CH30 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
H3CCl1 11.49 NA 11.13 11.01 11.29
H6C20 10.89 10.30 10.19 10.14 10.54
H4C20 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 A-SCF.

Mol Exp. AFEppa AFEpge AEpryp AFEp3Lyp
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
H4C40 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 119 | 578 537 516 415| 119 086 069 077 | 142 143 114 1.2
H2C 0.83| 390 332 360  NA|-025 —079 —047  NA| 047 076 062  NA
HN 0.33| 486 4.32 450 330 | 011 -0.61 -038 —031| 044 052 031 —0.31
H2N 0.75 | 522 453 462 345 | 028 -029 -018 —012| 087 075 060  0.59
HO 183 | 724 644 653 503 | 115 048 060 057 | 199 183 167 159
HSi 126 | 444 NA  NA  344| 152 NA NA  122| 133 NA NA 121
H2Si 107 | 425 405 391  334| 136 119 107 114 | 123 131 098 114
H3Si 0.93| 398 3.53 359  301| 105 063 071 078 109 103 117 125
HP 102 | 441 397 408 339 118 075 090  095| 109 110 094  1.06
H2P 126 | 4.67 420 423  355| 144 101 107 111| 132 122 107 120
HS 236 | NA 578 580 497 NA 206 209 209 NA 230 213 225
CN 3.93 | 811 767 776 700 | 409 365 378 380 | 390 386 368  4.04
op 109 | NA 448 433 373 NA 155 141 144 | NA 099 080  1.09
s2 164 | NA 462 452 397 NA 203 194 194 NA 136 122 149
C12 116 | 4.90 469 457 380 | 202 183 173 166 | 114 104 092 121
€2 324 NA NA 710 624 NA NA 346 339 NA NA 334 344
€20 218 | 610 568 566 487 | 293 251 251 238 223 200 190 205
CNO 355 | 781 728 720  6.32| 438 387 381  365| 3.60 330 317 3.3
NO2 153 | 556 517 518 446 | 207 170 173 173| 120 096 096 134
03 182 | 640 611 608 508 | 290 262 259  195| 177 158 157 242
OF 194 | 718 658 660 541 | 204 142 146 129 | 183 161 155  L79
028 106 | 488 466 457 403 | 203 181 173  176| 096 086 077 117
0S2 188 | 514 497 483 443 | 275 258 245 253 | 175 167 154 196
HC2 295 | 689 637 650 561 | 235 199 227  220| 340 291 325  3.43
H3C2 019 | 3.69 316 327 243 | —0.06 —054 -043 —039| 030 031 024  0.30
H2C3 170 | 535 508 489  424| 258 231 215  208| 18 L79 159 181
H5C3 038 | 373 325 320 246 | 109 064 060  045| 062 039 025  0.33
HCF 0.24 | 454 397 398  306| 043 —010 —0.07 —0.05| 032 078 055 064
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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
CH30 143 | 584 534 532  412| 121 062 062 042 | 152 133  1.22 1.23
H3CS 188 | 3.06 NA  NA NA| 004 NA NA NA|-018 NA  NA NA
H2CS 031 | 384 365 350 28| 098 079 066 067 | 034 030 015 042
CH2CN 154 | 523 472 468 392 | 228 179 177 165 | 174 151 136 1.50
CH2NC 099 | 468 415 411 331 173 124 1.22 106 | 129 107 091 0.97
HC20 228 | 613 563 558 481 | 298 251 248 236 235 207 195 @ 211
CH2CHO 1.71 | 547 496 492 408 | 244 197 194 176 | 1.96 168 1.6 1.63
CH3CO 016 | 327 291 295  220| 003 —027 —018 —0.12|—017 —023 —032 —0.12
H5C20 157 | 575 523 520  405| 129 069 068 047 | 177 153 14l 1.40
H5C28 195 | 539 497 496  419| 201 156 156 151 199 186 169 1.81
HLi 031| NA NA 172 NA| NA NA -037 NA| NA NA 467 NA
HO2 062 | 531 482 48  371| 076 027 027 012 043 020 016 037
MAE 382 345 340  262| 054 053 045  038] 021 016 034 017
MSE 382 345 340 262 | 019 —0.14 -013 —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 119 | -1.95 —2.06 —2.24 —126| 174 163 143  173| 118 105 084  1.05
H2C 083 | =246 —255 —2.59 NA | 092 087 080 NA | 011 —0.07 -0.07 NA
HN 033 |-305 -315 —320 —219| 106 101 095  116| 030 011 012  0.09
H2N 075 | —2.65 —283 —290 —184| 157 139 132  158| 072 042 038 036
HO 183 | =235 —255 —2.59 —1.26| 3.01 282 278 308 | 182 150 147 140
Hsi 126 | -1.31  NA  NA —084| 112 NA NA  113| 111 NA NA 106
H2Si 1.07 | =147 —150 —1.72  —098 | 091 092 064  095| 098 098 072 099
H3Si 093 | —147 -159 -170 —099 | 103 094 08  1.05| 08 065 056  0.71
HP 102 | —1.64 —175 -183 —1.05| 111 102 090  1.16| 089 072 066 083
H2P 1.26 | —148 —1.60 —-1.72 —091| 131 119 104  133| 111 091 080 098
HS 236 | NA -102 -113 —0.16| NA 236 224 256 | NA 202 191 207
CN 393 | 014 —000 —0.02  1.26| 383 366 3.65  428| 3.66 346 344  3.82
oP 109 | NA -198 -213 -122| NA 055 038 08 | NA 071 053 094
S2 164 | NA -158 -167 —0.73| NA 08 073 121 | NA 125 113 143
C12 116 | —1.83 —192 -203 —114| 058 048 035 084 | 094 084 073 112
C2 324 NA NA -032 072 NA NA 337 368 NA NA 311 322
C20 218 | —1.18 —1.34 —143 —042| 1.8 166 157 200 | 212 18 179 1.9
CNO 355 | —022 —045 —054  065| 309 28 276  331| 353 321 310 329
NO2 153 | =219 —2.38 —2.37  —121| 092 070 071 134 100 076 078 119
03 182 | —229 -242 -242 079 | 107 093 093 190 | 172 153 153 213
OF 194 | —2.72 —-292 -291 140 | 212 192 193 254 | 168 137 137  1.60
028 1.06 | —2.50 —2.57 —2.65 —146| 016 009 000 071 | 084 072 064  1.12
0s2 188 | —-1.31 —137 —149 —036| 098 091 080 147 | 171 161 148  1.92
HC2 295 | —039 —048 —054  0.64 | 391 374 363 377 | 291 274 267 286
H3C2 019 | —2.44 -253 —256 —181| 070 062 058 082|047 —0.76 —076 —0.34
H2C3 170 | -1.19 —128 -145 —047| 138 131 112 160 | 1.81 1.68 150 175
H5C3 038 | —210 —227 -237 —158| 030 012 000  033| 053 027 016 026
HCF 024 | -290 -297 -308 -212| 030 024 012 057 | 001 —0.09 -018  0.20
CH30 143 | —2.23 —237 —240 —1.24 | 227 217 216 241 | 113 085 075 097
H3CS 1.88 | —2.80 NA  NA NA|-015 NA  NA NA|—-030 NA NA NA
H2CS 031 | -256 -262 -274 —183|-008 —0.13 —027  019| 021 014 000 034
CH2CN 154 | =138 —1.57 —166 —072| 135 117 1.05 148 | 1.62 135 124 141
CH2NC  0.99 | —1.68 —1.86 —1.95 —1.13| 099 080 068  1.00| 116 088 077 086
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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
HC20 228 | -1.00 —-1.20 —1.30 —028 | 1.97 178  1.67  212| 224 1.96 184 = 204
CH2CHO 1.71 | -1.19 -1.39 -148 —058 | 1.65 146  1.34 L70 | 184 155 145 1.56
CH3CO 016 | -1.67 —1.78 —1.85 —128| 054 041 035 059 | —0.17 —056 -040 —2.15
H5C20  1.57 | =141 —153 —157 —066 | 3.10 3.03 303  279| 131 105 096  0.79
H5C2S 195 -1.02 —1.14 —124 —034| 217 207 197  226| 176 155 142 1.63
HLi 031 NA NA -Ll1 NA| NA NA 0.4 NA| NA NA -—0.14 NA
HO2 062 | —3.62 —3.38 —346 —244| 066 022  0.32 102 024 —473 -380 023
MAE 323 331 335  239| 048 047 050  037] 025 050 054 028
MSE -323 -331 -335 —239| 0.00 -0.10 -018 020 | -021 —0.50 —054 —0.25




Table 7: The experimental first electron affinities (in €V) of N-electron systems in comparison
with results from A-SCF method with different DFAs. AFEppa = Eppa(N) — Eppa(NV + 1).

Mol Exp. AFEppa AFEpge AEpryp AFEp3Lyp
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
C20 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
03 1.82 1.96 1.75 1.74 2.23
OF 1.94 2.07 1.71 1.72 1.90
02S 1.06 1.10 0.96 0.88 1.24
0S2 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
CH30 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
HC20 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
H5C20 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

37



8¢

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
occupied orbitals of N-electron systems from different DFAs. Units are in eV.

orbital energies of

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 1885 18.72  20.69 | 24.43 2429 24.22 2508 | 23.74 2355 2342  23.95
cyanogen 1PIU 15.60 | —11.60 11.35 1118 1259 | 14.61 14.36 14.18  14.97 | 1542 1510 14.93 1543
cyanogen 4SGU 14.86 | —10.44 10.39 10.28  12.02 | 13.24 13.19 13.08 1427 | 1418 14.09 13.97 1478
cyanogen 5SGG 14.49 | =10.17 10.07 999  11.70 | 12.97 1287 1279  13.95 | 13.91 13.78 13.68  14.46
cyanogen 1PIG 1351 | —9.59 935 918 1038 | 12.29 1205 11.88 1254 | 13.36 13.04 1287  13.15
CcO 485G 19.72 | 1420 1414 1400 1591 | 20.25 20.09 19.99  20.73 | 19.89 19.70 19.54  19.85
CcO 1PI 1691 | —12.13 11.87 1173 1320 | 1745 17.19 1705 1748 | 1755 17.16 17.00  17.02
co 55G 14.01 | —9.11 903  9.00 1052 | 13.96 13.86 13.85  14.44 | 1401 1387 13.84  14.18
acetylene 25GG 2350 | —18.53 18.62 1845  20.68 | 23.73 23.81 23.66  24.87 | 23.44 2350 2331  24.17
acetylene 25GU 1870 | —13.99 14.05 1394 1563 | 1744 1751 1740 1841 | 1838 1843 1830  19.00
acetylene 3SGG 16.70 | —12.24 1220 1217 1374 | 1582 1579 1575  16.61 | 16.63 1656 16.50  17.01
acetylene 1PIU 1149 | —738 720  7.05 820 |11.33 11.16 1099  11.36 | 11.61 11.34 1118  11.28
water 1B2 1855 | —13.26 13.19 13.13 1471 | 1876 18.69 18.62  19.11 | 1895 1880 1870  18.82
water 3A1 14.74 | —937 930 924 1085|1540 1532 1525 1566 | 14.90 1471 1463  14.72
water 1B1 1262 | —739 724 720 882 |1339 13.27 1323  13.67 | 1282 1255 1249  12.59
ethylene 2AG 23.60 | —18.74 18.82 18.64  20.85 | 2321 2330 23.11 2444 | 2317 2324 2304  24.04
cthylene 2B1U 19.10 | —14.18 1425 1412 1591 | 17.37 1744 1731 1846 | 1819 1825 1812  18.96
cthylene 1B2U 16.00 | —11.54 1148 11.38 1291 | 1478 1471 1459 1548 | 1550 1542 1531  15.90
ethylene 3AG 14.80 | 1029 1021 10.15  11.63 | 13.97 13.89 13.84 1458 | 1441 1428 1420  14.60
ethylene 1B3G 12.80 | —848 851 848  9.81|11.31 11.34 11.30 1208|1233 1234 1229 1275
cthylene 1B3U 10.68 | —6.96 6.78  6.61 7.67 | 10.65 1047 1029  10.62 | 10.90 10.62 1046  10.53
ammonia 1E 16.00 | —11.37 11.34 1127  12.74 | 1625 16.21 16.14  16.64 | 1644 1635 1625  16.42
ammonia 3A1 1080 | —6.19 6.09 602 741 |11.33 1125 1118  11.55| 1091 10.72 10.63  10.76
acetonitrile  5A1 2490 | —19.36 19.39 19.22 2136 | 23.55 23.58 2342 2473 | 23.66 23.68 23.50 2447
acetonitrile  6AL 1740 | —12.88 12.81 1269 1427 | 16.82 16.72 1662  17.39 | 17.04 1690 16.77  17.23
acetonitrile 1B 1570 | —11.59 11.51 1140 1286 | 1538 1534 1526 1594 | 1574 1563 1553  15.93
acetonitrile  7Al 1317 | —857 852 844  10.09 | 14.18 14.07 14.03 1454 | 1320 13.04 1295  13.14
acetonitrile 2B 1246 | —830 812  7.99 924 | 1204 11.92 1180 1228 | 1242 1218 1205  12.22
fluoromethane ~ 4A1 2340 | —17.25 1730 17.16  19.24 | 21.19 2129 21.15 2243 | 21.83 21.890 2175  22.69
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Table 8 continued: quasihole energies.

\ DFAs \ GSCI1-DFAs \ GSC2-DFAs
Mol Symmetry Exp. | LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP | LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP | LDA PBE BLYP B3LYP
fluoromethane  5A1 17.00 | 1213 11.94 11.82 1341 [ 16.81 16.68 16.59  17.20 | 17.03 16.75 16.62  16.82
fluoromethane  1E 17.00 | —=11.75 11.62 1155  13.26 | 1548 1534 1526  16.28 | 1622 16.04 1597  16.60
fluoromethane  2F 13.10 | —8.17 807 803 967 |1232 1232 1233 1285|1284 1271 1267  13.00
benzene 1A2U 1225 | 925 9.03  NA NA | 1172 1151  NA NA | 1230 1204  NA NA
benzene IE1G 924 | 650 629  NA NA| 890 870 NA NA| 953 925  NA NA
furan 3B2 23.00 | —18.47 1844 1822  20.36 | 21.60 21.54 21.31  22.81 | 2212 22.06 21.84  23.01
furan 4B2 19.70 | —14.87 1476 1458  16.38 | 17.52 17.39 1720 1848 | 1842 1828 1809  19.01
furan 6A1 18.80 | —13.96 13.95 13.80 1559 | 1648 16.44 1629  17.56 | 17.46 1742 17.27  18.23
furan 7A1 17.50 | —13.40 13.27 1311  14.84 | 1588 1572 1555  16.75 | 16.81 16.65 1648  17.40
furan 1B1 15.60 | —11.20 1096 10.76 ~ 12.37 | 15.05 14.80 14.61 1550 | 14.99 14.67 1449  14.98
furan 5B2 15.25 | —10.93 10.86 10.75 ~ 12.23 | 13.29 1324 13.16  14.17 | 1435 14.26 14.15  14.79
furan 6B2 1440 | —9.98 9.89  9.84  11.32 | 1255 1245 1241  13.37 | 1344 1333 13.27  13.89
furan 8AL 1380 | —9.72 959 949  10.94 | 12.60 1248 1241 1321 | 1324 13.07 1297 1349
furan 9A1 13.00 | —9.02 886 874 1027 | 1246 1232 1224 1284 | 12.81 1260 1247  12.88
furan 2B1 1040 | —7.02 680 6.63 778 | 986 9.65 947  10.05| 1047 10.17 10.01  10.26
furan 1A2 900 | —5.84 562 546 645 | 854 832 816 861 | 918 889 873 888
HCOOH 6A’ 22.00 | —16.15 16.07 1594  17.79 | 20.45 2021 20.08 ~ 20.97 | 20.83 20.62 2047  21.08
HCOOH A 17.80 | —14.63 14.51 1442  16.21 | 1857 1840 1831  19.23 | 19.12 1894 1884  19.49
HCOOH 8AY 1710 | —11.45 11.22 1111 1288 | 15.00 1574 1570  16.52 | 15.66 15.68 1556  16.01
HCOOH 1A 15.80 | —11.35 11.20 11.07  12.63 | 15.91 14.75 1461 1548 | 1590 1534 1521  15.72
HCOOH 9A’ 14.80 | —9.98 9.86  9.78  11.41 | 13.64 1353 1351  14.36 | 1426 14.08 14.00  14.50
HCOOH 2A" 1260 | —844 822 812 950 | 11.98 11.76 11.66  12.31 | 12.65 1233 1221 1244
HCOOH 10A° 1150 | —7.05 6.89  6.8f 831 |11.44 1132 1130  11.84 | 11.37 1112 11.04  11.26
MAE 451 461 479  318| 094 100 108  0.63| 049 054 066 032
MSE 451 461 479  318| 066 077 088  0.07| 027 043 057 0.9
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4.5 Low-lying excitation energies

Low-lying excitation energies were calculated from QE-DFT method.3?0 The same test set (with excluding the long-chained molecule

octatetraene, CgH;() 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 €V) 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 'Blu 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 3Blu  4.50 4.90 441 4.61 4.43 441 3.95 4.16 4.06 4.90 4.61 4.61 4.42
furan 142 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 B2 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 342 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 417 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 'Blg 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 'B3u  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 251 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 B2 555 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 342 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 'Bg 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 1By 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 TAu  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 'Bu  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 B2 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 B2 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 342 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 TAu  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 'B3u 224| NA 170 175  215| NA 181 1.8  224| NA 167 172 210
tetrazine SAu 352 | NA 290 296  344| NA 302 308 352 NA 272 279 330
tetrazine ®B3u 189 | NA 125 130 162 NA 136 141 L70 | NA 127 131 1.60
formaldehyde 'A2 383 | 389 358 364 342 354 314 316  292| 38 359 359  3.53
formaldehyde A2 350 | 338 332 338 317 | 313 296 298 276 | 329 317 322 315
acetone 'A2 440 | 451 417 421 403 | 410 370 375 350 | 437 402 403  3.97
acetone 'B2 592| 878 853 839  799| 672 634 618  608| 651 630 684  7.05
acetone A2 405 | 4.09 393 396 378 | 3.71 347 352 328 | 396 373 375  3.69
acetone B2 587 | 869 842 830  791| 663 624 610  601| 646 628 677  6.99
pyridine 'A2 511 | NA 520 535 523 NA 387 448 387 | NA 502 557 521
pyridine !Bl 459 | NA 475 4381 473 | NA 348 401 342 | NA 462 467 475
pyridine 342 528 | NA 517 501 523 | NA 38 415 387 | NA 498 452 520
pyridine Bl 425| NA 438 438  431| NA 310 358 299 NA 425 432 432
pyridazine 1A2 432 424 420 424  425| 318 314 316  3.34| 38 38 38 414
pyridazine !Bl 378 | 363 355 359 363 | 258 252 254  274| 331 328 329 352
pyrizine "Au 4.81| 432 431 437 475 | 419 418 423 462 | 415 412 418 461
pyrizine 'B3u 3.95| 351 348 352 390 | 348 345 348  385| 344 339 344  3.82
pyrimidine 'A2 491 | 439 431 436 459 | 407 397 401 424 | 421 413 417 452
pyrimidine !Bl 455| 401 391 396  417| 366 354 358 381 | 386 377 381 412
MAE (S1) 070 057 060 034 1.01 094 094 074 091 083 084 047
MSE (S1) —-0.68 —054 —0.57 —032|-1.01 —094 —094 —0.74 | —091 —0.82 —0.83 —045
MAE (S2) 085 074 070 066 069 069 059  065| 061 057  0.61 0.52
MSE (S2) 041 030 030  055|—-007 —024 —021 —0.00|—0.05 —0.13 —0.04  0.34
MAE (T1) 023 023 019  017] 030 050 042 048] 026 025 024 020
MSE (T1) 003 —020 —014 —0.14|-017 —048 —038 —046 | —0.03 -022 -019 —0.17
MAE (T2) 077 068 066  039] 040 057 048  037] 044 048 059  0.31
MSE (T2) 025 —0.03 —0.04  017|-0.12 —047 —043 —033|—-0.18 —037 —0.36  0.01
MAE (TOTAL) 062 054 053  038] 065 070 064  059] 059 055 058  0.38
MSE (TOTAL) —-0.09 -016 —0.16 002 | —0.43 —057 —053 —042|—-036 —042 -039 —0.11




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.
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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+4+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 GSCI1-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 24 747 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 7.7 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 GSCI1-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
H20 3 12.74 7.18 13.21 12.51 13.24
HF 2 16.20 9.59 16.79 15.98 16.80
HA4Si 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 1041 6.09 9.85 10.18 9.87
H2S(2B1) 3 10.48 6.15 9.87 10.16 9.91
HC1 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
02 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
CI2 2 11.77 7.29 10.11 11.07 10.12
FCI 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
BCl13 4 1191 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 3 937 4.94 8.47 9.32 8.54
CH20H 5 818 3.85 7.54 7.95 7.63
CH30 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 1347 8.04 12.20 12.64 12.34
H2CS 4 947 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
H6C20 9 10.89 6.17 10.45 10.28 10.86
H4C20 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 1348 7.73 13.36 13.33 13.37
H2N 3 1212 7.22 12.48 12.10 12.53
H2N2 4 10.28 5.64 9.21 9.85 9.25
H3N2 5 834 4.07 7.85 8.24 7.90
HOF 3 13.03 7.31 11.94 12.43 12.04
H285i 3 955 5.76 8.72 9.24 8.77
H3Si 4 8.86 5.12 8.26 8.71 8.34
H2Si2 4 822 4.92 7.21 7.7 7.38
H4Si2 6 8.36 5.24 7.63 8.05 8.30
H58Si2 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 9.5 5.48 8.92 9.16 9.04
H4C40 9 9.09 5.53 8.21 8.73 8.26
H5C4AN 10 8.42 5.01 7.64 8.10 7.88
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