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Abstract

A unitary coupled-cluster (UCC)-based self-consistent electron propagator theory
(EPT) is proposed for the description of electron-detached and electron-attached states.
Two practical schemes, termed IP/EA-UCC3 and IP/EA-qUCCSD, are developed and
implemented within the UCC singles and doubles (UCCSD) framework using the per-
turbative and commutator-based truncation strategy for the similarity-transformed
Hamiltonian H. The numerical performance of these UCC-based EPT methods is
extensively evaluated against full configuration interaction (FCI) reference data and

compared with established approaches, including IP/EA-ADC(3), IP/EA-ADC(4) and
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IP/EA-EOM-CCSD. Benchmark calculations demonstrate that IP-qUCCSD achieves
the highest overall accuracy among Hermitian ionized-state methods for one-hole (1h)-
dominated IPs of closed-shell systems, with a mean absolute deviation (MAD) of 0.19
eV and standard deviation (SD) of 0.13 eV. Remarkably, despite the absence of triple-
excitation contributions, IP-qUCCSD outperforms the higher-order ADC(4) method.
For one-particle (1p)-dominated EA calculations, all tested methods exhibit comparable

accuracy.

1 Introduction

Propagator theory provides a general and powerful framework in quantum chemistry for
describing the dynamical and response properties of many-electron systems through the for-
malism of propagators, also known as many-body Green’s functions.! !¢ It comprises two
principal branches: the polarization propagator theory (PPT) and electron propagator the-
ory (EPT). PPT characterizes neutral excitations by modeling how perturbations in the
electron density propagate through a correlated many-electron system, thereby yielding ex-
citation energies (EEs) and related properties. In contrast, EPT focuses on single-particle
propagation, providing direct access to electron binding energies, including ionization po-
tentials (IPs) and electron affinities (EAs). Together, PPT and EPT constitute a unified
theoretical formalism for describing both charged and neutral excitations in molecules and
condensed-phase systems. The present work focuses on EPT, while detailed developments
of PPT are presented in Refs. 5,17-48. Owing to its rigorous treatment of electron corre-
lation and its direct connection to optical and X-ray photoelectron spectra,*®°° EPT-based
approaches have become powerful and extensively developed tools for electronic-structure
and spectroscopic studies.

The electron propagator G(w) (one-particle Green’s function) is formally related to the
non-interacting Green’s function G°(w) through the Dyson equation, in which electron cor-

relation beyond the mean-field approximation and orbital relaxation effects are incorporated



via the nonlocal, frequency-dependent effective one-particle potential 3(w), commonly re-
ferred to as the self-energy. ' In practice, solving the Dyson equation requires suitable approx-
imations to X (w), which are typically constructed using diagrammatic perturbation theory.
This leads to a variety of finite-order perturbative expansion approaches, including the outer
valence Green’s function (OVGF) method,*?* the diagonal second order (D2) method,® 53
the diagonal third order (D3) method,® Dyson equation-based the algebraic diagrammatic
construction (Dyson-ADC) methods,??*5¢ the two-particle-one-hole Tamm-Dancoff approx-
imation (2p1h-TDA),5" the partial third-order (P3) method,® the quasiparticle third-order
(Q3) method,”® and the linear-order (L3) methods,”® along with their various renormal-

962 Collectively, these can be called Dyson-type approaches.

ized extensions and variants.
Within Dyson-type EPT, the electron-attachment and electron-detachment processes are
treated simultaneously through a coupled description of the (IV & 1)-electron states. On the
other hand, the electron propagator can be rigorously decomposed into a spectral represen-
tation by introducing a complete set of (N 4 1)-electron states and the exact ground-state
wavefunction. This decomposition naturally gives rise to forward and backward components
of electron propagator, corresponding to electron attachment and detachment, respectively.
Within this formulation, the approximated ground-state and the (IV 4 1)-electron states can
be employed explicitly, thereby avoiding the need to solve the Dyson equation; such methods
are therefore often referred to as non-Dyson (nD) approaches. In this context, several non-
Dyson approaches have been formulated and implemented, including the nD-D2, nD-D3,
nD-L3,%%% and nD-ADC methods.% % In contrast to Dyson-type methods, non-Dyson ap-
proaches decouple electron attachment and electron-detachment components of the electron
propagator, making them conceptually more transparent and computationally more efficient.
It is notable that the ADC family of methods is perhaps the most popular EPT/PPT ap-
proach, attracting considerable interest as a Hermitian excited-state framework that offers
a favorable balance between computational efficiency and accuracy. Over the past decades,

ADC methods for computing electron-detached and electron-attached energies, as well as



their related properties, have been systematically developed to various perturbative orders

through diagrammatic techniques, 6™ the intermediate state representation (ISR) frame-

Work, 30,65,71-77 67,78

and effective Liouvillean theory.
Among the various approaches related to EPT, those based on coupled-cluster the-
ory — such as the coupled-cluster Green’s function (CCGF) method,™® the symmetry-

adapted cluster configuration interaction (SAC-CI) method, 3¢ %°

and the equation-of-motion
coupled-cluster (EOM-CC)?"1% /linear-response CC (LR-CC) theories!*?1% — have es-
tablished themselves as state-of-the-art tools for the accurate and reliable description of
(N = 1)-electron states. 19113 In particular, the IP/EA-EOM-CC approaches provide a hier-
archy of size-consistent methods whose accuracy can be systematically improved by includ-
ing contributions from higher excitations, ranging from singles and doubles to triples and
even quadruples.'*12 However, because the similarity-transformed Hamiltonians in EOM-
CC/LR-CC methods are non-Hermitian, they may yield complex excitation energies,'** es-
pecially near conical intersections between electronic states of the same symmetry.!2>130
This limitation has motivated the development of Hermitian formulation within the CC
framework, 42-43,131-141

Beyond the methods discussed above, the self-consistent operator expansion offers an-
other valuable route for solving the equations of the polarization/electron propagator the-
ories. 1427144 Nearly forty years ago, Prof. Debashis Mukherjee and co-workers proposed a
compact formulation of self-consistent propagator theory that employs a unitary couple-
cluster (UCC) ground-state wavefunction together with a self-consistent excitation manifold
constructed from unitary-transformed excitation operator.'** This formulation uses the UCC
ansatz to generate N-representable ground and excited states, enabling a Hermitian and non-
perturbative treatment of neutral and charged excitations through the decoupling of forward
and backward propagator components. More recently, the working equation of UCC-based

self-consistent polarization propagator theory have been derived and implemented on effi-

cient computational platforms.*?>** Because the similarity-transformed Hamiltonian H in



UCC is non-terminating, two practical truncation schemes have been developed: a third-
order perturbative approach (UCC3)%? and a quadratic commutator-truncated approach
(qUCCSD).* These methods have been extensively benchmarked and consistently exhibit
systematic performance improvements from UCC3 to qUCCSD.** Notably, the strict third-
order UCC-PPT method (UCC3) has been shown to be formally equivalent to the strict
third-order ADC method (ADC(3)-s, commonly referred to ADC(3)).%* Subsequently, the
theoretical connection between UCC-based PPT and the intermediate state representation
(ISR) formulation of ADC methods has been established.?*%%1%> Building on this connec-
tion, UCC3 schemes for computing IPs and EAs have been implemented and benchmarked
against their ADC counterparts. 467148 Nevertheless, a rigorous and explicit derivation of
the working equations for UCC-based EPT using the self-consistent operator expansion is
still lacking. Moreover, qUCCSD approaches for IP and EA calculations have not yet to be
fully implemented and systematically benchmarked. It therefore remains an open question
whether the systematic improvements observed from UCC3 to qUCCSD within polarization
theory will extend in a similar manner to the electron propagator framework.

In this work, we rigorously derive the working equations of UCC-EPT based on the self-
consistent operator expansion and present implementations of both the third-order (IP/EA-
UCC3) and quadratic commutator-truncated (IP/EA-qUCCSD) approaches. By integrating
UCC theory with the self-consistent propagator framework, these methods provide a Her-
mitian, non-perturbative and systematically improvable alternative to conventional IP /EA-
EOM-CC approaches. Their performance is evaluated through extensive benchmarks against
established ADC methods and IP /EA-EOM-CCSD, enabling a direct assessment of accuracy,
robustness, and computational cost. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows:
section 2 presents the theoretical derivation of work equations and introduces the third-order
and quadratic UCCSD schemes for computing IPs and EAs; section 3 summarize the com-
putational details; section 4 discusses benchmark results and comparisons with EOM-CCSD,

two ADC methods, and two UCC-EPT approaches; and concluding remarks and outlooks



are given in section 5.

2 Theory

2.1 Electron propagator theory

A matrix element of the electron propagator G, ,(w) in the frequency domain is defined as
Gpr(w) = (UX[[ay, (] + H)™'al]_| W), (1)

where \I/g denotes the exact ground-state wavefunction of the N-electron system, and a
and a, are the fermionic creation and annihilation operators, respectively. The notation [ |-
represents the anticommutator, [A, B]- = AB + BA, and is used here because the expres-
sion contains an odd number of fermionic operators (either G, or af). The superoperator i
corresponds to the Hamiltonian H and acts on an arbitrary operator A via the commutator:
HA = [fl, H |, while the identity superoperator [ satisfies TA = A. The spectral representa-
tion of the one-particle propagator can be decomposed into forward G]‘; ~(w) and backward
G-

(W) components:

G G ) 2)
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where G (w) and G, (w) correspond to electron-attachment and electron-detachment pro-
cesses, respectively. The sets {UY ™} and {UX '} denote complete bases of (N + 1) and
(N —1)-electron states with associated energies EY ' and EY ~'. The exact ground-state and
excited-state wavefunctions are not accessible in practical implementations of electron prop-

agator theory. Therefore, approximate ground-state wavefunctions and incomplete manifold



of excited states are employed. To decouple the forward and backward components of the
propagator, the approximate wavefunction must satisfy the so-called “vacuum annihilation

6,142-144,149 anforce this decou-

condition” (VAC).%112143 Self_consistent propagator theories
pling by constructing self-consistent excitation operators that satisfy the VAC. The unitary
coupled-cluster (UCC) ansatz can be directly integrated into this self-consistent propaga-
tor framework. In recent years, UCC-based self-consistent polarization propagator theory
has been formulated, derived, and implemented.*?>** The generality of this formalism en-

ables its extension to a corresponding self-consistent electron propagator theory, providing

a foundation for UCC-based Hermitian approaches to (N =+ 1)-electron states.

2.2 UCC-based self-consistent electron propagator theory

The basic theoretical framework of UCC has been presented in our previous work.**%3 For
a self-contained presentation, we briefly recapitulate its key contents here. In UCC theory,
the ground-state wavefunction W, is written as a unitary exponential operator acting on a

reference state |®g), typically the Hartree-Fock determinant:
[Ter) = €7|Do). (5)

Unlike the conventional coupled-cluster theory, the cluster operator ¢ in UCC is defined as
6 =T —T" and is therefore anti-Hermitian, 67 = —4. Consequently, the wave operator e’
is unitary:

(") == (). (6)



In the UCC singles and doubles (UCCSD) model, the excitation and de-excitation operator

are

T = Za“{aT&Z}—i- ZO’ {alalaa,), (7)

abzy
= ) (e {ajad + Z( ) {alajaaa}, (8)

where {i,7,...}, {a,b,...} and {p,q,...} denote occupied, virtual, and arbitrary orbitals,
respectively, and o} and JZ‘-‘jb are the ground-state cluster amplitudes. The UCCSD ground-

state energy and amplitude equations are

By = (®o|H|P0), (9)

0 = (PH[Po), (10)

where {®;} comprises the singly and doubly excited determinants, i.e., {®¢} and {®¢’}. Here
H = e=9He? is the Hermitian similarity-transformed Hamiltonian. The projected amplitude
equations not only determine the ground-state amplitudes but also ensure the block-diagonal
structure of the matrix representation of the electron propagator, as discussed below.

In UCC-based self-consistent electron propagator theory, the self-consistent operator
manifolds for electron detachment and electron attachment are {2/} U {2;} and {2{} U
{Z4}, respectively. Both manifolds are formed from unitary-transformed excitation and de-
excitation operators,

= efble?, 2l =efble?, (11)

where b} and ZA)jL4 denote the original electron-detachment and electron-attachment operators,
respectively. In the UCCSD model, we adopt the form {b'} = {&;} U{a}a;a;} for electron de-

tachment and {b,} = {al}U{alala;} for electron attachment. To streamline the derivation,



we introduce the binary product notation
_ N t N
(X[Y) = (U, |[X, YT W), (12)

so that the electron propagator can be rewritten as

A

Grr(@) = (U [y, (w] + ) al)_| W) = (al(w] — B)a,). (13)

We introduce the superoperator resolution of identity within the subspaces spanned by the

self-consistent operators (including both electron-attachment and electron-detachment oper-

ators): 143

o= STl + Y 12h Gl (14)
(XIY) = Y (X[2a)(EalY) + Y (XIEDEY). (15)

A

By inserting the resolution of identity [eq. (14)-(15)] into the binary product form of G, (w)

leq. (13)], a matrix form of the electron propagator is obtained,
G(w)pr = M,D™ (w)M], (16)

where M, and M contain both electron-attachment and electron-detachment components,

My = (s 00 = (@l @loh)- (17)

f 25la,
M: _ (M—I—)B,r _ ( ‘ ) ' (18)

(ML) g, e



The matrix D has a 2 x 2 block structure,

D D _
D _ ++ + : (19)

D_. D__

with matrix elements

(Dai)ap = (Galwl — H)|2p), (20)
(D_ )1y = (il — 1|5, (21)
(Dy)as = (al(wl — H)[ZD), (22)
(D_ s = (Efl(wl — H)|2p) (23)

According to VAC, the off-diagonal blocks simplify to
(Dy-)ag = (@o|babs H|Po) =0, (24)
(D)1 = — (@0 HO}bY| @) = 0. (25)

A product of electron-attachment and electron-detachment operators (b4b; and ZA)EZA);) consti-
tutes a conventional excitation operator; hence bi,bt|®,) and (®g|b4b; correspond to excited
determinants and their Hermitian conjugates. Therefore, eq. (24)-(25) are precisely the pro-
jected UCC amplitude equations. It follows that D is block-diagonal and the forward and

backward components of electron propagator decouple:

D= . (26)

10



The diagonal blocks D, and D__ comprise matrix elements of H:

(Dy)ap = dapw — (H)ap, (H)ap = ($o|bafbl|Dy), (27)

(D__)py=6bryw— (H)ry,  (H)pr = (Polb HbS ). (28)

The energies of electron-detached and electron-attached states are obtained from the poles
of the corresponding electron propagator components, leading to eigenvalue equations for

the transformed Hamiltonian A within the spaces spanned by {b}} and {b',}:

Z(H)IJCJK = FrCrk, Z(E)ABCBL = ErCyr. (29)
7 B

The corresponding wavefunctions are
U =" Creeb}|@o), TPA =" Care’d)y|y). (30)
I A

These eigenvalue equations can also be derived within the intermediate-state representa-
tions by employing 2/ W,.) = e?b!|®,) and 21| ¥,,) = 7!, |®y) as the basis for representing
the Hamiltonian.3? Within this framework, several related methods have been developed,
including IP/EA-ADC(3) and IP/EA-UC(C3.7476:147,148

It is important to emphasize that when a complete set of self-consistent operator mani-
folds is employed, the decoupling between the forward and backward components of electron
propagator is exact. The truncation of the excitation manifolds introduces approximations.
For example, the UCCSD amplitude equations guarantee the vanishing of single and double
excitations/de-excitations in H, yielding exact decoupling between single excitation in the
forward propagator and single de-excitations in the backward propagator. By contrast, the

decoupling between single excitations in G, and double de-excitations in G, as well as

. TEIMNAINS apProx-

between double excitations in G/, and single/double de-excitations in G

imate because the triple and quadruple excitation/de-excitation terms in H do not vanish.

11



Consequently, the eigenvalue equations [eq. (29)| neglect these residual couplings. Never-
theless, since the one-particle electron propagator theory is primarily used for describing
(N =+ 1)-electron states with dominant single-particle or single-hole character, the exact de-
coupling of single excitations and single de-excitations within the UCCSD-based electron
propagator framework is particularly attractive and useful feature.

Within UCCSD model, the components of H relevant to the ground-state energy Eg,
the amplitude equations (H,; and Hyy;;), and the IP/EA eigenvalue equations can be sum-

marized as

_ 1~
H = E,+ ((Hai{dldi} +5 ab,ij{agagaj&i}) +h.c.) + ( {ala;

ij, ka{a a; aaak}

l\.’)lr—\

b
_ A 1 - T _ ST
gaialaiaag) + 1 abeal @l abaqac} +Hm,bj{a1alajab}> (

ab,ci{dldz&idc}> + hC> . (31)
The eigenvalue equations for electron-detached (ionized) states can be written in block form

iy Hinoonp Cin _ Cin . (32)

Honip—1n  Honp—onip | | Conip Contp
Here, Hyn_1p is the “one-hole — one-hole” block involving H,], Hy, on1p and thlp 1n are the
“one-hole — two-hole-one-particle” and “two-hole-one-particle — one-hole” blocks involving
Hij,;w and ﬁka,ij, respectively; and thlp,ghlp is the “two-hole-one-particle — two-hole-one-
particle” block involving H,], H,, ﬁij,kly and Hia’bj. Similarly, the eigenvalue equation for
electron-attached states takes the block form

Hip 1y Hip1nzp Cip _ pPEA (33)

H1h2p71p H1h2p71h2p Clh2p Cthp

Here, Hlp_lp refers to the “one-particle — one-particle” block involving H Hlp_lhgp and

12



thgp_lp are the “one-particle - one-hole-two-particle” and “one-hole-two-particle — one-
particle” blocks involving Hci,ab and ﬁab’ci, respectively; and H- 1h2p—1h2p 18 the “one-hole-two-
particle — one-hole-two-particle” block involving _,-j, H,, Hab,cd, and Em,bj-

In contrast to CC theory, where H is non-Hermitian and its commutator expansion
terminates at quadruple excitations, the H in UCC theory is Hermitian and features a
non-terminating commutator expansion. We adopt a commutator expansion for H with

Bernoulli-number prefactors,

H=H'+H'+H>+H +---, (34)
H =F+V, (35)
' = [F,6]+ 5[V,6] + 5[Vi, o, (30)
1 = [[Vx,81,6] + 5 [17,611,6] + § 1V, 611,61 37)
1 = {1V, 8] 61,61 + [V 61 61 6]+ 117,611, 611,8] — o117, 61. 81,61

o [V, 1, 1,61, (3)

where “N” denotes the part of an operator consisting of excitation and de-excitation com-
ponents of the target operator, while “R” refers to the reminder that excludes the “N” part.
The Hamiltonian operator H is decomposed into the Fock operator F and the fluctuation

operator V', written in normal-ordered second-quantized form as

~ i ~ 1 TR
F=3 folalay +) falaa), V= 1 > (pallrs){abataa,}. (39)
i ab

pgrs

This Bernoulli expansion avoids the commutators of order higher than the single commutator
with respect to F and provides a compact form suitable for practical UCCSD implementa-
tions. By applying Lowdin partitioning'®® to eq. (32) and (33), the terms associated with

the 2hlp (or 1h2p) excitations can be folded into the 1h—1h (or 1p—1p) block. This yields to

13



the following energy-dependent eigenvalue equation for the 1h-1h (or 1p-1p) block:

— — — 71 —
[th—lh + Hin—onip (B — Honip—on1p) H2h1p—1h} Cin-mn = E"Ciom, (40)

— — — 71 —
[Hlp—lp + Hlp—1h2p (EEA - H1h2p—1h2p) th2p—1p:| C11p—1p - EEAClp—lp' (4]-)

In these equations, Hyy,_i,(or Hy,_1,) primarily governs states dominated by the single-
hole (or single-particle) character. The term Hy,_on1p(E™ — Honip-onip)  Honip1n (o1
Hip 1nop(E® — Hipop 1nop) ' Hingp-1p) can be viewed as corrections to the leading block.
A balanced truncation scheme for practical UCC-EPT requires a consistent approximation
level for both the dominant and correction terms. Specifically, the expansion terms re-
tained in Hyy,_y, (or Hy, 1) should be one order higher than those in Hiyy onip/Honip—1n
(or Hip 1nap/Hinzp—1p), and two orders higher than those in Honip_onip (0r Hinzp_1n2p). To
achieve third order accuracy within Mgller Plesset (MP) perturbation theory for single-hole
(or single-particle)-dominated states, the terms in Hy,_q;, (or I:Ilp_lp) should be evaluated
through third order, the terms in Hyy onip/Honip-1n (08 Hip_1n2p/Hinzp—1p) through second
order, and Hop1p_on1p (0r Hingp-1nap) through first order. In addition, the two UCCSD am-
plitude equations, H,; = 0 and Hab’ij = 0, used to iteratively optimize the ground-state
amplitudes, can also be evaluated through third order. By analogy with UCC3 in UCC-
PPT,*? this formulation is termed the IP/EA-UCC3 scheme. For further simplification,
substituting the MP3 ground-state amplitudes directly into IP/EA-UCC3 yields a perturba-
tive variant — the strict version of IP/EA-UCC3 (IP/EA-UCC3-s), which is equivalent to the
IP/EA-ADC(3) method. 7® An alternative and natural truncation strategy for UCC-based
methods is truncation by commutator order. One of the simplest such models in UCC-PPT
is the quadratic UCCSD (qUCCSD) scheme.?? Following this strategy, the IP/EA-qUCCSD
scheme is readily formulated for calculating IPs and EAs. In IP/EA-qUCCSD, both the
ground-state amplitude equations and F[lh,lh(or ﬁlp,lp) block in the electron-detached(or

-attached) state eigenvalue equations are truncated to include double commutators between

14



V and & in the Bernoulli expansion. Simultaneously, Elh_ghlp and _thlp_lh (or Hlp_lhgp
and H 1h2p—1p) are truncated to the single-commutator level, while F[2h1pf2h1p (or H 1h2p—1h2p)
is truncated to the bare Hamiltonian. Compared with IP/EA-UCC3 scheme, the IP/EA-
qUCCSD approach includes additional higher-order contributions arising from the commu-
tator structure in both the amplitude equations and electron-detached (or attached)-state
eigenvalue equations. In principle, this leads to a systematic improvement over the IP /EA-

UCC3 method.

2.3 The working equations for the IP(EA)-qUCCSD scheme

The working equations for the IP(EA)-qUCCSD method are derived using the Bernoulli ex-
pansion of H (as outlined in the previous subsection), together with diagrammatic techniques
analogous to those employed in UCC-PPT. The expressions for the ground-state energy and
the two amplitude equations are identical to those in qUCCSD. For completeness, the rele-
vant formulas are collected in the Appendix. Here we focus on the contributions to H that
enter the various blocks of the electron-detachment and electron-attachment [(/N+1)-electron
state| eigenvalue equations.

In the IP-qUCCSD approach, the “1h-1h” block of the electron-detachment eigenvalue

equation arises solely from H;;, truncated at the double-commutator level. The resulting

15



IP—qUCCSD

expressions for H can be decomposed as

H}]P—qUCCSD — HO + Hl + ny’ (42)
F[ilj = Z (ik||ab)o b 4 Z ik||ja)op + h.c., (44)
kab ka
_ 1
HY = (Z 2<O'kl) (icllal)oy + Z (o) (im|| k1Yol —I—hc)
klabc klmab
1
- Z 2(0kl) (im|| 1) Ukm+z (o) (iclljbyory
kimab klabc
1 1
v (Z LoD bllac)ot — 37 (o Gillak)ost + 3 2 (oh) ikl ja)ofy + h. )
kabc klab klab
+ (Z (ik||ab)o§oy, +Z (o) “(ibl|ak)o§ + h. c)
kab kab
> (o) (iklljlyof + > (of)* (ialljb) oy (45)
kla kab
The H 1h—2n1p block contains only H ilfl;quCCSD, expanded to the single-commutator level:
Hiljl‘::k_aqUCCSD = Hg ka+sz ka> (46)
Hyy, = (ij|ka), (47)
= . abrx - | R 1,
Hy = PGif) ) (o8 (bR + 5(037) (bellak) + > 5 {ilba)er;
Ib be b
> (o) (ijllkly — P(if) Y (o%)*(ibllak). (48)
1 b

The Hopyp-1n block contains Hy, ;;, the Hermitian conjugate of Hyjra, i-€., Hijra = (Hyaij)*

In addition to H 9 disscussed above, the Hthp on1p block also contains the bare Hamiltonian

16



terms corresponding to HY, HC , ., and ]:I%M, which are given by

ab) “ia,by
Hy, YOS = 1Y = fu, (49)
Higy 0 = Hj,,; = (ia]bj), (50)
~1P—qUCCS
HgquU b= szkl (i7[|kL). (51)

Similarly, in the EA-qUCCSD scheme, the “1p-1p” block of the electron-attachment eigen-
value equation contains only contributions from H,,, truncated at the double-commutator

level. The corresponding expressions are

HCI;ZI;AiqUCCSD = Hy,+ H,, + H2, (52)
[j[(?b = fab; (53>
ﬁib:—z4(zgl\bc lops +Z aillbeyof + h.c., (54)

ijc ic
I 1 cd\* -\ _ca 1 ac
H? = <_ > 5 (o) (kd||bj)osy — > S (df) (df||cbyols + h. c>
z’jkcd ijedf
c 1 cd\* . c
+ Z ( f;d) ad||bc>alfj ~3 Z (O'ijd> (k‘a||jb>0i,f
wcdf ijked
1 x . N ac 1 c
+ (Z 1 (cr;) (1k||bj)os — Z 5 ( j) (ic||bd) O' Z : za||cb>al-]‘-j + h.c.)
ijkc ijed ijed
+ > Z(zy”bc)a Z 1 (c€)" (ic||bj)o + h.c.
12 jc jc 2 ! '
- Z " (jallib)of + Z " (ad||bc)ot (55)
ijc icd

EA-qUOCSD

ciab , expanded up to the single-commutator level.

The H 1p—1n2p block includes only

17



rTEA—qUCCSD
Hab,ci

It is the Hermitian conjugate of , which contributes to the H 1h2p—1p block:

_tlzié;:“c;qUCCSD = Hc(t)b,ci_’_H;b,ci? (56)
Hgo = (ablei), (57)
= 4 L, . L, .. g
Hy; = Plab)y (ajlled)oly + §(Jk||62><fjf$ -> 5(05)" (abll57)
jd kj J

+ ) (ablled)of — P(ab) > (aj]ci)o’. (58)

d J

The Hinop_1n2p consists of the bare Hamiltonian contributions HY,, ﬁ?j,

70 70
HY, .r and A

ia,bj*

In fact, H%,, H®, and H?

ab> Hijs ja,pj 111 Hinop—1n2p block are identical to those in Hapip—on1p block:

~IP—qUCCSD __ 77EA—qUCCSD

r7IP—qUCCSD __ 7EA—qUCCSD
Hab - Hab ’ ia,bj — *Tia,bj

~1P—qUCCSD 7EA—qUCCSD
) Hz'j 4 = Hij 4

(59)

The F[(iﬁ;qUCCSD contributes exclusively to F[zhlp,ghlp and equals the bare Hamiltonian,

Heyog™ 0 = Hpy g = (abl]cd). (60)

It is worth noting that the amplitude equations and target-state eigenvalue equations in the
[P /EA-UCC3 scheme constitute a subset of those in IP/EA-qUCCSD. Thus, IP/EA-UCC3

can be straightforwardly obtained by omitting terms beyond third order in the qUCCSD

[IP—auCcsD

ground-state amplitude equations and in the Hy, {} / FEA—qUCCSD

Ip—1p block; terms be-

: 7IP—qUCCSD  7IP—qUCCSDY ; 77EA—qUCCSD [ 77EA—qUCCSD _
yond second order in the Hyy "o 0" (Hoyy U0 ) /) Hyy hop  (Hypop o1, ) blocks; and

terms beyond first order in the Héﬁl_pq—Uz?fs b / H ﬁé;‘lljhczgSD block. The connection between
IP/EA-UCC3 and IP/EA-ADC(3) has been discussed in refs. 147 and 148. Figure 1 illus-
trates the block structure and constituents of H in the electron-attachment and electron-

detachment eigenvalue equations discussed above. For comparison, the corresponding UCC3

block structure and components are also shown.
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2.4 Relation between working equations of UCC-EPT and UCC-

PPT

Both electron propagator theory (EPT) and polarization propagator theory (PPT) originate
from the many-body Green’s function formalism. EPT employs the one-particle Green’s
function to describe single-electron propagation and thus treats electron-detachment [(N—1)-
electron state| and electron-attachment |(/V + 1)-electron state| processes. By contrast, PPT
uses the two-particle (“particle-hole” pair) Green’s function to characterize the response of the
electron density to an external perturbation, making it suitable for computing neutral excita-
tion in an N-electron system. At the level of working equations, UCC-based EPT and PPT
share the same ground-state amplitude equations for a given truncation scheme. Moreover,
the structure of the (/N £ 1)-electron state eigenvalue equations in UCC-EPT closely paral-
lels that of the excited-state eigenvalue equations in UCC-PPT. Within the UCCSD model,
both frameworks yield 2 x 2 block-type eigenvalue equations. In the qUCCSD scheme, the
Hgg block plays a leading role in determining the accuracy of excitation energies dominated
by single-excitation character; analogously, the Hyy, 1, and Hy, 1, blocks primarily govern
the accuracy of IPs for 1h-dominated electron-detached states and EAs for 1p-dominated
electron-attached state, respectively. Hence, each corresponding block in the 2 x 2 block ma-
trices serves a comparable role within the eigenvalue equations of the two frameworks. The
key distinction between UCC-EPT and UCC-PPT lies in the specific terms included in the
respective blocks: each block in the (N £ 1)-electron state eigenvalue equations of UCC-EPT
contains a subset of the terms present in the corresponding excited-state eigenvalue equations
of UCC-PPT. The relevant H components of the qUCCSD and IP /EA-qUCCSD eigenvalue
equations are summarized in Table 1. In the IP-qUCCSD scheme, the Hyp_1n, th_ghlp,
and F_Ighlp,lh blocks draw their contributions solely from I:Iij, _ijyka, and Hci,ab, respectively
— terms that also constitute parts of Hgg, Hsp and Hpg in qUCCSD. The Hpp block in
qUCCSD includes an additional Hyy, .4 contribution that is absent from the Hopyp_onip block
of IP-qUCCSD. Analogous relationships hold for the EA-qUCCSD method. Consequently,
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once UCC-PPT equations are derived and implemented, the corresponding UCC-EPT for-
mulations can be constructed directly and efficiently, since all required H terms are already
available within the UCC-PPT framework.

The overall formal scalings of the ground-state amplitude equations and the (N =+ 1)-
electron state eigenvalue equations in the IP/EA-qUCCSD method are O(N®) and O(N?),
respectively — identical to those of IP/EA-EOM-CCSD. Because the ground-state theory
of IP/EA-qUCCSD is the same as that of qUCCSD, the computational cost of solving the
ground-state amplitude equations is approximately twice that of a CCSD calculation.** Com-
pared with IP/EA-ADC(3) (also referred to as IP/EA-UCC3-s), both IP/EA-qUCCSD and
IP/EA-UCC3 are substantially more demanding, as they require iterative optimizations of
the ground-state amplitudes rather than using perturbative amplitudes. The solutions of the
eigenvalue equations for IP- and EA-qUCCSD scale as O(N2N2) and O(N,N?2), respectively,
matching the formal scaling of IP/EA-EOM-CCSD. In practice, however, IP /EA-qUCCSD
is slightly less computationally expensive than IP/EA-EOM-CCSD because the eigenvalue
equations contain no three-body terms. The construction of the similarity-transformed
Hamiltonian H in the IP/EA-qUCCSD also scales as O(N®), as in qUCCSD. In contrast,
UCC-EPT calculations are generally less computationally intensive than qUCCSD, since
fewer H terms appear in the various blocks of the eigenvalue equations — particularly in the
dominant-cost blocks Hy,_1, for IP-qUCCSD and Fllp_lp for EA-qUCCSD. On the other
hand, IP /EA-qUCCSD remains somewhat more expensive than IP /EA-EOM-CCSD because
additional O(N2N?2) and O(N2N?) terms are required when constructing H, especially in
these dominant-cost blocks. Nevertheless, these O(N%)-scaling intermediates are computed

only once and can be reused in subsequent solutions of the eigenvalue equations.
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3 Computational details

The IP/EA-UCC3 and IP/EA-qUCCSD methods were implemented in the PySCF software

! using generalized orbital formulation. Building on existing UCC3 and qUCCSD

package !
implementations, the programs for IP/EA-UCC3 and IP/EA-qUCCSD described in section
2 were reorganized and extended. The correctness of the UCC3 and qUCCSD implementa-
tions in PySCF was verified by comparison with our earlier implementation in the X2CSOCC
module!*? of the CFOUR program. '5315* Benchmark calculations of one-hole (1h)-dominated
IPs were performed using the dataset from ref. 75 and compared against IP-EOM-CCSD,
[P-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), and IP-UCC3. This benchmark set comprises 25 IPs from closed-
shell systems (six neutral molecules and four anions) and 17 IPs from open-shell systems
(two radicals, three neutral triplet molecules, and four radical anions), providing a broad
and representative assessment. Reference IPs were obtained from full configuration interac-
tion (FCI) calculations, with the exception of CO, HCN, NO, , NO,* and HCN®* | which
were calculated using configuration interaction with singles, doubles, triples, and quadru-
ples (CISDTQ). In addition, a dataset'®® of 201 lh-dominated IPs was used for further
benchmarking. In this dataset, high-level reference values were computed using the IP-
EOM-CCSDT method. The set spans 42 molecules with closed-shell singlet ground states,
offering a robust statistical basis for error analysis. Benchmark calculations of EAs dom-
inated by one-particle (1p)-dominated EAs were conducted using the dataset from ref. 76
and compared with EA-EOM-CCSD, EA-ADC(3), EA-ADC(4), and EA-UCC3. This EA
benchmark dataset includes 35 EAs from 10 closed-shell systems (seven neutral molecules
and three cations) containing up to three second-row atoms, as well as 16 EAs from 8
open-shell systems (two radicals, three neutral triplet molecules, and three radical cations).
Reference EAs were obtained using FCI or, for CO, HCN, NO," and NO,*, CISDTQ. To
enable comparison with existing ADC benchmarks, all datasets were selected to match the
statistical scopes reported in prior studies.” "7 In all calculations, the 1s orbitals of non-

hydrogen atoms were kept frozen. Detailed geometries of all test systems and the basis sets
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employed are provided in the Supporting Information (SI) or in the original reference and

their respective supporting Information.7%76:155

4 Results and discussion

4.1 Benchmark calculations of ionization potentials (IPs)

A statistical analysis of the deviations in 25 IPs for closed-shell reference states, calculated
by IP-qUCCSD, IP-UCC3, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), and IP-EOM-CCSD relative to FCI
reference data, is presented in Table 2. The corresponding vertical IPs computed with these
methods are listed in Table S1 of the Supporting Information. For Hermitian excited-state
methods, the two UCC-based approaches generally outperform the ADC counterparts for 1h-
dominated electron-detached states. This trend contrasts with that observed for excitation
energies (EEs), where qUCCSD performs nealy identically to ADC(3).%%° Specifically, IP-
UCCS3 yields a mean absolute deviation (MAD) comparable to IP-ADC(4) but with a lower
standard deviation (SD), whereas IP-qUCCSD further improves upon IP-ADC(4), reducing
the MAD and SD by 30% and 52%, respectively. In principle, IP-ADC(3), IP-UCC3 and IP-
qUCCSD can all be regarded as “third-order methods”, capable of achieving IPs accurate to at
least third order. In IP-qUCCSD, iterative optimization of ground-state amplitudes, together
with fourth- and fifth-order contributions entering via the double commutator in the electron-
detachment eigenvalue equation, yields a noticeably improved description of 1h-dominated
[Ps compared to IP-ADC(3). From a theoretical perspective, one would therefore expect
IP-ADC(4) — a formal fourth-order method — to surpass both IP-UCC3 and IP-qUCCSD
in accuracy. However, IP-qUCCSD clearly outperforms IP-ADC(4) despite omitting triple-
excitation contributions and the fourth-order terms arising from the triple commutators.
A comparison of the mean deviation (MD), maximum positive deviation (MaxD(+)), and
minimum negative deviation (MinD(-)) between IP-ADC(3) and IP-ADC(4), along with

their deviation distributions (Figure 2), shows that IP-ADC(3) tends to overestimate IPs,
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whereas IP-ADC(4) tends to underestimate them. When IP-ADC(2) and other IP-ADC(4)
variants are also considered,”” an oscillatory convergence pattern emerges within the ADC
family, with ADC(4) apparently overcorrecting the deficiencies of ADC(3). This behavior
suggests that simply increasing the perturbative order does not necessarily lead to systematic
accuracy improvements in perturbative excited-state methods, which may partly explain IP-
qUCCSD’s unexpectedly superior performance relative to IP-ADC(4).

Similar to the UCC3 versus qUCCSD case, *** IP-qUCCSD consistently improves upon
IP-UCCS3, reducing the MAD and SD by 0.06 eV and 0,05 eV, respectively. Among the
four Hermitian methods evaluated, IP-qUCCSD delivers the best overall numerical perfor-
mance. This conclusion is further supported by benchmark calculations of 201 IPs with
closed-shell reference states from the CGB dataset reported in Ref 155. The complete list
of IPs computed using the examined methods is provided in Table S4 of the Supporting
Information. As shown in Table 3, the deviation statistics increase for all methods on the
larger CGB dataset. The expanded dataset and the use of IP-EOM-CCSDT reference values
significantly affect the deviation distributions, particularly by amplifying both MaxD(+) and
MinD(-) across methods. Despite the resulting increases in MAD and SD for the UCC-based
approaches, IP-UCC3 performs comparably to IP-ADC(4), while IP-qUCCSD maintains a
clear advantage, with MAD and SD values lower than those of IP-ADC(4) by 0.04 ¢V and
0.05 eV, respectively. Overall, IP-qUCCSD remains the most accurate of the four Hermitian
methods examined. On the 25-IP dataset, IP-EOM-CCSD attains slightly higher accuracy
than IP-qUCCSD, with a lower MAD of 0.11 ¢V and the same SD of 0.13 eV. However,
When applied to the CGB dataset, both IP-EOM-CCSD and IP-qUCCSD show increased
deviations, with a more pronounced deterioration for IP-EOM-CCSD (its MAD and SD
more than double relative to the 25-IP set). In this case, [IP-qUCCSD matches the MAD of
IP-EOM-CCSD but achieves a lower SD of 0.22 eV and exhibits less severe negative outlier.
Within the exception of IP-ADC(4), all methods tend to overestimate the vertical IPs. The

MD, MaxD(+) and MinD(-) values for IP-UCC3 and IP-qUCCSD reveal a decreasing de-
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gree of overestimation, further underscoring the systematic improvement from IP-UCC3 to
[P-qUCCSD. Taken together, these statistical results indicate that the performance of IP-
qUCCSD approaches that of IP-EOM-CCSD. This finding highlights the potential for further
development of more accurate methods within the UCC-EPT framework, both to explore
the limitations of the current UCCSD model and to clarify the correspondence between the
UCCSD truncation scheme and IP-EOM-CCSD accuracy.

By utilizing different reference states, IP/EA methods can target (N 4 1)-electron states
that differ by a single electron from the reference. It is therefore essential to assess UCC-
EPT performance for systems with open-shell references. Table 4 summarizes the statistical
deviations for 17 lh-character IPs with open-shell reference from ref. 75, computed by IP-
qUCCSD, IP-UCC3, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), and IP-EOM-CCSD relative to FCI. The full
list of calculated IPs is provided in Table S3 of the Supporting Information. Among the five
methods, IP-ADC(4) delivers the highest accuracy and precision, reflecting the important
role of triple excitations in computing IPs for open-shell reference systems. For IP-qUCCSD,
the MAD and SD exceed those of IP-ADC(4) both by about 0.03 eV, and its MaxD(+) is
substantially larger. Nevertheless, a slight improvement over IP-UCC3 persists for open-
shell systems. Overall, IP-qUCCSD performs nearly on par with IP-EOM-CCSD and clearly
surpasses IP-ADC(3).

4.2 Benchmark calculations of electron affinities (EAs)

A statistical analysis of deviations in 35 EAs with closed-shell reference states and 16 EAs
with open-shell reference states, calculated using EA-qUCCSD, EA-UCC3, EA-ADC(3), EA-
ADC(4), and EA-EOM-CCSD relative to FCI reference data, is presented in Table 5 and
Table 6, respectively. The complete sets of EAs computed by these methods are documented
in Table S6 and S7 of the Supporting Information. For 1p-dominated EAs with closed-shell
references, the methods show no significant difference: all yield MADs of approximately 0.05

eV and SDs around 0.10 eV. Across methods, the EA deviations fall within roughly -0.20 eV
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to +0.50 eV. Unlike the IP case, no clear improvement is observed when moving from ADC(3)
to ADC(4) or from UCC3 to qUCCSD; three CC-based methods display a slight tendency
to underestimate EAs on average (Figure 3). Over the 10 closed-shell molecules examined,
the Hermitian methods perform comparably to EA-EOM-CCSD, producing accurate and
reliable electron-attachment energies. For 1p-character EAs with open-shell references, EA-
ADC(4) demonstrates the highest accuracy and precision among all methods, with a MAD
of 0.03 eV and an SD of 0.06 eV — as expected for a higher-order approach relative to the
other Hermitian methods. Although the MAD and SD of EA-EOM-CCSD are higher than
those of EA-ADC(4) by 0.05 €V and 0.06 eV, respectively, it still outperforms the other
three Hermitian methods. The performance of EA-qUCCSD closely matches that of EA-
ADC(3), consistent with trends reported for excitation-energy benchmarks of qUCCSD and
ADC(3). By contrast, EA-UCCS3 is slightly worse than EA-ADC(3), suggesting that higher-
order contributions beyond third order — arising from the ground-state amplitude equations

and the electron-attachment eigenvalue equations — tend to overcorrect the EAs.

5 Conclusion and outlook

In this work, we derived the working equations of unitary coupled-cluster (UCC) based
electron propagator theory using self-consistent operator manifolds. Tow practical schemes
within the UCCSD model were implemented for computing ionization potentials (IPs) and
electron affinities (EAs): a perturbation-truncated approach (IP/EA-UCC3) and a commutator-
truncated approach (IP/EA-qUCCSD). Benchmark calculations across five datasets were
used to assess the accuracy and precision of IP/EA-UCC3 and IP/EA-qUCCSD for 1h-
dominated IPs and 1p-dominated EAs. For systems with closed-shell reference states, IP-
qUCCSD achieved the highest accuracy among the Hermitian methods considered, outper-
forming both formally third-order approaches — IP-UCC3 and IP-ADC(3) — and even the
higher-order IP-ADC(4). For open-shell systems, IP-qUCCSD performed comparably to IP-
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ADC(4); in both closed- and open-shell systems, a consistent improvement from UCC3 to
qUCCSD was observed. For EAs with closed-shell references, all tested methods exhibit
nearly identical performance. For the open-shell systems, EA-qUCCSD attained accuracy
similar to EA-ADC(3), reflecting trends seen for excitation energy calculations, whereas EA-
ADC(4) outperformed all other methods, as expected for a higher-order approach. Over-
all, UCC-based self-consistent electron propagator theory offers a promising framework for
developing higher-order and non-perturbative Hermitian methods for IP and EA calcu-
lations. Future work will focus on developing and implementing advanced commutator-
truncation schemes — such as extended qUCCSD schemes (IP/EA-eqUCCSD) and cubic
UCCSD schemes (IP/EA-cUCCSD)) — to further improve accuracy and explore the limits

of UCCSD-based self-consistent electron propagator theory.
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(H) and amplitude equations in practical UCC-based electron propagator implementations.
In the UCC3 scheme, the superscripts on H denote the perturbation order to which both
H and the amplitude equations are expanded in each block. In the qUCCSD scheme, the

superscripts instead indicate commutator rank, as defined in eq (34) -(38).
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Table 1: Components of H in the target eigenvalue equations for qUCCSD, IP-qUCCSD, and

EA-qUCCSD.
qUCCSD IP-qUCCSD EA-qUCCSD
Hssi Hij; Haba Hia,bj th—lh: Hij Hlp—lpi Hab

Hsp: Heiaby Hijkar Hive,ajk
Hps: Hap,ci, Hrayijy Hajk,ive

Hpp: Hij, Hapy, Hia gy Hijkis Hap,ed

Hin_onip: Hijka
Honip—1n: Hiayij

Honip—onip:Hij, Hapy, Hiapj, Hij

H1p71h2p: Hcim,b
H1h2p71p: Hab,ci

Hinop—1nepiHij, Hap, Hiapj, Hap,ca

Table 2: Statistical deviations (eV) for 25 1h-dominated ionization potentials computed
with IP-EOM-CCSD, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD relative to
FCI reference data®. All systems have closed-shell reference states.

Method MD MAD SD MaxD(+) MinD(-)
CCSD 0.03 0.11 0.13 0.27 -0.24
ADC(3) 0.26 0.31 0.29 0.84 -0.19
ADC(4) -0.25 0.27 0.27 0.09 -0.84
UCC3 0.27 0.27 0.18 0.61 -0.05
qUCCSD 0.18 0.19 0.13 0.46 -0.09

a“MD”, “MAD”, “SD”, “MaxD(+)”, and “MinD(-)” denote the mean deviation, mean

absolute deviation, standard deviation, maximum positive deviation, and minimum

negative deviation, respectively, relative to the FCI or CISDTQ reference values re-

ported in ref. 75.
b Ref. 77.
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Table 3: Statistical deviations (eV) for 201 1h-dominated ionization potentials computed with
[P-EOM-CCSD, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD relative to IP-EOM-
CCSDT reference values in the CGB dataset®. All systems have closed-shell reference states.

Method MD MAD SD MaxD(+) MinD(-)
CCSD 0.19 0.24 0.28 0.89 -2.52
ADC(3) 0.27 0.35 0.35 1.29 -0.83
ADC(4) -0.25 0.27 0.27 0.17 -1.44
UCC3 0.26 0.30 0.27 0.99 -0.83
qUCCSD 0.18 0.23 0.22 1.00 -0.63

2 “MD”, “MAD”, “SD”, “MaxD(+)”, and “MinD(-)” denote the mean deviation, mean abso-

lute deviation, standard deviation, maximum positive deviation, and minimum negative

deviation, resepctively, relative to the IP-EOM-CCSDT reference values reported in ref.

155.
b Ref. 77.

29



Table 4: Statistical deviations (eV) for 17 1h-dominated ionization potentials computed with
[P-EOM-CCSD, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD relative to FCI reference
data®. All systems have open-shell reference states.

Method MD MAD SD MaxD(-+) MinD(-)
CCSD 0.04 0.16 0.22 0.34 -0.63
ADC(3) 0.12 0.24 0.34 0.91 -0.63
ADC(4)P -0.16 0.16 0.20 0.03 -0.63
UCcs 0.11 0.20 0.26 0.58 -0.54
qUCCSD 0.06 0.18 0.23 0.44 -0.58

2 “MD”, “MAD”, “SD”, “MaxD(+)”, and “MinD(-)” denote the mean deviation, mean absolute
deviation, standard deviation, maximum positive deviation and minimum negative devia-
tion, respectively, relative to the FCI or CISDTQ reference values reported in ref. 75.

b Ref. 77.

Table 5: Statistical deviations (eV) for 35 electron affinities computed with IP-EOM-
CCSD, TIP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD relative to FCI reference
data®. All systems have closed-shell reference states.

Method MD MAD SD MaxD(+) MinD(-)
CCSD 0.01 0.06 0.11 0.48 -0.21
ADC(3) 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.37 -0.07
ADC(4)" 0.04 0.05 0.10 0.50 -0.03
ucC3 0.01 0.05 0.10 0.41 -0.12
qUCCSD 0.01 0.05 0.10 0.42 -0.12

a “MD”, “MAD”, “SD”, “MaxD(+)”, and “MinD(-)” denote the mean deviation, mean
absolute deviation, standard deviation, maximum positive deviation and minimum
negative deviation, respectively, relative to the FCI or CISDT(Q reference values re-
ported in ref. 76.

b Ref. 77.
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Table 6: Statistical deviations (eV) for 16 electron affinities computed with IP-EOM-
CCSD, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD relative to FCI reference
data®. All systems have open-shell reference states.

Method MD MAD SD MaxD(-+) MinD(-)
CCSD -0.04 0.08 0.12 0.24 -0.29
ADC(3) -0.13 0.17 0.22 0.16 -0.59
ADC(4)P 0.01 0.03 0.06 0.16 -0.15
UCcs -0.15 0.20 0.28 0.36 -0.79
qUCCSD -0.13 0.17 0.24 0.30 -0.68

a“MD”, “MAD”, “SD”, “MaxD(+)”, and “MinD(-)” denote the mean deviation, mean
absolute deviation, standard deviation, maximum positive deviation and minimum
negative deviation, respectively, relative to the FCI or CISDTQ reference values re-
ported in Ref. 76.

b Ref. 77.

31



1.5

IP Deviation (eV)

gt

IP-ADC(3) IP-ADC(4) IP-UCC3 IP-qUCCSD  IP-EOM-CCSD

-1.5

Figure 2: Violin plot of 25 1h-dominated ionization potentails obtained for systems with
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Appendix: The ground-state energy expressions and am-

plitude equations of the qUCCSD method

In the qUCCSD method, the ground-state energy EgrUCCSD includes fully contracted terms

of H up to the third commutators and can be expressed as follows:
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The qUCCSD ground-state amplitude equations are equivalent to H,; = 0 and ﬁab’zj =

0. Accordingly, H,; consists of all contributions from the single-commutator and double-

commutator terms,

HsiUCCSD - H;i + Hc%i = 0. (5)

=3 gt =318+ 5 S tagllcthott — 5 S Gkl e 3t + Z )*{ablli).

jbe jkb
(6)

[7 1 C\ * - .\ _ca
HZ = _Z 2( i) al||zk: Z ad||zc) g Z(Ué)k) (Ol | i)y

Jklbe ]kbcd ]k:lbc
1

£ 3 (o) ablld)or! — 3 H(ok) Gillk) s + S (o) bl )ty

]k:bcd Jklbc ]kbcd

1

+ Z ) (bdllic)osy — > 4( *(al||jk)o* +Z > (jk||bc)aots

]klbc ]kbcd Jkbe

L. a _c oo 1 ek /s

- Z §<.7k|’bc k035 ; Z 3<3k|]bc) i ;)k Z 5(%) <C]|‘Zb>‘7?k

Jkbc jkbc Jkbc

1 C\*/ 3 cb 1 cb\* s\ _cC 1 be \* s\

=D 5@ aillkbyo = Y (o) (ablli)og — Y | = (o5) (bellji)or

Jkbe jkbe jkbe

Z )*(ab||kj)o; —1—2 )*(ac||bd)o? +Z (op)* (jll|ik) o

]kbc jbcd Jklb

: L, s A\ a

+ ) lajlleb)otor — > (killib)ojop + Z ) {abllejyos = > 5(a5)" (kbllig)or

jbe jkb jbe Jkb

L e g

+ Z )*(ac]|ib)o’ = 5@) (ak||ij)a?. (7)

Jjbe jkb

The Hab,ij contains all terms from the bare Hamiltonian up to the double-commutator,

qUCCSD __ 70
Hab ,iJ - Hab kY

+H1bl]+H3b’Lj = 0. (8)

Hy, ;; = (abllig), (9)

ab,ij
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abzg Zfaco- kalakj + Z leZ.] gkl + Z ab||Cd O-de + P(Zj)P(CLb) Z<a’k||lc> jk

ke
— P(ab) Y~ (kallji)o} + P(ij) Z(abHiC) 2 (10)
k

HZ,,; = P(ij)P(ab) ) 3(k:l||cd oot + Z (l||cd)olory — P(ab) > 3<kz||cd>a;;da,§';

kled klcd klcd

- . 1 a C 1 a
—P(U)Z§<kl||0d> oi'o ;lk_l'P(ZJ)P(ab)Zg(akl) (adl|il)o +Z 5 (o) {ed|lig) oy

klcd klcd klcd

+ 3 (et (el P(ab>2é<akl><ad||w>am P(57) S (o) (bl i) o

kled klcd kled
1 » 1, s \a . oy \ a
— P(ab) ) 6(%) (chl|kl)ogs — P(if) Y g(ak?) (cd||kj)os’ — P(ig) > (of)"(ck||lf)osy
klcd kled klc
C\ * a N 1 C\ * . C 1 C\ * . . C
+ P(ab) Y (of)*(belldl)ois! + P(if) > 5(0t) (abllid)oly — P(ab) > 5(a7) (akl|ij)op;
led led kle
+ Y (o) (ckl|ji)oRy + P(ij)P(ab) > (of)" (bk||li)osy — P(ig)P(ab) > (o7)*(ac||dj) o
kle kle led
=Y (o) (abl|dlyass — P(if) Y (Kll|cj)oros’ + P(ab) > (kbl|ed)osol
led kle ked
.. ac 1 C a
— P(ij)P(ab) Y (kl||cj)ojols + P(ij)P(ab) Y _(kblled)ools + P(if) > 5 (kll|ci)os T}
kle ked klc
1 Lo y \ e
— Pab) ) = : (ka||cd)oyots + P(ab) > §<k:l||m>okalb — P(ij)P(ab) Y (akl|cj)ofoy
ked kil ke

+ P Y Slablled)osiot — Plab) S S(of) aclifhol — P(j) S 5 (o1)" (ablik)or

cd kc kc
(11)

Supporting Information Available

See the Supporting Information for computational details (molecular geometries and ba-
sis sets) and for complete lists of individual IPs and EAs for the five benchmark datasets

computed with IP/EA-UCC3 and IP/EA-qUCCSD.
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Table S1: Molecular geometries and basis sets used in ionization potential (IP) cal-
culations with FCI reference values. All information is taken from ref. 1.

Molecule Geometry Basis set

H,0 Ron = 0.957 A, ZHOH = 104.5° 6-31++G*
NH, Rxu = 1.0124 A, ZHNH = 106.67° 6-31++G*
HF Rur = 0917 A 6-31-++G*
LiH Ryz = 1.5957 A aug-cc-pVDZ?
CO Rco = 2.132 qag cc-pVDZ
HCN Ruc = 1.064 A, Ron = 1.156 A cc-pVDZ
NH, Ran = 1.0245 A, /ZNHN = 103.34° aug-cc-pVDZP
CN- Ren = 11718 A 6-31+G

OH~ Ron = 0.96966 A ce-pVDZ
NO, Rno = 1.1934 A, ZONO = 134.1° 6-31G

NO3 Rno = 1.1934 A, ZONO = 134.1° 6-31G

NH; Ran = 1.0245 A, /ZNHN = 103.34° aug-cc-pVDZP
H,0°" Rou = 0.957 A, ZHOH = 104.5° 6-314++G*
NH,*" Rnu = 1.0124 A, ZHNH = 106.67° 6-31++G*
HF* Ryr = 0.917 A 6-31++G*
LiH*" Rim = 1.5957 A aug-cc-pVDZ?

@ For Li, an earlier parametrization of polarization and diffuse functions [0.00864

(s), 0.00579 (p), 0.1239 (d), 0.0725 (d)] was employed.

> A modified aug-cc-pVDZ basis without polarization diffuse functions was used on

N and H atoms.



Table S2: 25 one-hole (1h)-dominated vertical ionization potentials (eV) for neutral singlet
molecules and anions with closed-shell reference, computed using FCI, EOM-IP-CCSD, IP-
ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD. Target states correspond to (N — 1)-
electron configurations relative to the RHF reference. For CO, HCN, and NO, , CISDTQ
results are listed in the “FCI” column. FCI and IP-ADC(3) data are from ref. 1; IP-ADC(4)
data are from ref. 2.

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

LiH Lo+

125+ 20-1 794 794 781 790 789 785
NH, A,

12A 3¢-! 1046 1044 1057 1036 10.63  10.60
1°E le”! 1640 1639 1650 1628  16.62  16.54
H,0 1A,

12B, 17 1230 1217 1272 1198 1257 12.52
12A, 3a;'  14.63 1450 1504 1429 1493  14.84
12B, 16,0 1897 18.89  19.30  18.67  19.25  19.13
HF L+

1211 Ir=' 1593 1569 16.68 1535 1631  16.21
125+ 30-1 19.98 19.78 2058 1949  20.30  20.16
Co I+

125+ 5ol 1356 13.83 1338  13.62  13.65  13.62
1211 17! 16.68 1675 16.88 1657 1668  16.63
225+ 4071 1939 1949 2023 1859  19.88  19.68
HCON Lo+

1211 Ir' 1345 13.66 13.26 1353 1346  13.44
125+ 50~ 1359 13.63 1390 1344 1389  13.86
225+ 401 2014 2037 2022 2015 2030 20.28

(continued)



Table S2 — (continued)

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

NH," 'A

1°B, ;' 031 035 0.70 -0.18  0.55 0.43
12A, 3a;' 249 255 3.09 1.75 3.04 2.81
2B, ;' 7.02 713 7.63 6.18 7.63 7.36
OH" Iyt

1211 Iz~ -0.62 -0.73  -0.47 -0.68  -043  -0.45
125+ 3071 3.74  3.68 3.80 3.71 3.85 3.83
CN~ Iyt

125+ 5071 326 3.4l 3.22 3.23 3.48 3.46
1211 Iz~ 511 529 5.02 4.96 5.42 5.23
225+ 4071 646  6.60 7.01 6.12 7.01 6.92
NO,~ A,

12A, 6a;' -0.17 -0.08  -0.08 -0.17  0.14 0.11
12B, 4b;1 332 341 3.91 2.90 3.90 3.74
12A, la;' 358  3.59 3.61 3.67 3.65 3.62




Table S3: 17 one-hole (1h)-dominated vertical ionization potentials (eV) for radical, neutral
triplet molecules, and radical anions with open-shell reference, computed using FCI, EOM-
Target states
correspond to (N — 1)- electron configurations relative to the UHF reference. For NO,* and
HCN®" | CISDTQ results are shown in the “FCI” column. FCI and IP-ADC(3) data are from

IP-CCSD, IP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD methods.

ref. 1; IP-ADC(4) data are from ref. 2.

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD
NH,* 2B,
1B, 3a;? 11.68 11.63  11.75 11.57  11.81 11.75
1MA; 1! 1220 1221  12.34 1211 12.35 12.35
NO,* Ay
1TA, 6a; 10.84 10.80  10.78 10.35  11.10 11.06
1B, 4by ! 13.19 12,56  12.56 12.66  12.65 12.61
NH;* 3A(3a — 4a)
12A 4a=t 4.46  4.45 4.43 4.44 4.46 4.43
22A 3a7! 17.54 17.87  17.94 17.57  17.88 17.86
H,O* 3B1(1b1 — 4ay)
1°B, da;! 530  5.28 5.28 5.28 5.29 5.27
1B, 3a;? 18.68 18.90  19.02 1852 1891 18.84
22A4 1! 19.99 20.33  20.61 19.91  20.46 20.43
LiH®~ 2yt
et 307! 0.30  0.30 0.29 0.30 0.30 0.30
135+ 201 3.49  3.75 3.41 3.49 3.43 3.36
NH,*~ ZA
1A 4a=1 -0.95 -097  -0.98 -0.97  -0.96 -0.98
13A 3a~1 504 528 5.35 4.87 5.38 5.27
H,0*" ZA,
1TA, 4ayt -0.94 -0.95  -0.96 -0.96  -0.94 -0.96
1B, 1! 6.06  6.30 6.70 5.69 6.53 6.37
(continued)



Table S3 — (continued)

Molecule /target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD
HF*" 2yt
1yt 401 -0.99 -1.01 -1.00 -1.01 -0.99 -1.01
1311 1r ! 9.00 9.25 9.91 8.37 9.58 9.37




Table S4: 201 1h-dominated vertical ionization potentials (eV) for neutral molecules with
closed-shell reference states, computed using EOM-IP-CCSDTQ, EOM-IP-CCSDT, EOM-
Target states
correspond to (N — 1)-electron configurations relative to the RHF reference. The cc-pVTZ
basis set was used for all calculations. Molecular geometries and IP-EOM-CCSDTQ/IP-
EOM-CCSDT results are from ref. 3; IP-ADC(3) and IP-ADC(4) results are from ref. 2.

[P-CCSD, TP-ADC(3), IP-ADC(4), IP-UCC3, and IP-qUCCSD methods.

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

CcO 501 13.88 13.90 14.14 13.69 13.93 13.94 13.92
1r~t 16.94 16.95 17.01 17.06 16.82 16.89 16.84

4ot 19.57 19.54 19.74 20.34 18.79 20.03 19.84

H,0 1bfl 12.49 12.45 12.40 12.73 12.33 12.67 12.65
3a1_1 14.73 14.69 14.63 14.94 14.57 14.90 14.86

165" 18.86 18.84 18.81 18.98 18.75 18.97 18.93

HF 1r~t 15.95 15.90 15.81 16.39 15.66 16.23 16.17
301 19.86 19.83 19.75 20.15 19.65 20.02 19.97

F, 171';1 15.61 15.58 15.51 15.86 15.39 15.84 15.74
I, 18.73 18.74 18.82 19.04 18.45 18.96 18.84

30;1 20.96 20.96 21.05 20.86 20.92 20.98 20.91

HCl 271 12.59 12.58 12.63 12.58 12.56 12.56 12.57
501 16.58 16.57 16.64 16.58 16.56 16.56 16.57

401 26.49 26.63 25.69 26.82 26.54 26.85 26.84

CH, 1t2_1 14.36 14.35 14.38 14.32 14.34 14.40 14.40
2a; " 23.12 23.11 23.35 23.21 23.10 23.34 23.33

NH, 3af1 10.76 10.74 10.73 10.81 10.72 10.85 10.84
161_1 16.50 16.48 16.48 16.51 16.45 16.59 16.56

N, 30;1 15.42 15.45 15.57 15.44 15.47 15.53 15.57
1t 16.88 16.89 17.17 16.53 17.06 16.81 16.82

(continued)



Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

20,1 18.60 18.67 18.83 18.81 18.61 18.82 18.80

CO, 171';1 13.64 13.63 13.70 13.74 13.50 13.72 13.62
I, 17.46 17.50 17.95 17.74 17.15 17.77 17.57

30,1 17.88 17.84 18.09 18.51 17.26 18.43 18.23

409_1 19.11 19.08 19.41 19.90 18.34 19.78 19.54

C,H, I, ? 11.42 11.42 11.54 11.19 11.47 11.33 11.34
30;1 17.10 17.12 17.24 17.18 17.08 17.22 17.26

20,1 18.97 19.00 19.15 19.15 18.92 19.18 19.14

20;1 23.60 23.70 24.43 23.80 23.77 23.86 23.87

HCN 1r—t 13.71 13.72 13.89 13.44 13.79 13.63 13.63
501 13.83 13.84 13.92 14.12 13.68 14.08 14.08

4ot 20.36 20.43 20.63 20.44 20.38 20.51 20.50

H,CO 25 10.79 1075 1076 11.09 1043  11.04  10.93
161_1 14.50 14.50 14.55 14.40 14.36 14.38 14.33

5af1 16.01 15.96 16.03 16.47 15.49 16.43 16.25

152_1 17.05 17.10 17.44 17.15 16.90 17.20 17.14

4a;t 21.24 21.30 21.72 21.44 21.08 21.53 21.45

P, 2t 10.49 10.51 10.56 10.29 10.54 10.25 10.28
50;1 10.64 10.65 10.74 10.62 10.60 10.56 10.59

CS 7ot 11.23 11.26 11.47 11.02 11.34 11.26 11.27
271 12.85 12.88 12.96 12.63 13.01 12.63 12.64

6o 1 17.89 18.08 17.17 17.98 17.90 17.88 17.77

0OCS 3r1 - 11.12 11.20 10.93 11.18 10.99 10.97
271 - 15.61 16.14 15.76 15.24 15.73 15.47

(continued)



Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

95! - 15.83  16.10  15.90 15.63 1598  15.93

80! - 17.89 1840  18.90 17.01  18.68  18.36

FCN 2n ! - 13.50  13.70  13.26 13.58 1348 1345
7o~ - 1431 1444  14.54 1417 1456  14.54

17—t - 19.39  19.67  20.10 18.89 1991  19.76

60! - 2279  23.07 2336 2232 2327  23.10

C,Hy le,! - 12.68 1271  12.66 12.66 1273 12.72
3ay, - 13.06  13.11  13.08 13.03  13.16  13.18

le;? - 1538 1544  15.40 1535 1548 1547

2, - 20.69  20.90 20.82  20.66 2091  20.89

2a;, - 24.15  24.60 2445  24.08 2456  24.54

CH,F, 20, - 13.29 13.35  13.54 13.08 1354 1347
4by - 14.92 1495  15.56 14.53 1537  15.25

6a;* - 1520 1525  15.61 1491 1551 1543

lay? - 1559  15.66  16.32 15.15  16.13  15.99

3by * - 18.75 1885  19.19 18.45  19.10  18.98

5a;" - 18.97  19.13  19.39 18.70 1934  19.24

b, - 19.15  19.33  19.51 18.93 1951  19.42

CH,F 2e; - 13.17  13.18  13.48 12.92 1343  13.37
5a;" - 17.01  17.04  17.29 16.78 1721  17.15

ley? - 17.04 1714  17.42 16.84 1736  17.29

4ay? - 23.51 2379 2369 2341 2378  23.72

CHF, 6a; - 1476 14.87  15.02 14.58  15.02  14.95
lay! - 1533 1540  15.96 1498  15.80  15.68

(continued)



Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD
5et - 1593  16.02  16.52 1558  16.39  16.26
4e;?! - 1699  17.11  17.59 16.64  17.46  17.33
3e;! - 20.41 2059  20.87 20.11  20.83  20.69
5a;* - 20.93  21.81  21.31 20.69 21.34  21.23
4a;? - 24.43  24.74  24.86 24.16 2488  24.75

CH,CCH 2¢;! - 1046  10.57  10.24 10.50  10.39  10.38
lej? - 1517 1528  15.21 15.13 1527  15.26
Ta;? - 1522 1535  15.31 1517 1539  15.41
6a; " - 17.65  17.83  17.81 17.54  17.85  17.81

NSF 130’ - 11.62  11.76  11.45 11.54  11.21 11.55
1241 - 13.30  13.52  13.47 1291 13.51 13.43
3a" 1 - 13.74  13.92  13.67 13.32  13.79 13.71
11a' - 1524 1559  16.34 14.36  16.09 1597
2a" 1 - 16.11 1648  17.03 1552  16.48 16.36
106! - 16.35  16.86  17.25 1571 17.14  16.75

HCOOH 10a' - 11.33 1140  11.74 10.97  11.68  11.53
20" 1 - 1247 1252 12.60 12.34  12.56 12.47
9q' - 1479 1492 15.19 14.47 1520  15.05
la" ! - 1571 16.02  15.93 15.48  15.95 15.78
8a - 17.06 1732 17.78 16.49  17.71 17.48
Ta - 17.81 1818  18.07 17.56  18.15  18.03
6a - 22.08 2257 2259 21.84 2267 2255

SiO a - 11.33 1143  11.70 10.09  11.66  11.47
o1 - 11.87  11.92  12.64 10.74  12.13  11.88
(continued)
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Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

60! - 14.58  15.05  15.51 13.43 1521  14.86

H,CS 30, - 9.25 9.27 9.22 9.16 9.29 9.19
207 - 11.78  11.83  11.52 11.78  11.61  11.59

Tay! - 13.88  13.99  13.85 13.86  13.88  13.88

205 ! - 15.61 1598  15.60 1541 1561  15.61

6a;* - 19.60  19.50  19.57 1936 19.58  19.53

CF, 1t - 16.09 1621  16.66 1579  16.55  16.43
4t - 17.24 1737  17.68 16.98  17.63  17.51

le™? - 18.18 1836  18.76 17.87  18.67  18.55

3t - 21.93 2218 2237  21.67 2237 2224

4ay? - 24.85 2516  25.39 24.54 2538 2523

SiF, 1t - 16.23  16.37  16.90 15.85  16.72  16.58
5ty ! - 17.24 1740  17.88 16.86  17.72 17.58

le”? - 17.63  17.80  18.28 17.23 1812  17.99

4t - 19.17 1935  19.80 18.76  19.66  19.52

5a;" - 2127 2149 2194 2083 21.80  21.66

HCCF 2m ! - 11.34 1149  11.13 11.39 1130  11.29
17t - 1790 1812  18.73 17.33 1847  18.32

7o~ - 18.12 1829  18.19 18.07 1828  18.27

60! - 20.95  21.26  21.71 20.50  21.59  21.47

5071 - 24.40 2529  24.51 2439  24.60  24.59

NNO 2n~ ! - 12.74 1283  12.63 12.53 1273 12.65
7o~ - 16.28  16.64  16.28 16.25  16.60  16.51

17t - 1831  19.00  19.05 17.87  19.14  19.07

(continued)
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Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD
60! - 19.80  20.15  20.94 18.45  20.61  20.26
CH,NC Ta;! - 11.21 1145  11.04 11.21 1124  11.22
2e;? - 12.55  12.64 12,50 12.53 1251 1248
ley? - 16.59  16.68  16.81 16.41  16.74  16.68
6a; - 18.38 1861  18.40 18.08 18.35  18.33
5a;" - 25.06 2548 2568 2479  25.64  25.62
CH,CN 2e; - 1245 12,60 1219 12.51 1238 1235
Tay! - 12.97 1311  13.28 12.77 1327  13.23
ley? - 16.24 1640  16.22 16.23 1632  16.31
6a;’ - 17.38 1754  17.42 17.34 1753  17.54
5a; " - 24.88 2536  25.30 24.79 2540  25.39
gem—C,H,F,  2b;! - 10.54  10.64  10.39 10.54  10.55  10.51
5by ! - 14.96 1510  15.17 14.64 1523  15.17
8ay* - 1552 1569  15.81 1526 1582  15.76
4by* - 15.85  16.01  16.37 15.62 1623  16.10
lay? - 16.02 1622  16.74 1558  16.52  16.39
Ta;* - 1827 1835 1851 17.85 1848  18.39
b, - 18.10 1839  18.76 17.99  18.62  18.48
30yt - 19.63  19.89  20.14 19.24  20.05  19.90
6a;* - 2141  21.81 2204  21.00 2200  21.70
S - 25.10 2558 2536 2512 2543 2541
cis—C,H,F,  2b* - 10.39 1047  10.27 10.34 1041  10.37
Tay! - 13.88  14.01  14.24 13.55 1420  14.13
6by * - 14.80 1494  15.32 14.32 1522  15.10

(continued)
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Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD
lay! - 16.07 1622  16.84 1553 1657  16.44
5by ! - 16.85  17.08  17.40 16.67 1731  17.20
1! - 16.97 1711  17.52 16.38 1735  17.20
6a;* - 18.50 1871  18.97 18.11 1890  18.79
5a;" - 18.88  19.17  19.24 18.55  19.24  19.15
4by ! - 20.85  21.19  21.30 2047 2126  21.13
4ay* - 24.61  25.09  24.70 24.62 2477 24.72

O, 6a;* - 1254 1274 12.72 11.99 1293  12.67
4by - 12.69  12.87  12.87 12.02 1293  12.69
lay? - 13.46 1343  12.63 13.58 1263  12.83
167! - 21.32 1880  20.76 21.20  21.30 2097

HCONH, 104! - 10.17 1029  10.60 9.71  10.58  10.40
2a" ! - 10.56  10.61  10.68 10.48 1059  10.52
la"1 - 14.06  14.44  14.17 13.86  14.20  14.00
9q ! - 14.67  14.88  15.28 14.09 1523  15.00
8a ! - 16.55  16.90  16.93 16.32  17.00  16.90
7a' 7! - 19.25  19.06  19.29 18.99  19.36  19.36
6a ! - 2090 21.26  21.11 20.68 2120  21.13

C,H, 1b3) - 10.64  10.66  10.44 10.62  10.59  10.55
163, - 13.08 1312  13.05 13.04 1311  13.11
3a," - 14.79 1490  14.80 14.77 1487 14.90
1b;,) - 16.14 1631  16.11 16.05  16.20  16.17
207} - 19.32  19.60  19.31 19.22 1940  19.35
2a," - 23.87 2443  24.06 23.77 2411 24.11
(continued)
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Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

C,F, 203! - 10.37 1051 10.22 10.37 1043  10.39
4bs, - 1578 1597  16.50 1530  16.32  16.18

6a, " - 16.11 1631  16.52 1579 1649  16.40

4byt - 16.32  16.53  17.00 1582 16.84  16.70

la* - 16.48 1670  17.17 16.02  17.00  16.86

16, - 16.64  16.88  17.34 16.17  17.17  17.03

56y, - 17.32  17.56  18.03 16.83  17.86  17.73

105, - 18.02 1826  18.65 17.63 1852  18.39

165, - 19.12 1950  19.67 18.73  19.64  19.48

3b3, - 19.41  19.64  19.87 19.06  19.83  19.67

3by,. - 20.76 2099  21.17 2030  21.14  20.99

bay" - 21.03  21.32 2150  20.60 2149  21.36

HCCCN 211 - 11.69  11.87  11.41 11.74 1157 1155
95! - 13.44 1369  13.88 13.09 1382  13.71

17—t - 14.19 1448  13.91 14.15  14.04  13.94

80! - 18.53  18.81  18.69 18.39 1873  18.72

7ot - 21.55  21.95  21.91 21.35  21.94  21.94

60! - 25.31  25.89 2549 2523 2551  25.50

C,N, lm,! - 13.48 1371 13.15 13.55  13.36  13.32
bo,*t - 14.40  14.66  14.76 14.12 1472 14.66

4ot - 1477 15.04  15.16 14.45 1510  15.03

Ir ! - 1570  16.05  15.37 1570 1554  15.44

4o - 2329 2393 2344 2321 2353  23.55

C,0, 2! - 10.62  10.70  10.32 10.73 1046  10.43

(continued)
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Table S4 — (continued)

Molecule config. CCSDTQ CCSDT CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

17r;1 - 14.92 15.58 15.04 14.21 14.95 14.73
Im - 15.72 16.33 16.08 15.20 16.02 15.72
50,1 - 17.10 17.66 18.28 15.80 18.01 17.63
60;1 - 17.28 17.87 18.57 15.91 18.23 17.83
4ot - 22.22 22.91 22.82 22.38 22.99 22.95
50;1 - 25.88 25.71 26.33 25.36 26.73 26.71
HC,H 17rg_1 - 10.20 10.34 9.96 10.23 10.09 10.07
I, - 12.70 12.94 12.50 12.63 12.60 12.52
509_1 - 17.14 17.39 17.34 16.98 17.37 17.35
4ot - 17.82 18.10 18.03 17.64 18.05 17.99
40;1 - 20.05 20.41 20.43 19.80 20.42 20.39
30,1 - 23.42 24.05 23.82 23.23 23.84 23.81
30t - 24.76 25.38 25.73 24.65 25.75 25.76
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Table S5: Molecular geometry and basis sets used in electron affinity (EA) benchmark calcula-

tions with FCI reference values. All information is from ref. 4.

Molecule Geometry Basis set

H,0 Rou = 0.957 A, ZHOH = 104.5° 0:6-314+C*, H:6-31++G
NH, Ran = 1.0124A, ZHNH = 106.67° N:6-314+G*, H:6-314++G
HF Rup = 0.917 A F:6-31+G*, H:6-31++G
CcO Reo = 2132 ag ce-pVDZ

HCN Ruc = 1.064 A, Ren = 1.156 A cc-pVDZ

LiH Rum = 1.5957 A aug-cc-pVDZ?

CH, Ren = 1.11656 A, ZHCH = 102.4° cc-pVDZ P

NH, Ran = 1.0245 A, ZHNH = 103.34° aug-cc-pVDZe

BeH" Rpen = 1.3426 A aug-cc-pVDZ

CH" Ren = 1.1309 A aug-cc-pVDZ

CN* Ren = LITIS A 6-31+G

NOJ Rno = 1.1934 A, ZONO = 134.1° 6-31G

NO;3 Rno = 1.1934 A, ZONO = 134.1° 6-31G

NH; Ram = 1.0245 A, /NHN = 103.34° aug-cc-pVDZe

LiH*" Ry = 1.5957 A aug-cc-pVDZ2

NH,*" Rxu = 1.0124 A, ZHNH = 106.67° 6-31++G*

H,0*" Rou = 0.957 A, ZHOH = 104.5° 6-31++G*

cO** Rco = 2.132 ag cc-pVDZ

@ For Li, an earlier parametrization of polarization and diffuse functions [0.00864 (s), 0.00579

(p), 0.1239 (d), 0.0725 (d)] was employed.

b Here the cc-pVDZ basis is augmented with additional diffuse functions on C [0.015 (s)] and

H [0.025 (s)] atoms.

> A modified aug-cc-pVDZ basis without polarization diffuse functions was used on N and H

atoms.
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Table S6: 35 one-particle (1p)-dominated vertical electron affinities (eV) for neutral molecules
and cations with closed-shell reference, computed using FCI, EOM-EA-CCSD, EA-ADC(3),
EA-ADC(4), EA-UCC3, and EA-qUCCSD. Target states correspond to (N + 1)-electron
configurations relative to the RHF reference. For CO, HCN, and NO, ", CISDTQ results are
shown in the “FCI” column. FCI and IP-ADC(3) data are from ref. 4; EA-ADC(4) data are
from ref. 2.

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

LiH I+

125+ 30 030 029 031 031 029 0.0
1211 Ir  -031 -032 -031  -031 -031  -0.31
225+ d0 -049 -049  -048  -049  -049  -0.49
325+ 50 -0.77 -078  -0.77  -0.77  -0.77  -0.79
221 o -1.20 -123  -1.22  -121 122  -1.21
CH, 1A,

1B, 1, 016 008 028 030 023 022
12A, day 072 074 073 073 072  -0.72
12B, 2%, -1.66 -1.65 -1.65  -165 -1.66  -1.66
224, 5a; -1.98 -198  -1.98  -198 -200  -2.00
NH, A,

12A e -095 -097 096  -0.96 -0.97  -0.96
1°E % -194 -1.94 194  -1.94  -1.94  -1.94
H,0 1A,

12A, da;  -094 -096 -094  -094 095  -0.95
12B, 2%, -1.88 -1.89  -1.88  -1.88 -1.88  -1.88
224, ba;  -627 631  -627 628 630  -6.28
12B, 2%, 668 -676 671 661 675  -6.72
22B, 3b, 825 -830 827  -827 -828  -8.28

(continued)
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Table S6 — (continued)

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

HF Lyt
125+ 40 -0.99 -101  -099  -1.00 -1.01  -1.00
225+ 5o -7.34 744 731 736 -7.40  -7.37
325+ 60 -811 -818 -809  -8.14 814  -8.13
1211 or 830 -8.37 -828  -833 834  -8.32
CO Lyt
1211 or 362 -356 -353 364 -356  -3.54
125+ 60 -9.86 -9.79 980  -9.77  -9.79  -9.79
HCN Iyt
125+ 60 441 429 448 429 448  -4.43
1211 o -4.68 -4.33 431  -437 430  -4.30
2251+ 70 -890 -842  -853 -840 -849 = -8.48
NH, " LA,
12B, 16, 1220 1224 1221 1234 12.08  12.08
24, day  4.67 467  4.69 469  4.65 4.65
22B, 2,  3.00 3.02  3.01 3.01  2.99 2.99
CN* Lyt
125+ 5o 13.08 1343 1470  14.08 14.16
221 or 523 544  6.34 4188  6.67 5.71
NO," 1A
124, 6a; 10.84 10.92 1124 1050  11.33  11.22
12B, 2; 802 830  8.60 773 87T 8.70
BeH " Lyt
125+ 30 829 826 832 831 824 8.26

(continued)
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Table S6 — (continued)

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

2211 17 D.77  5.72 2.77 2.77 5.75 5.76
22y 4o 2.78 2.74 2.74 2.78 2.72 2.73
2211 2m 1.87 1.87 1.87 1.93 1.87 1.87
12A 16 0.01 -0.20 -0.02 0.01 -0.03 -0.03
CH" 1y+

1211 17 10.42  10.41 10.57 10.52 10.41 10.39
225+ 4o 4.05  4.08 4.11 4.10 4.05 4.05
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Table S7: 16 one-particle (1p)-dominated vertical electron affinities (eV) for radical, neu-
tral triplet molecules and radical cations with open-shell reference, computed using FCI,
EOM-EA-CCSD, EA-ADC(3), EA-ADC(4), EA-UCC3, and EA-qUCCSD. Target states
correspond to (N + 1)-electron configurations relative to the UHF reference. For NO,*,
CISDTQ results are shown in the “FCI” column. FCI and IP-ADC(3) data are from ref. 4;
EA-ADC(4) data are from ref. 2.

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD

NH,* 2B,

1A, 1by 0.31 0.22 -0.08 0.33 -0.09 0.01
1B, da,y -0.80 -0.81 -0.81 -0.80 -0.82 -0.81
23B, day -4.23  -4.26 -4.24 -4.23 -4.24 -4.23
NO,* ZA,

1'A, 6a, -0.17  0.07 -0.01 -0.01 0.19 0.13
LiH* 397 (20 — 30)

2%+ 20 3.49 3.21 3.22 3.34 3.21 3.22

1411 17 -0.01  -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02
NH,* 3A(3a — 4a)

12A 3a 5.04  4.88 4.51 5.13 4.41 4.51
H,0* 3B, (1by — day)

12A, 16, 6.06 5.77 0.47 6.07 5.27 5.38
228, 4da,q -0.15  -0.15 -0.08 -0.14 -0.13 -0.12
11A, 2by -0.77  -0.76 -0.73 -0.75 -0.77 -0.76
LiH*" 2yt

1t 20 7.94 7.93 7.94 7.94 7.94 7.94
135t 30 4.76 4.76 4.75 4.76 4.76 4.76
NH,** 2

1A 3a 10.46  10.52 10.14 10.48 10.14 10.18

(continued)
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Table S7 — (continued)

Molecule/target states config. FCI CCSD ADC(3) ADC(4) UCC3 qUCCSD
13A da 4.46  4.45 4.46 4.46 4.45 4.45
H,0%" 2B,
1A, 1by 12.30  12.34 12.04 12.28 11.95 12.00
1B, da,q 5.30 5.28 5.31 5.30 5.28 5.29
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