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概要 

研究チームは、量子コンピュータを用いてスピン量子数が異なる電子状態（スピン状

態）間のエネルギー差を直接計算できる量子アルゴリズムを改良し、量子コンピュータ

実機に実装しやすくするとともに、中性原子・分子が電子を放出してイオンとなるため

に必要なエネルギーであるイオン化エネルギーの直接計算へと応用しました。これらの

結果は、化学で興味が持たれている大きな分子の量子化学計算を量子コンピュータで効

率的に実行するための重要な道筋を示すものといえます。 

 

研究の内容 

研究グループは最近、スピン量子数が異なる電子状態（スピン状態）間のエネルギー

差を直接計算することができる量子アルゴリズムを開発しました（K. Sugisaki, K. 

Toyota, K. Sato, D. Shiomi, T. Takui, Chem. Sci. 2021, 12, 2121–2132.）※。この量子

アルゴリズムはこれまで知られていた量子位相推定と呼ばれる量子アルゴリズムより

も量子論理回路（量子サーキット）が短く、量子コンピュータへの実装が容易ですが、

必要な量子ビット数が量子位相推定の 2 倍程度に増えてしまうという欠点がありまし

た。今回、同研究グループは量子論理回路の改良を行い、実装に必要な量子ビット数を

量子位相推定と同程度まで削減することに成功しました。また、この量子アルゴリズム

を原子・分子が電子を放出してイオンとなるために必要なエネルギーであるイオン化エ

ネルギーの直接計算へと応用しました。イオン化エネルギーは原子・分子の最も基本的

な物性値の 1 つであり、化学結合の強さや性質、化学反応を理解するための重要な指

標にもなります。従来はイオン化エネルギーを求めるには中性状態とイオン化状態それ

ぞれのエネルギーを計算する必要がありましたが、この量子アルゴリズムを使えばイオ

ン化エネルギーを一回の計算で求めることができます。量子論理回路の数値シミュレー

ションから、イオン化エネルギー計算値の読み出しにかかる計算コストは原子番号や分

子サイズに依存せず一定となること、量子論理回路の長さが量子位相推定の 10 分の 1

以下でイオン化エネルギーを 0.1 eV の高精度で求められることを明らかにしました。 

 

‘化学研究に役立つ量子アルゴリズム～原子・分子のイオン化エネルギーを量子コンピュータで直接計算する手

法を開発！’ 大阪市立大学. https://www.osaka-cu.ac.jp/ja/news/2020/210317-1. (参照 2021-03-17) 

https://www.osaka-cu.ac.jp/ja/news/2020/210317-1
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ABSTRACT: Recently, a quantum algorithm that is capable of directly calculating the
energy gap between two electronic states having different spin quantum numbers without
inspecting the total energy of the individual electronic states was proposed. This quantum
algorithm guarantees an exponential speedup, like quantum phase estimation (QPE)-based
full-CI, with much lower costs. In this work, we propose a modified quantum circuit for the
direct calculations of spin state energy gaps to reduce the number of qubits and quantum
gates, extending the quantum algorithm to the direct calculation of vertical ionization
energies. Numerical quantum circuit simulations for the ionization of light atoms (He, Li,
Be, B, C, and N) and small molecules (HF, BF, CF, CO, O2, NO, CN, F2, H2O, and NH3)
revealed that the proposed quantum algorithm affords the vertical ionization energies within
0.1 eV of precision.

Sophisticated quantum chemical calculations of atoms and
molecules are one of the most anticipated applications of

quantum computers in the near future. The first quantum
algorithm for the full-CI calculation1 is based on a quantum
phase estimation (QPE) algorithm,2 which is executable in
polynomial time against the system size of atoms and molecules.
In this approach, the full-CI energy is computed from the
relative phase shift caused by the time evolution of a wave
function given in eq 1 and inverse quantum Fourier trans-
formation to readout the phase ϕ.

iHt iEt iexp( ) exp( ) exp( 2 )πϕ− |Ψ⟩ = − |Ψ⟩ = − |Ψ⟩ (1)

Methods for the construction of the quantum circuit to
simulate the time evolution of a wave function can be found in
ref 3. Many attempts to reduce the computational costs of QPE-
based full-CI calculations have been reported.4−8 Another
important algorithm is a variational quantum eigensolver
(VQE),9,10 in which an approximated wave function is generated
via parametrized quantum circuits and the energy expectation
value is computed in a statistical manner by iteratively
performing the quantum circuit and collect measurement
outcomes. When the energy expectation value is obtained on a
quantum computer, the variational optimization of parameters is
carried out on classical computers. VQE is a quantum−classical
hybrid algorithm and has been extensively studied because it is
executable on noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)
devices. Apart from these two approaches, many studies of
quantum chemical calculations on quantum computers have
been reported from both the theoretical and experimental sides.
For example, extension of theory for relativistic quantum
chemistry,11 adaptive constructions of parametrized quantum

circuits in VQE,12,13 quantum chemistry on analog quantum
computers,14 development of spin symmetry-adapted treat-
ments,15−18 and proof-of-principle demonstrations on real
quantum devices19−23 have been documented. Recent reviews
in this research field can be found in the reference.24−26

From the viewpoint of the applications of quantum computers
for chemistry as practical use, direct calculation of the energy gap
between two electronic states is a promising approach.27−29 This
is because most of problems in chemistry focus on the energy
difference between two states or structures, rather than total
energies themselves. For example, the activation energy of a
chemical reaction is calculated as the energy difference between
equilibrium and transition structures, the absorption wave-
lengths of optical spectra are computed as the energy gaps
between the ground and excited states, the problem of finding
themost stable conformer is solved by comparing the energies of
different structural isomers.
In this work, we focus on the energy gaps between neutral and

cationic states of atoms and molecules, namely ionization
energies. Accurate calculations of ionization energies are
important because they govern the electron transfer and
oxidation processes in chemistry and biology.30 Knowledge of
ionization energies is also used to understand nature and
strength of chemical bonds. Note that the knowledge of the
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energy spectra of electron-attached (anionic) and removed
(cationic) states is needed to construct many body Green’s
functions, and any quantum algorithm for the direct calculation
of ionization energy can be used as a subroutine in the quantum
algorithm for Green’s functions.31 Another motivation of the
direct calculation of energy gaps on a quantum computer is
relevant to computational costs for energy evaluation, which are
inversely proportional to ε and ε2 for QPE and VQE,
respectively, where ε is the energy precision. The computational
cost increases steeply when we try to evaluate the energy in fine
digits. Importantly, the total energy increases as the system size,
but the energy gap to be discussed remains almost the same
magnitude in most of chemistry problems. In other words, we
have to discuss the similar magnitude of energy differences
regardless of the system size. A strategy of direct energy gap
calculations becomes more important for larger molecules and
molecules containing heavier atoms. Quantum computers utilize
quantum superpositions as computational resources, which
allow us to construct quantum algorithms for the direct energy
gap calculations.
Recently, we proposed a quantum algorithm “Bayesian

exchange coupling parameter calculator with broken-symmetry
wave functions (BxB)” for the direct calculation of spin state
energy gaps on quantum computers without inspecting total
energies of individual spin states.27 Numerical quantum circuit
simulations revealed that the BxB algorithm allows us to
compute the exchange coupling parameter J defined by the two-
site Heisenberg spin Hamiltonian given in eq 2 at the full-CI
level within 1 kcal mol−1 of precision, with noticeably lower
computational costs than the conventional approach based on
QPE.

S SH J2 ij i jHeisenberg = − · (2)

The BxB quantum algorithm has many advantages compared
with QPE. The BxB algorithm does not need controlled time
evolution operation that is necessary in QPE. The evolution
time required to achieve chemical precision (the energy
precision of the energy gap becomes less than 1 kcal mol−1) is
about 300 atomic unit which is considerably shorter than that in
QPE (t ∼ 4000 au).27 The quantum algorithm is based on
Bayesian inference and it is very robust against measurement
errors.32,33 The BxB algorithm is also expected to be robust
against random and imperfect gate errors because it uses the
wave function in quantum superposition. Noises and errors
originating from imperfect gate operations and decoherence act
simultaneously and similarly on the two electronic states, and
thus, the errors can be canceled out to some extent when
calculating the energy difference.27 It should be noted that the
BxB algorithm is applicable to other problems, if two electronic
states have different spin quantum numbers and if the
approximate wave function that is the superposition of the two
electronic states can easily be prepared.
The BxB quantum algorithm, or more generally, the quantum

algorithm for the direct calculations of spin state energy gaps is
based on the eigenvalue problem of the shifted Hamiltonian H′
in eq 3, which consists of Hamiltonian of the system H and the
penalty term jS2. Here, S2 is the electron spin operator giving an
eigenvalue S(S + 1), where S denotes a spin quantum number.
The eigenvalue problem of H′ is written as in eq 4.

H H jS2′ = + (3)

H E

E jS S( 1)

S S S S S S

S S a a S S

a a a

a a

′|Ψ ⟩ = ′ |Ψ ⟩

= { + + }|Ψ ⟩

= = =

= = (4)

The energy gap between two spin states S Sa
|Ψ ⟩= and S Sb

|Ψ ⟩= under
the shifted Hamiltonian H’ is computed as

E E E

E E j S S S S( 1) ( 1)

S S S S

S S S S b b a a

b a

b a

Δ ′ = ′ − ′

= − + { + − + }

= =

= = (5)

If we can find the j parameter of which the two spin states have
the same eigenvalue E ES S S Sa b

′ = ′= = , the left-hand side of eq 5
becomes zero and the energy gap between the two spin states
under the original Hamiltonian H can be computed from the j
value and spin quantum numbers Sa and Sb. Denoting the j value
of which the two spin states give the same eigenvalue E′ as jopt,
the spin state energy gap ΔE is calculated as in eq 6.

E E E

j S S S S( 1) ( 1)

S S S S

b b a aopt

b a
Δ = −

= − { + − + }

= =

(6)

When two spin states have the same eigenvalue E′ under the
shifted Hamiltonian H′, the wave function |Ψ0⟩ in the
superposition of the two spin states as in eq 7 is also an
eigenfunction of H′. Thus, the problem to calculate the spin
state energy gap can be rewritten as the problem of finding the j
parameter for which |Ψ0⟩ in eq 7 becomes an eigenfunction of
H′.

c ca S S b S S0 a b
|Ψ ⟩ = |Ψ ⟩ + |Ψ ⟩= = (7)

If |Ψ0⟩ is an eigenfunction of H′, the time evolution of |Ψ0⟩
under H′ merely induces a phase shift without changing the
structure of |Ψ0⟩. The deviation of |Ψ0⟩ from the eigenfunction
of H′ can be estimated from the square overlap |⟨Ψ0|
U(H′;j,t)|Ψ0⟩|

2, where U(H′;j,t) is given in eq 8.

U H j t i H j tS( ; , ) exp ( )2′ = {− + } (8)

The square overlap |⟨Ψ0|U(H′;j,t)|Ψ0⟩|
2 can be efficiently

evaluated by using a SWAP test.34 The SWAP test consists of
two Hadamard gates and a controlled-SWAP gate, which
interchanges the quantum states of |φ⟩ and |ψ⟩when the control
qubit is in the |1⟩ state, and the measurement of a qubit used as
the control. The probability to obtain the |0⟩ state in the
measurement of the control qubit is calculated as eq 9, which is
proportional to the square overlap of the two quantum states |φ⟩
and |ψ⟩.

P(0) (1 )/22φ ψ= + |⟨ | ⟩| (9)

The quantum circuit for the direct calculations of spin state
energy gaps proposed in ref 27 is given in Figure 1. Definitions of
quantum gates are summarized in Supporting Information.
Assuming eq 7, the probability to obtain the |0⟩ state in the
measurement of the first qubit in Figure 1, P(0), is calculated as
follows:27

P c c c c E t(0)
1
2

1 2 cos( )a b a b
4 4 2 2= [ + | | + | | + | | | | Δ ′ ]

(10)

Here, ΔE′ is the energy gap between two spin states under the
shifted Hamiltonian as defined in eq 5. By sweeping j and
executing the quantum circuit in Figure 1, the probability P(0)
becomes a maximum at ΔE′ = 0. The optimization of the j
parameter that gives the maximum P(0) can be done by using
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Bayesian inference. Bayesian inference is an optimization
algorithm based on Bayes’ theorem and it allows us to calculate
the posterior probability (updated probability by considering
new evidence) of the hypothesis from the prior probability and a
likelihood function. In quantum computing, it has been adopted
for QPE32,33 and Hamiltonian learning.35−37 Bayesian opti-
mization is robust against noises32,35 and is, thus, very suitable
for parameter optimization tasks in hybrid quantum algorithms.
A computation scheme of the BxB algorithm is summarized as

follows: (1) Define a prior distribution by a Gaussian function.
(2) Set the time evolution length t from a variance σ2 of the prior
distribution. (3) Drawm samples in the range of μ− σ2 to μ + σ2

with a constant interval and execute the quantum circuit in
Figure 1 R times with given t and j to calculate a likelihood
function P(0|j;t). Here, μ is the mean of the prior distribution.
(4) Fitting the obtained likelihood function by a Gaussian
function and calculate a posterior distribution P(j|0;t) using eq
11. (5) If the variance of the posterior distribution is smaller than
the threshold, the algorithm returns the mean of the posterior
distribution as the estimate of the j value, and otherwise, the
algorithm returns to step 2 with the posterior distribution as the
prior distribution of the next iteration. Because Bayesian
optimization is executed on classical computers, the BxB
belongs to the quantum−classical hybrid algorithm as same as
VQE. However, the BxB has different features from VQE. For
example, the BxB is free from the barren plateaus problem38

because it optimizes a single parameter j.27

P j t
P j t P j
P j t P j j

( 0; )
(0 ; ) ( )

(0 ; ) ( )d∫
| =

|
| (11)

A PREPARE gate in Figure 1 generates the approximate wave
function |Ψ0⟩ in superposition of different spin states on the
quantum registers initialized to the |0···0⟩ state. In the previous
study on the direct calculations of an exchange coupling
parameter J, the PREPARE gate generates the broken-symmetry
wave function |ΨBS⟩ defined in eq 12 for biradical systems by
using Nelec of Pauli-X gates, where Nelec is the number of
electrons. In eq 12, 2, α, β, and 0 stand for doubly occupied,
singly occupied by a spin-α electron, singly occupied by a spin-β
electron, and unoccupied orbitals, respectively.

22 2 0 0BS αβ|Ψ ⟩ = | ··· ··· ⟩ (12)

The quantum circuit depicted in Figure 1 needs (2×NSO + 1)
of qubits for implementation, whereNSO denotes the number of
spin orbitals. This is about twice of the number of qubits
required for iterative QPE which requires (NSO + 1) of qubits to
implement.39 However, as we demonstrate below, the number of
qubits can be reduced by modifying the quantum circuit. Note
that the approach for the qubit reduction was pointed out in our

preceding paper,27 but here we provide a mathematical proof of
this approach.
The quantum algorithm for the direct calculation of spin state

energy gaps is based on the SWAP test.33 By executing the
SWAP test, the probability to obtain the |0⟩ state is calculated as
eq 9. In our quantum algorithm, we used |φ⟩ = |Ψ0⟩ and |ψ⟩ =
U(H′;j,t)|Ψ0⟩ to calculate the square overlap |⟨Ψ0|
U(H′;j,t)|Ψ0⟩|

2, where U(H′;j,t) is the time evolution operator
under the shifted Hamiltonian H′ as given in eq 8.
Importantly,U(H′;j,t) can be decomposed as in eq 13 without

any approximation, because [H,S2] = 0.

U H j t ij t iHt

U j t U H t

U j t U H t

S

S

S

( ; , ) exp( )exp( )

( ; ) ( ; )

( ; ) ( ; )

2

2

2

′ = − −

=

= −†
(13)

By substituting eq 13 for the equation of the square overlap we
want to evaluate, the following equation can be derived.

U H j t U j t U H tS( ; , ) ( ; ) ( ; )0 0
2

0
2

0
2|⟨Ψ | ′ |Ψ ⟩| = |⟨Ψ | − |Ψ ⟩|†

(14)

From eq 14, we can perform the SWAP test with |φ⟩ =
U(−jS2;t)|Ψ0⟩ and |ψ⟩ = U(H;t)|Ψ0⟩. This decomposition is
very useful not only for the case that quantum circuit depth
becomes shallower but also for the case that the quantum
simulation of the U(−jS2;t) operator becomes simpler. The
U(−jS2;t) operator only affects the quantum state of the qubits
storing the occupation number of singly occupied molecular
orbitals. The approximate wave function |Ψ0⟩ used in the direct
spin state energy gap calculation is a single Slater determinant in
the previous application for an exchange coupling parameter J
calculations,27 and |Ψ0⟩ is a linear combination of two Slater
determinants in the present study for ionization energy
calculations, as discussed below. We can easily classify the
molecular orbitals to open shell and closed shell natures. To
adopt this strategy, we sorted molecular orbitals into three
regions; doubly occupied region (DOR), singly occupied region
(SOR), and unoccupied region (UOR) by the occupation
numbers of two spin states. The molecular orbital is labeled as
DOR, SOR, and UOR, if the molecular orbital is doubly
occupied in both spin states, singly occupied in S Sa

|Ψ ⟩= or S Sb
|Ψ ⟩=

in eq 7, and unoccupied in both spin states, respectively. NDOR,
NSOR, and NUOR is the number of qubits used for mapping the
molecular orbitals in DOR, SOR, and UOR, respectively. The
qubits in DOR and UOR can be excluded from the SWAP test,
because the contribution from these qubits to P(0) does not
depend on j. As a result, the number of qubits used for the SWAP
test can be reduced from (2 × NSO + 1) to (2 × NSOR + 1), and
the total number of qubits required for implementation is also
reduced from (2 × NSO + 1) to (NSO + NSOR + 1). It should be
noted that direct calculations of vertical ionization energies can
also be possible by using the number operator of electron Nelec
defined in eq 15 instead of the S2 operator in the shifted
Hamiltonian H′ in eq 3, but in this case, the qubit reduction
scheme discussed here cannot be applied.

a aN
p

p pelec ∑= †

(15)

The modified quantum circuit for the direct calculations of
spin state energy gaps is illustrated in Figure 2. Importantly, the
computational cost of the quantum simulation of the time

Figure 1. Quantum circuit for the direct calculations of spin state
energy gaps proposed in ref 27. A PREPARE gate generates an
approximate wave function |Ψ0⟩ on quantum register initialized to the
|0⟩ state, and U(H′’;j,t) = exp{−i(H + jS2)t}.
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evolution operator U(−jS2;t) is decreased drastically. For
example, when the SOR contains only one molecular orbital,
the time evolution operator U(−jS2;t) can be realized by two
CNOT gates and one phase shift gate by using a generalized spin
coordinate mapping (GSCM) proposed by us,17,18 regardless of
the evolution time length.
We applied the quantum algorithm to the direct calculations

of ionization energies, by using the wave function |Ψ0⟩ defined in
eq 16.

a
1
2

( )i0 HF HF|Ψ ⟩ = |Ψ ⟩ − |Ψ ⟩
(16)

Here, |ΨHF⟩ is a Hartree−Fock wave function of the neutral state
and ai denotes an annihilation operator acting on the electron to
be ionized. Thus, ai|ΨHF⟩ is an approximated wave function of
the ionized state under the Koopmans’ theorem.40 By using the
Jordan−Wigner transformation (JWT) as the wave function
mapping,41 the wave function given in eq 16 can easily be
prepared. Figure 3 illustrates the quantum circuit to generate the

approximate wave function of a carbon atom with (1s,2s,2p)
active space, which corresponds to the PREPARE gate in Figures
1 and 2. In Figure 3, the Pauli-X gates generate the Hartree−
Fock configuration of the neutral state in JWT. Following
Hadamard gate (Hd) applied to the qubit storing the occupation
number of the spin orbital that ionization occurs generates the
superposition of neutral and cationic wave functions in eq 16.
To demonstrate the quantum algorithm, we performed

numerical quantum circuit simulations for ionization of atoms

(He, Li, Be, B, C, and N) and small molecules (HF, BF, CF, CO,
O2, NO, CN, F2, H2O, and NH3). The numerical simulations
were carried out by using our own Python program developed
with OpenFermion42 and Cirq43 libraries. We used the active
space approximation and computed the ionization energies at
the CAS-CI/6-311G(d,p) level. In the quantum simulations of
time evolution with U(H;t) and U(−jS2;t), we adopted second-
order Trotter decomposition, and the time length for single
Trotter step is set to be 0.5 atomic unit. Detailed computational
conditions for quantum chemical calculations and the numerical
simulations of quantum circuits are given in Supporting
Information.
The numerical simulation results are summarized in Table 1.

We examined two types of an initial estimate of the ionization
energy, the ionization energies at the Koopmans’ theorem
(IE(Koopmans) = −E(HOMO)) and those at the ΔSCF level
(IE(ΔSCF) = E(cation) − E(neutral)). The same ionization
energies were obtained from both the initial estimates. The
standard deviations are less than 0.01 eV in all the calculations.
All quantum simulations were converged after 8−9 Bayesian
updates. The evolution time length required to acquire the
ionization energy within 0.01 eV of precision is at most t ∼ 250
au We also executed the numerical simulations using the
quantum circuit given in Figure 1 that uses all qubits for the
SWAP test, obtaining the same results.
Table 1 clearly shows that our quantum algorithm is capable

of reproducing the ionization energy at the CAS-CI/6-
311G(d,p) level within 0.1 eV of difference. The deviation
from the CAS-CI value is rationally explained by the Trotter
decomposition errors. In fact, the deviation becomes small by
increasing the Trotter slices (see Supporting Information for
details). It should be noted that effect of Trotter decomposition
error on the calculated spin state energy gap is larger in the
ionization energy calculation than in the exchange coupling
parameter J. This is because in the exchange coupling parameter
J calculations high-spin and low-spin states have the same
number of electrons and their electronic configurations are
similar, and therefore a large amount of Trotter errors can be
canceled out when computing the energy difference. By contrast,
in the ionization energy calculation, neutral and cationic states
have different numbers of electrons and thus Trotter error
cancellation is not sufficient. We also performed the ionization
energy calculation of a carbon atom by using the naiv̈e approach
based on two separate iterative QPE simulations of the neutral
and cationic states, giving IE(IQPE) = 11.437 eV. The deviation
from the CAS-CI value is smaller in our quantum algorithm than
in IQPE, revealing the usefulness of our approach (see
Supporting Information for details).
Note that all the results in Table 1 are obtained from noiseless

quantum circuit simulations. Noisy quantum circuit simulations
of C atom were also executed with a Pauli error model, in which
one of the Pauli operators (X, Y, Z, and I) is randomly applied
with a probability η, η, η, and (1 − 3η), respectively. Details of
the noisy quantum circuit simulations are given in Supporting
Information. The ionization energy with η = 0.01 is 11.319 ±
0.013 eV and Bayesian optimization converged after 9 iterations.
This result also supports the robustness of our quantum
algorithm. More detailed analyses of the effect of noises are a
future task.
In summary, we proposed a modified quantum circuit for the

direct calculations of spin state energy gaps executable with a
fewer number of qubits and lower computational costs against
originally proposed one, and applied it to the direct calculations

Figure 2. Modified quantum circuit for the direct calculations of spin
state energy gaps used in this work.NDOR,NSOR, andNUOR stand for the
number of spin orbitals in doubly occupied region, singly occupied
region, and unoccupied region, respectively. U(H;t) = exp(−iHt) and
U(−jS2;t) = exp{−i(−jS2t)}.

Figure 3. Quantum circuit to generate the approximate wave function
|Ψ0⟩ defined in eq 16 of a carbon atom.
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of vertical ionization energies. Our quantum algorithm can
afford to compute ionization energies of atoms and molecules at
the CAS-CI level within 0.1 eV of deviation, regardless of the
electronic spin structure of the neutral state, that is, whether it is
closed shelled or open shelled. The number of Bayesian
optimization cycle does not depend on the system size, and it
quickly converges to the optimal value. The proposed quantum
algorithm does not require controlled-time evolution operations
and evolution time is much shorter than that needed in QPE-
based full-CI calculations. Our quantum algorithm is easier to
implement than QPE, and it has the potential for opening the
door to solve real-world chemistry problems on fault-tolerant
quantum computers.
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Phys. J. A 1928, 47, 631−651.
(42) McClean, J. R.; et al. OpenFermion: the electronic structure
package for quantum computers. Quantum Sci. Technol. 2020, 5,
034014.
(43) Quantum AI team and collaborators. quantumlib/Cirq: Cirq
v0.9.1. Zenodo. 2020, DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.4064322.
(44) Martin, W. C.; Musgrove, A.; Kotochigova, S.; Sansonetti, J. E.
Ground levels and ionization energies for the neutral atoms. NIST
Standard Reference Database 2013, DOI: 10.18434/T42P4C.
(45) Lias, S. G. Ionization energy evaluation. In NIST Chemistry
WebBook, NIST Standard Reference Database Number 69, Linstrom, P.
J.; Mallard, W. G., Eds., National Institute of Standards and
Technology. DOI: DOI: 10.18434/T4D303 (retrieved 2021-01-11).

The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters pubs.acs.org/JPCL Letter

https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.1c00283
J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2021, 12, 2880−2885

2885

https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/3/033032
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/3/033032
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011044
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.110501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.110501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0199-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0199-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep03589
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep03589
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5213
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5213
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.030304
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b00932
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b00932
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b00932
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10988-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10988-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10988-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1614-4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.6b04932
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.6b04932
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.6b04932
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.8b00788
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.8b00788
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.8b00788
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C9CP02546D
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C9CP02546D
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C9CP02546D
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D0CP03745A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D0CP03745A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D0CP03745A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nchem.483
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nchem.483
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.030502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.030502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.030502
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.031007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.031007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031022
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031022
https://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abb9811
https://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abb9811
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00803
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00803
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.92.015003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.9b00829
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.9b00829
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D0SC04847J
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D0SC04847J
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/D0SC04847J
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.08697
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.08697
https://dx.doi.org/10.35848/1347-4065/abdf20
https://dx.doi.org/10.35848/1347-4065/abdf20
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1926274
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1926274
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1926274
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.012330
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.012330
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.010503
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.100503
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.100503
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.167902
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.167902
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042314
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042314
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.190501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.190501
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys4074
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07090-4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07090-4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.030306
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.030306
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0031-8914(34)90011-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0031-8914(34)90011-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01331938
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/ab8ebc
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/ab8ebc
https://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064322
https://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064322
https://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064322?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.18434/T42P4C
https://dx.doi.org/10.18434/T42P4C?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.18434/T4D303
https://dx.doi.org/10.18434/T4D303?ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/JPCL?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.1c00283?ref=pdf

