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Abstract
An exchange energy functional is proposed and tested for cbtaining a class of excited-state
energies using density-functional form alisn . T he functional is the excited-state counterpart of the
Jocaldensity approxin ation fiinctional for the ground-state. It takes care of the state-dependence

of the energy fiinctional and leads to highly accurate excitation energies.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Success of density functional theory OFT) [I, 2] for the ground-state calculations had
prom pted search 3, 4,3, 4, 11,8, 9, 10] or sin ilar theories for the excited-states. O ver
the past decade, tin edependent density—functional theory (IDDFT) (1] has become a
standard tool 12,13] for obtaining transition energies and the associated oscillator strengths.
However, despite its w idespread use, the theory is not without lim itations. For exam ple,
caloulating excitation energies for double excitation ofelectrons still rem ains 4] a challenge
IntheTDDFT approach. Atthe sam e tin g, the cham ofgetting the excitation energy asthe
di erence between two total energies ram ains. This is because one can choose the excited—
state at w i1, prom oting asm any elctrons as one w ishes to a sst of chosen orbitals, calculate
the total corresponding energy and nd the excitation energy by subtracting the ground-—
state energy. Thus research in the direction of perform ing a K ohn-Sham lke calculation for
the excited-states continues.

A ground-state lke DFT approach to cbtain the total energy of an excited-state has
been developed by Gorling f1§] and by Levy and Nagy [1§]. The theory is based on the
constrained-search approach [17] and proposes that the energy of an excited—state can also

be w ritten as a functional
E[]I=FT[; o]+ () Vegt (r)dr @)

of the excited-state density (). Here F' [ ; (] is a bidensity functional that depends on
the ground-state density o also, and vt (v) is the external potential that the electrons are
moving in. The bidensity finctional for the density ofthe nth excited-state isde ned via
the constrained-search form ulation as
p . E
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where isorthogonalto the lower (n 1) states of the ham iltonian, already determ ined by
the density . Such a way of obtaining the functionalF [ ; o] m akes it non-universal and

also state-dependent. T he exchangecorrelation energy functionalE . [ ; o] for the excited—



state is then de ned as the di erence of F [ ; o] and the non-interacting kinetic energy
Ts[ ; o] corresponding to . The latter isde ned in a m anner sin ilar to Eq. % by dropping
the operator \?ee from the right hand side. Thus (forbrevity, from here onwardswe drop g

from the argum ent of the finctional)
Exll=F[] TI[]: 3)

W ih the assum ption that the excited-state density is non-interacting v-representable, the

density is obtained by solving the excited-states K ohn-Sham equation (@tom icunitsareused

throughout the paper)
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where n; is the occupation number of the orbital ;. Th Eq.'4 the various tem s have their
standard m eaning w ith vy () representing the exchange-correlation potential forthe excited-
state. It is detem ined by taking the functional derivative of the excited-state exchange-
correlation energy functional. That a Kohn-Sham lke calculation can be perform ed for
the excited-states was rst proposed by Harbol and Sahni 18] on physical grounds, and
has been put [19] on a rigorous m athem atical footing recently on the basis of di erential
virialtheorem PRQ]. Calculations of excited-states energies based on the H arbola-Sahniw ork
have yielded excellent results R1i,22]. T he near exact exchange-correlation potential for the
sihglet 1s2s 'S excited-state ofhelium has also been constructed PR3] recently. However, we
arenot aw are ofany work w here an exchange-correlation functional for the excited-stateshas
been reported; In perform ing excited-state calculations 15, 16, 24], either the ground-state
fiinctionals or the orbital based-theories [1§, 25] have been em ployed. T he proposition for
the construction of an excited-state exchange-correlation functional is Indeed a di cul one

since the finctional is non-universal and also statedependent. Thus a general finctional

form for it m ay not exist.



Agannst such a badkground, we ask if it is at all possible to obtain a sinplk LD A -lke
functional for the excited-states. To kesp m atters sin ple, we have been looking at this
problem within the exchange-only approxin ation. In this paper we show that it is Indeed
possble to construct an exchange energy fiinctionalthat gives transition energies com parable
to the exact exchange-only theories such asH artreeFock 4], optin ized potential P§]orthe
H arbola-Sahni £1] theory. T he construction of the fiinctional is based on the hom ogeneous
elkectrongasand In ndingthe nalfom ofthe functionalwe are guided m ostly by qualitative
plausbility argum ents. O ur work is thus exploratory in nature and represents probably the

rst attem pt to construct an excited-state exchange-energy finctionalin tem softhe density.
T he evidence of the accuracy of the functional constructed by us is given by the results of
the transition energies of a large number of excited-states. W e also refer the reader to
ref. P§] ooran expression for the change in the exchange energy in temm s of the ground-state
K ohn-Sham orbitals when an electron is prom oted from a lower energy orbital to a higher
one.

In the present work we take a particular class of excited states in which som e core orbital
are lled, then there are som e vacant orbitals and again there are some lled orbitals. W e

construct an LD A -lke fiinctional for such states in the follow ing section.

IT. CONSTRUCTION OF THE FUNCTIONAL

A s stated above, we now consider such excited-states w here the occupation ofthe orbitals
is such that the electrons occupy som e core orbitals and som e shell orbitals, kaving the
orbitalsbetween the core and the shell region vacant. T his is shown schem atically .n Fig.7,.
Such an excited-state would be obtained, for exam ple, if an electron from the lled orbitals
of the ground-state is excited to just above the occupied kvels. T he exact exchange energy
for a set of occupied orbitals is given as
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FIG.1l: O rbialoccupation in an excited state con guration.

0 that the excited-state exchange energy when an electron is transferred from one of the

orbitals occupied In the ground-state to the lowest unoccupied level is given as
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where (o representsthe orbital from which the electron hasbeen rem oved and .49 where
the electron is added. The sum over the index j in the second tem on the right hand side
runs over all the orbitals, ncluding L and .44, Up to the highest occupied orbital in
the excited-state. On the other hand the sum in the fth term runs over all the orbial
exoept  aqq- W e now attem pt to m ake an LD A -lke approxin ation for the excited-state
exchange energy so that the di erence (the last four tem s In the equation above) between
the approxin ate excited— and ground-state exchange energies is close to that given by the
exact expression above. In m aking this approxin ation accurate, it is evident that the self-
energy tem s (third and fourth tem s on the right hand side of Eq.7}) for the orbitals o
and ,4q are to be treated accurately.

A sthe st step towards an excited-state fiinctional, wem ake the correspondence betw een
the excited-states that we are considering and sin ilar excitations In a hom ogeneous electron

gas HEG).Ifthe HEG is in it's ground state, the electrons are lled up to the Fem i lvel



so that the electrons occupy wave-vectors in k-space from k= 0toky = (3 2 )%, where

is the electron density. On the other hand, In an excited state of the systam the electrons
w ill occupy k-space di erently com pared to the ground state. For the kind of excited-states
that we oconsider In this paper, the corresoonding occupation in the k-space is as follow s:
T he electrons occupy orboitals from k = 0 to k; and k, to ky; with a gap In between as shown

in Fig. @). So that the excited state density is given by

kF E
FIG.2:k space occupation in the ground and the excited state con guration.
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In Eq.8 . and ; are the core (corresponding to the electrons occupying k- space from
zero to ki) and the shell (corresponding to the electrons occupying k' gpace from k, to kj)
density, respectively, and is the totaldensity.

T he exchange energy for the HEG that occupies the k-space as described above can be

obtained exactly and is given as M LDA stands form odi ed localdensity approxin ation)

E}l\g LDA _ E)((:ore_l_ E;he]l_l_ E)((:ore shell (12)




where

EPe =y L 13)

is the exchange energy of the core electrons,
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is the exchange energy of the electrons in the shell, and
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represents the exchange energy of interaction between the core and the shell electrons. Here
V isthe volum e ofthe HEG . A fter adding the three tem s, the exchange-energy can also be

W ritten In the form
Ey "P% = [ &) k)+ (k)]dr+ logterm s 16)

where (k) represents the exchange-energy per particlke when the HEG is In its ground-state
w ith the Ferm im om entum equalto k. The equation above has a nice interpretation: The
Integral on the right-hand side represents the exchange energy of the system of electrons
with density when per elctron energy is written as [ (k) )+ &)], ie. the per
electron energy is given according to the occupation in the k-space (com pare w ith Eq.10).
T he log tem s, on the other hand, have no such sim ple interpretation. T hey have the kinetic
energy density In them but we have not been abl to w rite the termm s In aseasy a form asthe

rst tem . That the functional above has all the right 1im its if we take k; = k, ork, = k3
iseasily veri ed. Finally, them odi ed local spin density (L.SD) functionalE  "° [ ; 1d

temm s of the soIn densities  and is easily obtained from the functional above as
M LSD . _} M LDA } M LDA
Ex [ 7 1= ZEX e 1+ ZEX 2 @€7)

Having derived the exchange functional for the HEG, we now apply it to the excited-

states of various atom s to check if the functional above gives exchange energy di erences



accurately. The excited-states chosen are such that they can be represented by a single
Slater determ inant so that the LDA is a good approxin ation [3, §] for them . The di erent
radii in the k-space, ki, k; and ks, needed to evaluate the exchange energy are found by
Eags. 8§, 9 and 10. For each state (ground and excited), the sam e set of orbitals 9] is
em ployed to get the HartreeFock and the LSD exchange energies. W e calculate the LSD
and M LSD exchange energies using soherical spin densities since the e ect of non-sohericity
on the total exchange energy is sm all 30].

In Tabk I we show the di erence between the excited-state exchange energy and the
ground-state exchange energy for som e atom s and ions. In the st column we give the
di erence as obtained by the H artreeFock expression for the exchange energy. In the second
coulum n, the num bers are given for both the excited-state and the ground-state exchange
energies cbtained by em ploying the ground-state LSD functional. T he third colum n gives the
energy di erence when the excited-state exchange energy is calculated using the functional
of Eq.1Z. It is clearly seen that the ground-state LSD approxin ation underestin ates this
energy di erence. This is not suyprising since the ground-state functional would give a
larger exchange energy for the excited-state than what a proper excited-state functional
should give. However, when the fiinctional of Eq.17 is em ployed to calculate the exchange
energy for the excited-stateswe nd, to our surprise, that for the m a prity of the atom s the
functional overestin ates the di erences by a Jarge am ount, whereas we expected to nd the
error to be about 10% which is the general LDA exchange energy error. W e note that this
large di erence cannot com e because we have soherdical densities. If non-spherical densities
are used, the di erence m ay Increase even further. For exam ple, for the uorne atom , the
ground-state exchange energy w illbecom e m ore negative for non-soherical densities. O n the
other hand, the excited-state exchange energy w ill ram ain unchanged since the density is
already spherical. This will result in an even larger di erence In the exchange energies of
the two states.

W e now look for possble sources of error n the exchangeenergy di erences when the

functional of Eq. 2 is em ployed to get the exchange energy for the excited-states. For this



we exam ne Eq.7 in which the last four temm s on the right hand side represent the exchange

energy di erence. Thus
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Tt is the LDA values to this temm that are given In Tabl I. The sources of error in this
term we suspect are the sslfexchange energies of the orbitals ,on and .gq volved in the
electron transfer. W e now argue that the selfenergy correction for both the termm s sould
be In the sam e direction. Thus for both the orbitals the self-interaction correction (SIC) is

m ade by subtracting [31]

z 7 . 0. ;
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where ( ) isthe orbialdensity for the orbital . The argum ent goes as follows. The LDA

should be reasonablty accurate when the Integral over k is continuous. Thism akes the st
term In the energy di erence accurate. W e do have a choice of writing the rst and the

second tem s as
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but then the rsttem above w illnot be accurate asthe LDA to it would involve Integration
In k-space with a break from k; to k,;. Therefore to kesp the LDA accurate, we keep the
sum m ation continuous and w rite the self-interaction energy of the electron rem oved w ith a
negative sign in front. By including the self-interaction correction for the ram oved electron
only, we nd that the error In the exchange energy di erence reduces to about 10% of the
corresoonding HE value. To m ake the di erence even m ore acuurate, we now consider the
term for the orbital .44 where the electron is added. T here the electron com es In w ith its

self-nteraction so for the added orbitaltoo E ¢ should be subtracted to m ake the resuls



for the energy di erence com parable to the H artreeFodk results. Thus the nalexpression

for the exchange-energy that we have is
E)D(’ILSDSIC — E)D(’ILSD E;IC [rem] E)EIC [add] (21)

M LSD
where E

is the energy functionalgiven by Eq.d2 and EJ™ [ Jisgiven by Eq.i19. W e
now com pute the exchange energy di erences given by the fiinctional n Eq. 21, and show
them in Table I.As is evident from the numbers displayed there, the finctional of Eq. 21
gives highly accurate exchange-energy di erences for all the system s considered. W hen the
exchnage-energy di erence between the ground—and the excited-state isan all, the HF , LSD
and the functionals derived above, all give roughly the sam e results. However, when this
di erence is large, the LD A underestin ates them agnitude ofthe di erence by a Jarge am ount
whereas the functional of Eq. qil4 overestin ates it. Only when the latter is corrected for
the self-interaction is the di erence aln ost the sam e as the H artree¥odk di erence.

Having obtained the functional to obtain accurate exchange energy di erence, we now
apply it to a Jarge num ber of excited-states of the class considered here and nd that we get

the transition energies very close to those given by the H artreeFodk theory.

ITT. RESULTS

W e now em ploy the exchange functionalkE } 5P 5I¢ proposed above to cbtain the transi-
tion energies for a variety of excitations in di erent atom s. W e nd that orallthe system s
the transition energies cbtained by us are very close to the corresponding H artreeFodk en—
ergies 32]. O ur calculations proceed as ollow s: W e get the ground-state energy by solving
the K ohn-Sham equation with the e ective exchange potential calculated using the D irac
formula B3]. W e then solve the K chn-Sham equation with the same (corresponding to
the ground-state) functional for the excited-state con guration. This gives us the excited—
state energy E1sp . The di erence between E 5p and the ground-state energy gives us
the transition energy E 5p . W e then em ploy the K ohn-Sham oroitals from this calcula—

tion to get them odi ed LDA exchange energy including SIC by em ploying the functional

10



EM ISPSIC ofEq.2(0. M aking appropriate corrections we then get the total excited-state
energy corregoonding to this fuinctional, and itsdi erence w ith the ground-state energy gives
us E y 1spsic - A lhough we have not perform ed selfconsistent calculations w ith the new
fiinctional, selfoconsistency isnot expected to a ect the results signi cantly. This isbecauss,
aswe shallsee In the resuls, them a prdi erence in the transition energies given by di erent
finctionals arises from the di erence in the value of the exchange energy itself.

Shown in Tablk IT are the transition energies E gr, E 1sp and E y1spsc forsome
light atom s and ions when one of their lnner electrons is excited to the lowest available
orbital. T he excitation energy in these system s is such that forsom e ofthem E gp isclose
to E yr but for others it isnot. However, E y 1spsic IS uniform Iy accurate for all the
system s. W enotethat theerrorin E 5p isalm ost fully from the error in the corresoonding
exchange energy di erence. This is evident from a com parison of the numbers in Tablk I
(for the exchange energy di erences) and In Tablk IT.

In Tabl IIT we ook at the excitation energies of the akali atom sand M g* by exciting
an electron from the uppem ost orbitalto an outer orbital. These are weakly bound system s
and as such their excitation energies are relatively an aller. T hus they provide a good testing
ground for the proposed functional. An Interesting point about these system s is that the
LSD iself gives excitation energies close to the HF excitation energies. It is therefore quite
gratifying to see that the transition energies cbtained by the new functional also are of
very good quality, although the present m ethod tends to slightly overestin ate the transition
energies.

N ext we consider som e bigger atom s where we can excite the electron from m ore than
one Inner orbital. Shown In Tabls IV and V are the excitation energies for the atom s In
the third row of the periodic table. In Tablk IV we consider an electron being excited from
the 3s orbial to the 3p orbial. In allthese case E gp is an aller than the true energy
di erence whereas the present functional gives highly accurate estin ates of the transition
energy. N otice again that the error in the value of E 5p arisesmainly from the error In

the exchange energy.

11



In Tabk V, we show the transition energies for the sam e set of atom s and ions as In
Tablk IV, but for the electron now beihg excited from the 2s orbital to the 3p oroital.
Consequently the energy of excitation ismudh larger in this case. The LSD in all these
cases underestin ates the excitation energy, whereas the present finctional gives accurate
results although slightly overestin ating them . H owever, the error w ith respect to the LSD
is reduced by a factor of 5 orm ore.

Shown iIn Tabl VI are the excitation energies for a group of atom s or which the LSD
gives transition energies very close to the HF excitation energies. In all the cases we nd
that the functional proposaed here is able to give accurate excitation energies. Thuswe nd
that when the LSD results are accurate, so are the results given by the new functional. W hat
is signi cant, however, is that when the LSD results are poor, the new functional properly
ocorrects the ervor in LSD .

F inally, we consider the cases where two electrons are excited to the higher orbitals. A s
already pointed out, doubl excitations are di cult to dealw ith in the TDDF T approach to

nding excitation energies. Resuls for di erent excitations for a variety of atom ic system s
are shown In Tabl V II. A s is evident from the table, for all the systam s, our m ethod gives

excellent results whereas the LSD underestin ates the energies.

IVv. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In the above we have presented a new LD A -like finctional for obtaining the excitation
energies. It has been employed to Investigate over 40 excited states. The resuls show
that our procedure gives accurate excitation energies for all of them , whereas for m ost of
the system s the LSD underestin ates the energy di erence. W e have worked w ithin the
exchange-only approxin ation and have chosen a particular class of excited-states. W hat
we have leamt through the study reported here is that a sin ple extension of the LDA to
the excited-states overestin ates the energy di erences. T his is due to the self-interaction of

the electron inherent In the LDA .W hen corrected for the self-interaction through a careful

12



analysis, the resulting functional gives highly accurate answers for the excited-states. T hus
ifm ore accurate functionals than the LDA are em ployed, ourm ethod of developing excited—
state functionals should give good excited-state functionals.

In the present work, we have developed a functional for a particular class ofexcited states
and dem onstrated that it is possible to construct excited-state energy functionals that are
capablk of giving transition energies close to the exact theory. W e are now working on
fiinctionals for states otherthan considered In thispaper. A spointed out in the Introduction,
excited-state fiinctionals are not universal and therefore have to be dealt w ith separately for
di erent kinds of excited-states.

In thiswork, we have also not looked at the correlation energy functionals. Can correla—
tion energy functionals be developed along sim ilar lines? W e trust that it should be possble
and are working on this problem .

Finall, we also wish to look at the ulim ate excitation ie. the ionization of the system .
If the ekctron is rem oved from the uppem ost orbital, the LDA is known to give good
Jonization energies when calculated through the total energy di erence. In these cases too
our functionalwould give results the sam e as those obtained from the LD A : Ifwe go through
the argum ents presented earlier, we nd that in these cases our functional reduces to the
LDA functional for the core electrons. This is because in calculating the exchnage energy,
the sum m ation overthe occupied orbitals is continuous and therefore we do not have tom ake
any self-interaction correction for the rem oved electron. Further the shell electron densiy
vanishes so the contribution from the added electron is zero. Interestingly, we nd that ifwe
Jonize the atom by rem oving an electron from the inner orbitals, we cbtain accurate ram oval
energies if we think of the process in two soteps — st rem oving an electron from the top
level and then exciting the resulting ion by exciting an electron from the Inner orbitalto the
top of llked orbials. M ore work on such di erent kinds of excitation is In progress and w ill
be reported in the future.
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TABLE I:D i erence in the exchange energies of the ground—and excited-states of som e atom s and
ions. The First colum n gives the atom /ion and the transition, the second colum n the di erence

E ;T ascbtaied in HartreeFock theory, the third colum n the di erence E °P given by the

ground-state energy fiinctional. T he fourth and the fth colum n describe the di erence as obtained

w ith the functionalproposed In thispaper. T he fourth colum n gives the exchange-energy di erence

EMLSD

X obtained by em ploying the functional ofE q.:;-g whereasthe fth colum n gives that given

by the finctionalofEq.i2q E § “SPSIC  Numbers given are in atom ic units.

atom S/jOflS E )IgF E )L(,SD E )B(d LSD E )l\él LSD SIC
Li@s'%s ! 2p'%P) 0.0278 0.0264 0.587 0.0282
B @s?2p' %P ! 2s'2p?°D) 0.0353 0.0319 0.0998 0.0412
C @s?2p? 3P ! 2s'2p°3D) 00372 0.0332 0.1188 0.0454
N @s2p° s ! 2s'2p??P) 00399 0.0353 01381 0.0503
0 2s?2p? 3P ! 2s'2p°°3P) 01582 00585 02634 01624
F 2s?2p° %P ! 2s'2p°2s5) 03021 0.0891 0.3908 02765
N et 2s?2p° %P ! 2s'2p®2S) 03339 0.0722 04397 0.3037
S (3s?3p* °p ! 3s!'3p°3P) 01106 0.0475 0.1798 01252
CI' 3s23p? °p ! 3s!'3p®3P) 01257 0.0483 02050 01441
C1(Bs?3p° %P ! 3s'3p®2s) 02010 0.0603 02567 0.1969
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TABLE II: Transition energies, in atom ic units, of an electron being excited from the 2s orbital
of som e atom s to their 2p orbital. The rst colum n gives this energy as ocbtained in H artreefock
theory. The numbers in the second colum n are cbtained by em ploying the ground-state LDA for
both the ground—and the excited-state. T he last colum n gives the energies given by em ploying the

ground-state LDA for the ground-state and the functionalofEqg. :_2_(_1 for the excited-state.

atom s/ions Eyr E@SD) EMLSDSIC)
N @s?2p3%s ! 2st2p?iP) 04127 03905 0.4014
ot @s?2p° 4s ! 2s'2p??P) 05530 05397 05571
0 @s?2p?3P ! 28'2p°°3P) 06255 05243 0.6214
F' @20 %P ! 2s'2p°3P) 0.7988 0.6789 0.8005
F 2s?2p° %P ! 2s'2p°2s) 08781 06671 0.8573
N et @2s?2p° %P | 2s'2p®2S) 1.0830 0.8334 1.0607

TABLE IIT: The caption is the sam e as that for Tablk I except that we are now considering

transitions from the outem ost orbital to an upper orbital for weakly bound system s.

atom s/ions Egr E@SD) EMLSDSIC)
Li@st?s ! 2p'%P) 00677 0.0646 0.0672
Na@Bst?s ! 3p'?P) 00725 00751 0.0753
Mg @st?s ! 3p'?P) 01578 0.1585 0.1696
K @st?s ! 4p'?P) 00516 0.0556 0.0580

TABLE IV :E lectron transition energy from the 3s to the 3p orbital in som e atom s.

atom s/ions Egyrg E@SD) EMLSDSIC)
P 3s?3p° ‘s ! 3s'3p*‘P) 03023 02934 0.3055
S@Es?3p* 3P ! 3s'3p°3P) 04264 03615 04334
CI" 3s?3p* °P ! 3s!'3p°3P) 05264 0.4482 0.5403
C1(Bs?3p° %P ! 3s'3p®?s) 05653 04301 0.5630
Art 3s?3p° %P ! 3s'3p®?S) 06769 05174 0.6766
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TABLE V :E kctron transition energy from the 2s to the 3p orbital in the sam e atom sas In Tabl

V.
atom s/ions Egyr E@SD) EMLSDSIC)
P 2s?3p° ‘s ! 2s'3p?‘P) 68820 6.4188 6.9564
S @es?3p*3p ! 2s5'3p°3P) 82456  7.7337 83271
CI" 2s?3p* °P ! 2s'3p°3P) 98117 92551 9.8997
Cl@2s?3p° %P ! 2s'3p®2s) 9.7143 91653 9.8171
Art 2s?3p° %P ! 2s'3p®?s) 11.3926 10.8009 115061

TABLE V I:E lkectron transition energies for atom s where LSD transition energies are accurate

atom s/ions Eygr E@LSD) EMLSDSIC)
B @s?2p' %P ! 2s'2p?°D) 02172 0.1993 02061
Ct @s?2p' %P ! 2s'2p®?D) 03290 0.3078 03216
C 2s?2p? %P ! 2s'2p®3D) 02942 02878 02967
N*' @s?20° 3P ! 2s'2p°°3D) 04140 0.4149 0.4305
Sit (3s?3pt %P ! 3s'3p??D) 02743 02632 02799
Si(3s?3p? 3P ! 3s'3p®3D) 02343 02356 02442
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TABLE V II: E xcitation energies of som e atom s when two electrons are excited.

atom s/ions Eygr E@SD) EMLSDSIC)
Be@s*'s ! 2p°'D) 02718 02538 02655
B 2s?2p' %P ! 2p°%D) 04698 04117 04798
Ct @s?2p' %P ! 20°2D) 06966 0.6211 0.7180
C 25?20 3P ! 2p*°3P) 0.7427 05950 0.7312
N* @s?2p? 3P ! 2p?3P) 1.0234 0.8369 1.0143
N @s?2p°%s ! 2p°%P) 11789 0.9440 1.1785
Ot @s?2p° %s ! 2p°%P) 15444 12552 1.5480
0 @s?2p*3p ' 2p°'s) 15032 11333 14736
F' @20 3P ! 2p°1s) 1.8983 14381 1.8494
M g@Bs?ls ! 3p®'D) 02578 02555 02651
S@Bs?3p?3p ! 3pPls)  1.0273 0.7807 1.0266
P 3s?3p° ‘s ! 3p°2P) 08539 0.6927 0.8680
Sit 3s?3pt %P ! 3p°?D) 05856 05377 0.6230
SiBs?3p? 3P ! 3p?*3P) 05860 0.4928 0.5986
CI" 3s?3p? P ! 3p?°3P) 12535 0.9551 12516
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