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Linear combinations of complex gaussian functions, where the linear and nonlinear parameters
are allowed to vary, are shown to provide an extremely flexible and effective approach for solving
the time-dependent Schrödinger equation in one spatial dimension. The use of flexible basis sets has
been proven notoriously hard within the systematics of the Dirac–Frenkel variational principle. In
this work we present an alternative time-propagation scheme that de-emphasizes optimal parameter
evolution but directly targets residual minimization via the method of Rothe’s method, also called
the method of vertical time layers. We test the scheme using a simple model system mimicking an
atom subjected to an extreme laser pulse. Such a pulse produces complicated ionization dynamics
of the system. The scheme is shown to perform very well on this model and notably does not rely
on a computational grid. Only a handful of gaussian functions are needed to achieve an accuracy
on par with a high-resolution, grid-based solver. This paves the way for accurate and affordable
solution of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for atoms and molecules within and beyond
the Born–Oppenheimer approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

When atoms and molecules are subjected to ultrashort
and intense laser pulses, their wave functions become
highly complicated and fast-changing due to ionization
and fragmentation processes [1]. High spatial and tem-
poral resolutions and large computational domains are
mandatory when the time-dependent Schrödinger equa-
tion (TDSE) is solved numerically, and computational
approaches that, at some level, are based on the Born–
Oppenheimer approximation may no longer be appropri-
ate. For even the most modestly sized atoms, it is simply
impossible to achieve experiment-level accuracy with a
grid or an otherwise fixed basis due to the curse of di-
mensionality of the problem. Therefore, it is essential to
develop compact and flexible wave-function representa-
tions that can be efficiently propagated in a numerically
stable manner.

This work has two main aims: The first is to demon-
strate that gaussian functions with time-evolving com-
plex parameters form a very flexible and efficient ba-
sis set to represent complicated wave-function dynam-
ics. The second is to present a computational method
for optimizing the nonlinear parameters of the gaussians
whilst changing their number as needed during the simu-
lation. As an initial test, we consider a 1D model problem
mimicking a hydrogenic atom or ion subjected to an ul-
trashort laser pulse that induces rather extreme dynam-
ics, including ionization. With the new time-propagation
scheme based on nonlinear least-squares optimization, we
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show that a compact gaussian basis set can reproduce
the essentially exact grid-based reference solution of the
TDSE for our model problem. In particular, the ioniza-
tion tail of the wave function is very well captured at
every stage of the dynamics using only a handful of the
complex gaussians.

Using a linear combination of gaussians (LCG) Ansatz
with complex and in particular explicitly correlated pa-
rameters is well established for highly accurate calcula-
tions of bound states of small atoms and molecules using
the Rayleigh–Ritz variational method [2]. Notably, some
of these applications have been performed without assum-
ing the Born–Oppenheimer approximation, i.e., treating
the motion of the nuclei and electrons on an equal foot-
ing. An attractive feature of the LCG Ansatz is the ex-
istence of analytic formulas for matrix elements involv-
ing complex gaussians, including the explicitly correlated
ones [3].

The time-dependent Dirac–Frenkel principle [4–7] ap-
pears as a natural framework for a dynamical exten-
sion of the variational LCG approach to bound states.
The Dirac–Frenkel principle, however, has a notorious
problem with severely ill-conditioned or even singular
Gramian matrices [8]. This problem is particularly acute
for LCG wave functions [9] and yields to the frozen width
of the gaussians and an additional Thykonov regular-
ization in the variational multi-configurational gaussian
(vMCG) [10] method. Regrettably, the great flexibility
of the complex gaussians comes at a prize.

The alternative time-propagation scheme proposed in
this work averts the matrix singularity problem of the
Dirac–Frenkel principle by using Rothe’s method, also
called the method of vertical time layers [11, 12], for
solving the TDSE. The Rothe method is a variational
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approach that, in a natural manner, allows for adaptiv-
ity of the size of the gaussian basis set during the time-
propagation of the wave function: The number of gaus-
sians is increased whenever the error in the wave function
becomes too large. Moreover, the method is entirely for-
mulated in terms of the gaussian matrix elements of cer-
tain operators and their derivatives with respect to the
nonlinear parameters of the gaussians. Thus, the method
completely eliminates the need for a grid, while allowing
the wave function to freely roam space with, in principle,
infinite level of detail.

The compression levels observed with LCG wave func-
tions for the 1D case in the present work may be even
more pronounced for multi-particle systems with the use
of N -particle explicitly correlated gaussians that have
been routinely employed in calculating bound spectra of
small atoms and molecules with very high accuracy. The
method presented here thus paves the way for highly ac-
curate solutions of the TDSE for realistic chemical sys-
tems, including ionization and dissociation processes in-
duced by sub-femtosecond laser pulses, employing neither
a grid nor a fixed basis expansion of the wave function.

II. THEORY

A. Complex gaussians

We first consider the general case of a quantum sys-
tem composed of N charged particles (e.g., a non-Born–
Oppenheimer description of a molecule with nuclei and
electrons moving in a central potential [13]) whose Carte-
sian coordinates are collected in a 3N -dimensional real
vector r. An LCG(K) wave-function Ansatz (prior to
spin and permutation-symmetry adaptation) at time t is
expressed in terms of K N -particle complex gaussians in
the following way:

ψ(r, t) =

K∑
k=1

ck(t) exp [−(r− sk(t))′Ck(t)(r− sk(t))] .

(1)
Here, ck is a complex linear coefficient, sk is a complex
shift vector, and Ck is a 3N × 3N matrix of complex
parameters. Note that all parameters, nonlinear as well
as linear, are time-dependent. Here and in the following,
the prime denotes vector and matrix transposition (with-
out complex conjugation). Both the real and imaginary
parts of Ck = ak+ibk are real symmetric 3N×3N matri-
ces. The real part must be constrained to be symmetric
positive definite to ensure square-integrability. An alter-
native (but equivalent) functional form of the gaussians
in Eq. (1) is

gk(r) = exp

[
−1

2
(r− qk)′Ck(r− qk) + ip′k(r− qk)

]
,

(2)
with real vectors qk and pk defining the center and mo-
mentum of the gaussians, respectively.

Both the linear expansion coefficients and the nonlin-
ear parameters of each gaussian are free variables that
can be optimized in the calculation. In Eqs. (1) and
(2) the exponent is a general second-order polynomial
with respect to the complex parameters, up to an irrele-
vant constant. As is well known, the family of gaussian
functions is complete in more than one sense [14, 15].
Therefore, choosing even a modest K value with freely
adjustable nonlinear parameters should form an inordi-
nately flexible basis set to represent almost any wave
function.

Importantly, integrals for the matrix elements of the
kinetic and potential energies and the overlap have ex-
plicit analytic formulas that can be straightforwardly im-
plemented in an efficient computer code. For example,
unshifted complex gaussians satisfy

〈gk|r−1ij |gl〉 =
2 〈gk|gl〉√

π tr((Ck + Cl)−1Jij)
,

where rij = |ri−rj | and Jij is the matrix associated with
the quadratic form r2ij = r′Jijr [3, 16]. Such analytic
formulas pave the way for developing a completely grid-
free gaussian time-propagation approach.

B. The Rothe method

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation can be
phrased in a variational form as

ψ̇(t) = argmin
χ
‖iχ− Ĥ(t)ψ(t)‖, (3)

where χ ranges over all allowed infinitesimal variations of
ψ(t). For some approximate Ansatz depending smoothly
on a set of (real) parameters, the variations are restricted,
leading to an implicit system of ODEs for the parame-
ters. This is the first step of the Dirac–Frenkel variational
principle. In the next step, the ODEs are integrated
using some numerical integration scheme. It should be
noted, however, that time-propagation with the Dirac–
Frenkel principle is infamous for its numerical challenges
[8], which are particularly pronounced for LCG Ansätze,
see for example [9, 17]. While successful work-arounds
have emerged, including the frozen gaussian approxima-
tion [10] and sophisticated basis re-expansion techniques
[18–23], no general approach that can fully exploit the
high flexibility of complex gaussians to simulate compli-
cated quantum dynamics has been formulated.

Somewhat paradoxically, it is the high flexibility of the
complex gaussians that causes the numerical challenges.
There may be several distinct LCGs that approximate
the same wave function to a similar accuracy—i.e., there
is no unique set of the gaussians and, thus, no unique set
of their nonlinear parameters. This leads to the system
of ODEs being insoluble due to singular or severely ill-
conditioned Gramian matrices, which present a challenge
that is significantly harder to overcome than ordinary
“stiffness”.
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Rothe’s method offers a different approach than the
Dirac–Frenkel principle. Placing all focus on the to-
tal time-evolving wave function, Rothe’s method de-
emphasizes the evolution of the nonlinear gaussian pa-
rameters and the linear expansion coefficients. Equa-
tion (3) is discretized first in the time variable by some
suitable scheme. For example, using the implicit trape-
zoidal rule and time step h, the wave function at time
tn = nh is:

ψn = argmin
ϕ
‖Anϕ−A†n−1ψn−1‖, (4)

where An = I + ihĤ(tn)/2 and ψn ≈ ψ(tn) is an ap-
proximation to the wave function at time tn. This turns
the propagation into a sequence of nonlinear optimization
problems. Although any other scheme can be chosen in-
stead, the trapezoidal rule is a rather natural starting
point, see also [24]. In particular, the exact solution to
the time-propagation equation (4) in the Hilbert space
is given by the Crank-Nicolson (CN) scheme [25], whose
local error is O(h3).

Using the time-discretized version of the time-
dependent variational principle in Eq. (4), one can now
introduce an Ansatz, e.g., the LCG(K) wave function, at
each time tn, ψn = ψ(αn, cn). Here, αn and cn denote
the sets of nonlinear and linear parameters, respectively,
at time tn. Some restrictions need to be imposed on the
wave-function optimization problem to control the error
in the calculation. A tolerance ε > 0 is chosen and used
in the propagation of the LCG wave function, ψ(αn, cn):

1

2
‖Anψ(αn, cn)−A†n−1ψ(αn−1, cn−1)‖2 < ε. (5)

The completeness of the gaussians ensures that the toler-
ance ε can always be achieved with an adaptive number
of gaussians in the basis set. Hence, our propagation
scheme for the LCG ansatz from time tn−1 to tn needs
to include a procedure for augmenting the gaussian basis
set with additional functions.

The problem (5) is separable in the sense that freezing
αn results in a linear least-squares problem for cn, see
[26]. This leads to a reduced problem defined only in
terms of finding a set of nonlinear parameters αn such
that

F (αn) =
1

2
‖(I − PAn)A†n−1ψ(αn−1, cn−1)‖2 < ε. (6)

Here, PAn = PAn(αn) is an orthogonal projector on the
space spanned by the gaussians transformed with the An
operator, and thus an explicit function of the unknowns
αn. Elimination of cn is essential, as dependent vari-
ables in a nonlinear least-squares problem often lead to
ill-conditioning of the problem [26].

Our nonlinear optimization scheme is a variant of the
iterative Gauss–Newton method with step-size control
via a simple Armijo backtracking strategy to ensure suf-
ficient decrease of the objective function in each itera-
tion [27, 28]. The Gauss–Newton method requires solu-
tion of a linear system in each iteration, and approaches

quadratic convergence when the objective function be-
comes small. A successful use of the Newton method for
solving the equation ∇F (αn) = 0 relies on providing a
sufficiently good initial guess at the start of the calcula-
tion. In our approach, we reuse the optimized nonlinear
parameters αn−1 obtained for tn−1 as the initial guess for
the parameters at tn. This usually works quite well and
improves when the time step is lowered. However, the
nonlinear optimization routine may get trapped in a lo-
cal minimum with F (αn) ≥ ε. In such a case, we add one
or more gaussians to the basis set. Our chosen strategy
for the basis-set enlargement is fairly simple, but works
quite well in the test simulation reported below. The
nonlinear parameters of a gaussian are completely deter-
mined by the expectation values of position, momentum,
position variance, and momentum variance. The resid-
ual expression, f(r) (i.e., the function that appears inside
the norm bars of F (αn)), provides the function for which
the above-mentioned expectation values are calculated.
Next, a gaussian is generated whose expectation values
match the expectation values determined for f(r). That
gaussian is added to the LCG basis set and a complete
optimization is performed for all gussians in the enlarged
basis set. If still F (αn) ≥ ε, a second gaussian is added to
the basis set using the same procedure as used for adding
the first gaussian. This addition process continues until
F (αn) ≤ ε. The calculation then proceeds to the next
time step.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We use a simple one-dimensional (1D) model system
to perform a proof-of-principle test simulation, which is
simple enough to allow detailed analysis of the results
while challenging enough to be impossible to carry out
with conventional, straightforward techniques based on
the Dirac–Frenkel variational principle.

A. 1D model system

We consider the simplest possible model system for a
proof-of-principle study of the Rothe method applied to
an LCG Ansatz : a one-dimensional, one-particle system.
The Hamiltonian is defined by

Ĥ(t) = −1

2

∂2

∂x2
+ V (x) + xE(t), (7)

where V (x) = −(1/2)/
√
x2 + 1/4 mimics the nuclear po-

tential for the electron in a hydrogen atom. The ground-
state energy in this potential is conveniently located at
E0 = −1/2. Note that atomic units are used through-
out except where explicitly indicated otherwise. The
time-dependent electric field E(t) is nonzero only in the
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FIG. 1. The effective potential V (x) + xE(t) at the extrema
of the electric field during the first half of the pulse. The
horizontal dashed line indicates the ground-state energy of
the potential V (x).

t0 < t < t1 region, where it becomes equal to:

E(t) = E0 sin2

(
π
t− t0
t1 − t0

)
cos(ω(t− t̄)), t̄ =

t0 + t1
2

.

(8)
In our model, we set ω = 0.25 (6.8 eV, 182 nm), t0 = 20,
and t1 = 80 (foot-to-foot duration 1.45 fs). The max-
imum amplitude of the field is E0 = 0.225 (116 V/nm)
and occurs at t = 50, corresponding to peak intensity
18× 1014 W/cm

2
and ponderomotive energy 0.203. The

Keldysh parameter is γ = 1.11, which is traditionally
interpreted as indicating predominance of multiphoton
ionization over tunnel ionization. We stress that the
laser-pulse parameters are chosen to generate compli-
cated quantum dynamics, not to emulate a particular ex-
perimental setup. As is evident from the effective poten-
tial plotted at the extrema of the electric field in Fig. 1,
the laser pulse violently disrupts the potential and cer-
tainly will induce significant ionization probabilities.

A highly accurate grid reference calculation is per-
formed by spatially discretizing the real axis using a
grid with ngrid = 4096 equidistant points in the inter-
val [−l, l) = [−500, 500). The kinetic-energy part is ap-
proximated using the standard Fast Fourier Transform
(FFT) approach. This approach introduces artificial pe-
riodic boundary conditions, which have negligible effect
on the results due to the large domain used in the cal-
culations. The time evolution can be carried out in a
number of ways. In the present work we choose the
well-known Crank–Nicolson (CN) scheme [25] with the
time step h = 10−3, since our proposed LCG propaga-

tion scheme is an approximation to that scheme.
The initial wave function is the ground state of the

model potential V (x) obtained by inverse iterations with
the conjugate gradient method [25]. It is shown in Fig. 2
along with the complete history of the propagation of
the essentially exact grid-based wave function ψCN(x, t)
and the final wave function, ψCN(x, 100). As one can see,
the final wave function spreads over more than 200 bohrs
with highly oscillatory real and imaginary parts associ-
ated with ionization. As can be seen in the propagation
history in the middle panel of Fig. 2, the spreading of the
wave function proceeds in accordance with the effective-
potential oscillations depicted in Fig. 1. As expected on
physical grounds, the wave function continues to spread
after the laser is switched off at t = 80.

B. Rothe propagation of an LCG Ansatz

In order to compare the proposed LCG propaga-
tion scheme to the grid-based Crank-Nicolson simulation
above, we need to use (very nearly) identical initial wave
functions. Therefore, we compute the LCG ground-state
wave function by a nonlinear least-squares fit to the grid-
based initial state using an LCG(4) Ansatz, ψgs,4, on the
form (2) specialized to one spatial dimension. Figure 3
shows the resulting local error of ψgs,4. The real param-
eters of the four gaussians are: qi = pi = bi = 0 and
a = [0.37745, 2.0681, 0.61766, 1.0688], and the linear co-
efficients are: c = [0.08719, 0.061077, 0.29305, 0.23122].
The fitting error is ‖ψgs − ψgs,4‖2 = 4.3485× 10−7. The
LCG(4) ground-state energy thus is accurate to around
7 digits.

We use the same time step as in the grid-based CN
simulation, h = 10−3, and select the threshold ε = 10−7

for the nonlinear least-squares optimization in the Rothe
LCG simulation. The value of the threshold is chosen so
that the global error in the scheme is comparable to that
used in the grid-based CN simulation. In the present im-
plementation the gaussian matrix elements are evaluated
using quadrature that is sufficient (and nearly exact) for
the 1D model considered in the present calculations.

The Gauss–Newton iterative method involves the nu-
merical solution of linear systems of comparable size and
structure as those required for evaluating the parameter
time-derivatives in the Dirac–Frenkel principle. As the
calculation progresses, the Gauss–Newton method uses a
single iteration in the vast majority of the time steps (it
uses two iterations in a tiny fraction of the time steps,
and three and nine iterations in only two time steps).
In contrast to the Dirac–Frenkel principle, the condition-
ing of the linear systems does not seem to be a problem.
The time propagation produces near-smooth paths for
all gaussians except where functions are added. At those
points, the reoptimization of all the non-linear parame-
ters of all gaussians requires varying numbers of itera-
tions, but they always converge without a problem. In
Fig. 4, the objective function F (αn) is shown, together
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FIG. 2. The initial wave function (top), the propagation his-
tory of the model system (middle), and the final wave function
(bottom). The propagation is performed on a fine spatial grid
using the Crank–Nicolson method with time step h = 10−3.
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FIG. 3. The local error of ψgs,4, which is an LCG(4)
least-squares fit to the grid-based ground-state wave function
shown in Fig. 2.

with the number of gaussians needed to achieve the con-
vergence criterion, F (αn) < ε, as a function of time. The
number of functions increases throughout the simulation
with a modest value of K = 18 at the final time t = 100.

The local error of the LCG propagation relative to the
grid-based CN propagation is shown in Fig. 5. The den-
sity plot corresponding to the middle panel of Fig. 2 is
not shown, as the local errors are too small to make the
plots visibly different. The log-scale plot of the local er-
ror, Fig. 6, reveals that errors are present, but, in general,
they have very small values.

The final LCG and CN wave functions are compared in
Fig. 6, which reveals that the largest errors occur around
x = 0. Still, the largest errors are an order of magnitude
lower than the errors in the ground-state wave function,
Fig. 3.

For each time step, on average, the most time con-
suming part of the calculation is solving a set of linear
equations with the dimension equal to the number of non-
linear wave-function parameters. In the present simula-
tions, the number of gaussians needed to meet the error
tolerance ranges between K = 4 and K = 18. Hence,
the linear systems to be solved are small, and a very
accurate representation of the highly oscillatory and de-
localizing dynamics of the 1D model system is obtained.
We note in passing that for three-dimensional systems of
(sets of) identical particles, where the correct spin and
permutation symmetries must be treated explicitly, the
computational bottleneck of each time step will likely be
the evaluation of integrals over the gaussians rather than
solving the least-squares problem (6).

The performance of the present method compares fa-
vorably with state-of-the-art methods for the ab initio
simulation of small atoms and molecules in terms of effi-
ciency and error control. For example, methods employ-
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FIG. 4. Objective function and number of gaussians as a
function of time during the LCG propagation using Rothe’s
method.
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periodic boundary conditions can be seen, but these have ex-
tremely small values.
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FIG. 6. Top: Real parts of final wave functions. At the
resolution of the plot, no difference can be seen. Bottom:
absolute value squared of the error in the final wave function.

ing a fixed basis of B-splines [29] and/or spherical har-
monics have to either grid the computational box for the
B-splines or to set a maximal degree for the spherical har-
monics. In both cases the basis set stays fixed and has to
be chosen beforehand—see, for example, [30] for a recent
simulation of the hydrogen molecule exposed to an ultra-
short high-intensity laser pulse. Another example is the
recent work of the present authors [31] where a fixed ba-
sis set of real, shifted explicitly-correlated gaussians was
used to simulate laser alignment of the HD molecule with-
out the Born-Oppenheimer approximation. Alternative
approaches, like the time-dependent R-matrix method
[32], the time-dependent surface flux method (t-SURFF)
[33], or the exterior complex-scaling method [34], allevi-
ate the inherent limitations of fixed basis sets by a so-
phisticated approximation of the dynamics in an a pri-
ori defined outer region. However, all state-of-the-art
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methods lack real-time monitoring of the numerical time-
propagation error, a hallmark of Rothe’s method as im-
plemented here.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated that a grid-free propagation
scheme for linear combinations of complex gaussians is
possible using Rothe’s method. We have introduced an
efficient time-integration method that approximates the
Crank–Nicolson scheme. Our initial investigation shows
that this approach is robust and, with just 18 gaussians,
complicated wave-function dynamics of a hydrogenic 1D
model driven by an extreme laser pulse can be simulated
with very high and controllable accuracy. To our knowl-
edge, propagating an LCG wave-function Ansatz with
this many flexible gaussians has never been successfully
done within the framework of the Dirac–Frenkel princi-
ple. The scheme can be straightforwardly generalized to

realistic models of many-particle atoms and molecules us-
ing explicitly correlated gaussians within or without the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation. Thus, the need for a
large grid to accurately resolve local details of the time-
evolving wave function, including dynamics that involve
continuous parts of the spectrum such as ionization and
dissociation, can be completely eliminated.
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