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We present Einstein coefficient spectra and a detailed-balance derivation of generalized Einstein
relations between them that is based on the connection between spontaneous and stimulated emis-
sion. If two broadened levels or bands overlap in energy, transitions between them need not be
purely absorptive or emissive. Consequently, spontaneous emission can occur in both transition
directions, and four Einstein coefficient spectra replace the three Einstein coefficients for a line. At
equilibrium, the four different spectra obey five pairwise relationships and one lineshape generates
all four. These relationships are independent of molecular quantum statistics and predict the Stokes’
shift between forward and reverse transitions required by equilibrium with blackbody radiation. For
Boltzmann statistics, the relative strengths of forward and reverse transitions depend on the formal
chemical potential difference between the initial and final bands, which becomes the standard chem-
ical potential difference for ideal solutes. The formal chemical potential of a band replaces both the
energy and degeneracy of a quantum level. Like the energies of quantum levels, the formal chem-
ical potentials of bands obey the Rydberg-Ritz combination principle. Each stimulated Einstein
coefficient spectrum gives a frequency-dependent transition cross section. Transition cross sections
obey causality and a detailed-balance condition with spontaneous emission, but do not directly obey
generalized Einstein relations. Even with an energetic width much less than the photon energy, an
absorptive forward transition with an energetic width much greater than the thermal energy can
have such an extreme Stokes’ shift that its reverse transition cross section becomes predominantly
absorptive rather than emissive.

Einstein’s relationships between single-photon absorp-
tion, stimulated emission, and spontaneous emission [1–
4] conflict with the time-energy uncertainty principle[5]
by ascribing a finite lifetime to the upper state of an in-
finitely narrow spectroscopic line. Since all quantum lev-
els are radiatively broadened,[6] a generalization of Ein-
stein’s treatment is needed. This paper presents an inter-
nally consistent treatment of the thermal equilibrium re-
lationships between absorption, stimulated emission, and
spontaneous emission that obeys detailed balance and
causality and is compatible with the time-energy uncer-
tainty principle.

Beyond practical use of the same lineshape for narrow
absorption and emission transitions,[3, 4, 7] all detailed-
balance attempts to generalize Einstein’s absorption-
emission relations treat only one of two essential dif-
ficulties. First, transitions with widths comparable to
the average transition photon energy create the difficulty
that the range of final–initial energy differences spreads
across zero; Van Vleck, Weisskopf, and Margenau treated
such transitions in the limit of width very much less than
the thermal energy.[8, 9] Second, transitions with widths
comparable to the thermal energy create the difficulty
that equilibrium within the initial level affects absorp-
tion and emission differently; McCumber treated such
transitions,[10] but his treatment has previously unstated
restrictions that limit the width compared to the tran-
sition photon energy and the thermal energy. Our prior
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introduction of 3 Einstein coefficient spectra for transi-
tions between two broadened levels[11] has the same un-
stated restrictions as McCumber’s. The combination of
both difficulties is illustrated in Fig. 1, which also shows
spectra of possible transition frequencies for increasing
level widths. Prior attempts to generalize have not si-
multaneously treated both essential difficulties, nor have
they demonstrated, as Einstein[1] and Milne[12] did, that
equilibrium with blackbody radiation drives molecular
translational equilibrium.
The derivation of generalized Einstein relations be-

tween Einstein coefficient spectra presented here uses de-
tailed balance and quantum properties of light to obtain
powerful thermodynamic relationships between spectra
- molecular quantum and statistical mechanics are not
used. In particular, molecular energy levels and Bohr
transition frequencies play no role in the derivation and
transition frequencies are not assumed to obey the Bohr
frequency condition. For infinitely narrow levels, a molec-
ular Boltzmann distribution, and Einstein’s quantum
conditions, the generalized Einstein relations give Ein-
stein’s results and the Bohr frequency condition. In this
paper, we use the phrase Bohr transition frequency and
simplified quantum models only to motivate the form of
the spectra, illustrate how quantum results can be used
in a kinetic and thermodynamic theory of spectroscopy,
and argue that an extreme consequence of the generalized
Einstein relations is necessary.
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FIG. 1. Transitions between two bands for three different
amounts of band broadening. In all three columns, the ther-
mal energy is kBT/hνsr = 1/2 and the density of states ratio
is ρS :ρR = 2:1. In each column, both bands have the same
Gaussian band broadening with standard deviation δE. (a)
Infinitely narrow bands or quantum energy levels as in Ein-
stein’s theory for line spectra; δE /hνsr = 0. (b) Broadened
bands in which energetic overlap between bands can be practi-
cally neglected, as in McCumber’s relationship between cross
sections; δE /hνsr = 1/8. (c) The general case of energetically
overlapping bands with widths comparable to the thermal en-
ergy treated here; δE /hνsr = 1/3. Within each column, the
density of states for both bands is shown in grayscale at left,
the R to S transition is in the middle (upward blue arrow from
blue thermal population distribution in R to gray density of
states in S), and the S to R transition is at right (downward
red arrow from red thermal population distribution in S to
gray density of states in R). E is the molecular energy. In
each column, the lower panels (d), (e), and (f) show the corre-
sponding spectra of signed Bohr transition frequencies arising
from double-convolution of the conditional thermal popula-
tion distribution in the initial band and the density of states
in the final band with a photon + molecule energy-conserving
delta function. Thick blue curves show the spectrum for the
transition from R to S (mostly absorption at positive tran-
sition frequencies) and thick red curves show the spectrum
for the transition from S to R (mostly emission at negative
transition frequencies). To highlight the Stokes’ shift, thin red
curves show the S to R spectrum on a frequency-reversed axis.
In (a) and (d), the absorption and emission photon energies
are equal. In (b) and (e), the frequency-reversed emission
spectrum is centered slightly below the overlapping absorp-
tion spectrum (Stokes’ shift). In (e), R to S transition fre-
quencies are practically confined to positive frequencies (ab-
sorption) and S to R transition frequencies are practically
confined to negative frequencies (emission). In (c) and (f),
there is a larger Stokes’ shift and some configurations within
band S lie below thermally populated configurations within
band R, so that the spectrum of R to S transition frequencies
in (f) extends across zero frequency, involves both absorption
and emission, and is unclassifiable as either. The spectrum of
S to R transition frequencies in (f) extends even further across
zero frequency, and is also unclassifiable as either emission or
absorption.

HYPOTHESES

Here, we treat thermal equilibrium transitions be-
tween bands in molecules. Molecules may be any finite-
sized single-photon absorber made up of bound particles:
an atom in vacuum, a molecule in solution, a protein
(even one containing multiple pigments), a single many-
body system, etc. Einstein’s infinitely narrow quan-
tum levels are generalized to broadened molecular bands.
Each band has a thermodynamic equilibrium population
and must encompass coherent molecule-environment evo-
lution during radiative transitions so that any single-
photon transition ends within one band. Molecules of-
ten equilibrate among constituent forms that can be sep-
arately quantified but not physically separated.[13] We
will treat a band as a thermodynamic constituent on
a spectroscopic measurement timescale; the equilibrium
properties of a band depend on thermodynamic proper-
ties such as temperature and pressure.
From a quantum perspective, each band incorporates

coupled states that share a common characteristic or
characteristics; from a thermodynamic perspective, those
same characteristics partition the molecular population
among bands.[14] Within each band, all remaining de-
grees of freedom for molecule, environment, and radiation
are non-characteristic and freely variable. For example,
with a molecular electronic state (including spin) as the
common characteristic of a band, the accompanying vi-
brational, rotational, solvent, and radiation field degrees
of freedom are non-characteristic and freely variable. If a
band incorporates several electronic states (for example,
by specifying the number of electrons n and holes p in a
small piece of semiconductor), the electronic state within
the band becomes non-characteristic and freely variable.
Unlike quantum levels, two broadened bands can over-

lap in energy so that a transition between them in one di-
rection (for example, R → S) can involve both absorption
and emission; as a result, the molecular transition is un-
classifiable as either. In such cases, we speak of forward
and reverse molecular transitions. The energetic overlap
between two bands that makes transitions between them
unclassifiable in practice is common in transitions be-
tween excited electronic states of molecules and between
excited bands in semiconductors. Since thermal excita-
tions within a band (such as phonon or vibrational energy
levels within an electronic band or state) often have no
energetic upper bound, energetic overlap between bands
is typical even when it is not practically important. Even
if a molecular transition between two bands is unclas-
sifiable, each single-photon transition between the two
bands can still be classified as absorption or emission ac-
cording to whether it annihilates or creates a photon. It
is convenient to use the sign of the cyclic frequency to dis-
tinguish photon absorption (ν > 0) from photon emission
(ν < 0). Since every broadened molecular transition can
involve stimulated emission, every broadened molecular
transition can also occur by spontaneous emission.
To accommodate energetically overlapping bands, we
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replace Einstein’s set of three non-negative coefficients
for an infinitely sharp spectroscopic line with a set of
four non-negative Einstein coefficient spectra for transi-
tions between two bands R and S. The integrals of these
spectra give Einstein coefficients:

BS→R(p, T ) =

∫ +∞

−∞
bS→R(ν, p, T )dν,

(stimulated transition from S to R)

(1a)

AS→R(p, T ) =

∫ +∞

0

aνS→R(−ν, p, T )dν,

(spontaneous transition from S to R)

(1b)

BR→S(p, T ) =

∫ +∞

−∞
bR→S(ν, p, T )dν,

(stimulated transition from R to S )

(1c)

AR→S(p, T ) =

∫ +∞

0

aνR→S(−ν, p, T )dν.

(spontaneous transition from R to S )

(1d)

All four Einstein coefficient spectra depend on pres-
sure p, temperature T , system composition, and external
potentials or fields, but we have omitted system compo-
sition, external potentials, and fields from the notation
for simplicity. We have avoided labeling the stimulated
transitions as either absorption or emission. Spontaneous
emission spectral densities have a right superscript ν.[15]
The transition in Eq. [1d] would not occur for infinitely
narrow levels with S above R, but is appreciable for the
situation in Fig. 1c and 1f. Finally, this approach in-
cludes intraband transitions within a single band, where
R = S and only two Einstein coefficient spectra exist.
The fundamental hypothesis of this paper assumes that

the conditional transition probabilities per unit time for
a molecule in band S to make a single-photon transition
to band R are:

bΓS→R(u
ν
+; p, T )

=

∫ +∞

0

[bS→R(ν, p, T ) + bS→R(−ν, p, T )]uν
+(ν)dν,

(stimulated)

(2a)

aΓS→R(p, T ) =

∫ +∞

0

aνS→R(−ν, p, T )dν,

(spontaneous)

(2b)

where uν
+(ν) is the positive-frequency spectral density

of electromagnetic energy per unit volume. In Eq. [2a],
the first product inside the integral represents absorption

from S to R and the second product represents stimu-
lated emission from S to R. The use of conditional tran-
sition probabilities per unit time assumes weak molecule-
field coupling. The simple form of Eq. [2] assumes that
molecules are isotropic or pseudo-isotropic through time-
averaging[1] (so that a and b are independent of electro-
magnetic polarization vector ε and wavevector k) and
assumes a homogeneous and isotropic medium.[1] The
total conditional transition probability per unit time for
a single-photon transition from S to R is

ΓS→R(u
ν
+; p, T ) =

bΓS→R(u
ν
+; p, T ) +

aΓS→R(p, T ). (3)

The same expressions, with band subscripts inter-
changed, hold for molecular transitions from R to S.
These expressions reduce to Einstein’s for infinitely nar-
row lines.
Einstein’s derivation of relationships for line spectra in

vacuum explicitly supposed that the A and B coefficients
are constants.[1, 16] Since equilibrium bands and spectra
depend on temperature, the generalized Einstein rela-
tions must be derived differently. A fundamentally differ-
ent derivation is necessary even for radiatively broadened
transitions of a single molecule in infinite vacuum because
emission that is stimulated by temperature-dependent
blackbody radiation dominates over spontaneous emis-
sion for frequencies ν < ln(2)kBT/h.[17] As a result, ra-
diative lifetimes and radiative linewidths are temperature
dependent,[7, 18] so that Einstein coefficient spectra al-
ways depend on temperature. Only the pressure depen-
dence in Eqs. [1]-[3] disappears in vacuum.
We now consider what can be deduced at a single tem-

perature and pressure from radiative transitions between
a pair of broadened bands at equilibrium. At equilib-
rium, there is no distinction between the forward and
backward direction of time for molecular processes.[19–
21] This time-reversal invariance is necessary for equi-
librium and underlies detailed balance.[22, 23] Detailed
balance between time-reversed processes at equilibrium
demands not only that the integrated rates from Eqs. [2]
and [3] for radiative transitions from S to R balance the
integrated rates for radiative transitions from R to S,
but further demands that, over any frequency interval,
the rate for equilibrium total emission (spontaneous plus
stimulated) from S to Rmust exactly balance the rate for
its time-reversed process, which is equilibrium absorption
from R to S over the same frequency interval. Because
it requires time-reversal invariance, this detailed balance
can be violated, for example, in a fixed external magnetic
field or if the entire system is rotating.[23, 24]
For a single molecule, each time-averaged equilibrium

rate is equal to the product of the equilibrium prob-
ability for the prior condition of occupying the initial
band [for example, eqPS(p, T ) for band S] with the
equilibrium conditional transition probability per unit
time. For any bands R and S, detailed balance between
time-reversed processes at equilibrium equates the single-
molecule, time-averaged equilibrium rate for total emis-
sion from S to R to the single-molecule, time-averaged
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equilibrium rate for absorption from R to S:

eqPS [bS→R(−ν)uν
BB+(ν) + aνS→R(−ν)]dν

= eqPRbR→S(ν)u
ν
BB+(ν)dν,

(4)

where uν
BB+(ν, p, T ) is the positive-frequency spectral

density of blackbody radiation per unit volume and the
frequency interval dν can be as small as we like. Ev-
ery quantity in Eq. [4] is a function of the thermody-
namic variables (p, T , etc.) and these must be the same
throughout but have been suppressed to emphasize the
frequency where it appears. Similarly, the time-averaged
equilibrium rate for total emission from R to S must
equal the time-averaged equilibrium rate for absorption
from S to R, but this result is obtained from Eq. [4] by
exchanging band labels. Equation [4] also applies to in-
traband transitions with R = S. Equation [4] preserves
both equilibrium band populations and equilibrium pho-
ton numbers and can also be derived by balancing both.
Einstein’s detailed-balance treatment[1] appeared to be
objectionable because it combined two different rate laws
on one side but not the other,[21] as on the left and right
of Eq. [4]; this apparent inconsistency was first resolved
by Bothe[17] and his resolution will be needed for the
derivation in the next section.

Solving Eq. [4] for the equilibrium blackbody radiation
gives

uν
BB+(ν, p, T ) =

[
aνS→R(−ν, p, T )

bS→R(−ν, p, T )

]
[

eqPR(p, T )bR→S(ν, p, T )
eqPS(p, T )bS→R(−ν, p, T )

]
− 1

. (5)

Assuming dilute molecules and that any cavity surround-
ing the sample is large (so that the density of modes
becomes continuous),[1] the Planck blackbody radiation
spectral density may be written in terms of the positive
frequency spectral density of electromagnetic modes per
unit volume Gν

+(ν, p, T ):

uν
BB+(ν, p, T ) =

hνGν
+(ν, p, T )

exp(hν/kBT )− 1
, (6)

where h is the Planck constant and kB is the Boltz-
mann constant. For example, a linear, homogeneous, and
isotropic sample that is weakly dispersive and (approxi-
mately) transparent has [25, 26]

Gν
+(ν, p, T ) = 8πν2[n(ν)]2[∂(νn(ν))/∂ν]θ(ν)/c3, (7)

where c is the speed of light in vacuum, the refractive
index n depends on frequency, pressure, temperature,
composition, etc. (p, T , etc. have been suppressed),
and θ(ν) is a Heaviside unit step function that restricts
ν ≥ 0. If we assume that the Planck law describes radi-
ation at thermal equilibrium, comparing Eqs. [5] and [6]
immediately suggests the generalized Einstein relations:

aνS→R(−ν, p, T ) = hνGν
+(ν, p, T )bS→R(−ν, p, T ),

bS→R(−ν, p, T ) =
eqPR(p, T )
eqPS(p, T )

bR→S(ν, p, T ) exp(−hν/kBT ).

However, additional physical considerations are neces-
sary to justify detailed balance between absorption and
stimulated plus spontaneous emission in Eq. [4] and to
establish these relations as the unique solution to Eq. [4].

DERIVATION

Figure 2 shows the flow of a derivation that depends
on two fundamental physical assumptions: First) that a
photon has energy E = hν; Second) that stimulated and
spontaneous emission are two aspects of a single emis-
sion process in which, for each mode (ε,k) of the elec-
tromagnetic field, the conditional transition probability
for emission is proportional to (lε,k + 1), where lε,k is
the number of photons initially present in mode (ε,k).
Bothe[17] identified the part of the conditional transition
probability which is proportional to lε,k as stimulated
emission and the part which is proportional to 1 as spon-
taneous emission. Spontaneous emission of a photon can
occur into any electromagnetic mode with a transition
probability that is independent of the number of pho-
tons initially present in that mode. Bothe’s recognition
that there is fundamentally one emission process [for ex-
ample from (S, lε,k) to (R, lε,k + 1)] with a transition
probability proportional to (lε,k + 1) for each mode[17]
was proven by Dirac[27] and justified Einstein’s appar-
ently objectionable[21] step of equating the sum of the
two emission rates to the absorption rate when invoking
detailed balance. It justifies taking total emission from S
to R as the time-reversal of absorption from R to S in Eq.
[4]. Fundamentally, this single-photon transition proba-
bility proportional to (lε,k + 1) arises from a quantum
electrodynamic treatment of the electromagnetic fields
as linear harmonic oscillators.[27, 28] This proportional-
ity is common to all single-photon transitions, so there is
no need to specify the molecule-field interaction further
(in particular, the results do not depend on a multipole
expansion, let alone a specific electric or magnetic mul-
tipole transition order).

Based on the second fundamental physical assump-
tion above, the conditional transition probability per unit
time for total emission involves sums of the form

emΓS→R =
∑
ε,k,l

Pε,k(lε,k)βS→R(ε,k)(lε,k + 1)

=
∑
ε,k,l

Pε,k(lε,k)βS→R(ε,k)lε,k +
∑
ε,k

βS→R(ε,k),

(8)

where Pε,k(lε,k) is the probability that mode (ε,k) with
positive frequency νk contains lε,k photons before the
emission transition and βS→R(ε,k) is determined by the
molecular transition and the unspecified initial configu-
ration within band S. The second sum after the second
equality was simplified using the unit sum of photon-
number probabilities for each mode:∑∞

l=0
Pε,k(lε,k) = 1. (9)
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Eq. (14)b: GER  

Eq. (14)a:  aem & bem 

Eq. (4): a, b & 𝑢𝑢BB+
𝑣𝑣  

Eq. (2):  Γ, a & b 

Eq. (11):  𝑢𝑢+𝑣𝑣 {lε,k} 

Eq. (12):  𝐺𝐺+𝑣𝑣 

#1) Einstein coefficient spectra 

#2) weak coupling, dilute molecules 

#3) linear, homogeneous, isotropic 

#4) molecular pseudo-isotropy 

#5) Ephoton = hν 

 
#6) lε,k s�mulated +1 spontaneous 

#7) any cavity is large 

#8) �me-reversal detailed balance 

#9) Planck 𝑢𝑢ΒΒ+𝑣𝑣  Eq. (6) 

FIG. 2. Flow of detailed-balance derivation of the generalized Einstein relations. Nine assumptions are in black bordered boxes
at left, with thick borders for the hypothesis and fundamental assumptions and thin borders for simplifying assumptions that
could be modified. The tie bars at left indicate prior assumptions that are required for later assumptions. Left to right and top
to bottom, the colored arrows show how assumptions combine to generate results in boxes with the same-colored border and
how assumptions and prior results combine to generate further results. Light blue shading within a box indicates a previously
known result.

Assuming that the isotropic medium is linear and that
the photon energy is hν, Eqs. [2a] and [8] combine
to require that we define the isotropic equilibrium B-
coefficient spectrum for stimulated emission by averag-
ing over all modes with frequency νk for an equilibrium
initial configuration within band S:

⟨eqβS→R(ε,k)⟩ε,k = bS→R(−νk, p, T )hνk/V. (10)

With Eq. [10], the first sum after the second equality in
Eq. [8] contains, in the limit of large volume,

∑
ε,k,l

Pε,k(lε,k)hνklε,k
V

=

∫
uν
+(ν)dν, (11)

where uν
+ is the average spectral density of electromag-

netic energy per unit volume that appears in Eq. [2a].
Similarly, the second sum after the second equality of Eq.
[8] contains

∑
ε,k

hνk
V

=

∫
hνGν

+(ν, p, T )dν, (12)

where Gν
+ is the spectral density of electromagnetic

modes per unit volume that appeared in the Planck
blackbody radiation spectral density. Using Eqs. [8]-
[12], the conditional transition probability per unit time

for total emission becomes

emΓS→R =
∑
ε,k,l

bS→R(−νk, p, T )[Pε,k(lε,k)hνk(lε,k + 1)/V ]

=

∫ +∞

0

bS→R(−ν, p, T )[uν
+(ν) + hνGν

+(ν, p, T )]dν,

(13)

in which the integral of the first product after the sec-
ond equality is the conditional transition probability per
unit time for stimulated emission from S to R in Eq.
[2a] and the integral of the second product after the sec-
ond equality is the conditional transition probability per
unit time for spontaneous emission from S to R in Eq.
[2b]. This last identification proves the first generalized
Einstein relation:

aνS→R(−ν, p, T ) = hνGν
+(ν, p, T )bS→R(−ν, p, T ). (14a)

For any given transition, the spectral density for spon-
taneous emission is equal to the product of the photon
energy, the spectral density of electromagnetic modes per
unit volume, and the Einstein B-coefficient spectrum for
stimulated emission. As can be seen from Fig. 2, Eq.
[14a] does not depend on assuming detailed balance or
Planck blackbody radiation, it results directly from the
electromagnetic mode density connection between spon-
taneous and stimulated emission.
With Eq. [14a] proven, Eqs. [5] and [6] uniquely estab-

lish the generalized Einstein relation between the stimu-
lated reverse transition from S to R and the stimulated



6

forward transition from R to S:

bS→R(−ν, p, T ) =
eqPR(p, T )
eqPS(p, T )

bR→S(ν, p, T ) exp(−hν/kBT ).

(14b)
Except in special circumstances, this single-molecule re-
lationship does not necessarily hold between the average
spectra of an inhomogeneous sample.[11] If all of S lies
energetically above all of R, then the forward transition
from R to S is absorption and the reverse transition from
S to R is stimulated emission. At thermodynamic equi-
librium, the time-averaged, single-molecule results of Eq.
[14] are valid for any temperature above zero.

For interband transitions, Eq. [14] provides five pair-
wise relationships between the four spectra in Eq. [1].
Although 6 = 4 · 3/2 pairwise relationships are possi-
ble among four spectra, there is no direct sixth relation-
ship between the two A-coefficient spectral densities. In
principle, either B-coefficient spectrum determines its A-
coefficient spectral density and determines both reverse
spectra up to a common constant multiplier eqPS/

eqPR,
so it determines all four lineshapes. (Unlike spectra,
lineshapes such as bS→R(ν)/BS→R contain no informa-
tion about transition strength.) Alternatively, if both
A-coefficient spectral densities are non-zero, they can de-
termine all four spectra.[29] If one A-coefficient spectral
density were zero, Eq. [14] would provide three pairwise
relationships among the three non-zero spectra, parallel-
ing the three pairwise relationships among the three Ein-
stein coefficients for line spectra. For a finite linewidth,
the Einstein coefficients need not obey Einstein’s rela-
tionships.

Intraband transitions with R = S have only two Ein-
stein coefficient spectra. For intraband transitions, Eq.
[14a] relates aνR→R(−ν) to bR→R(−ν)θ(ν) and Eq. [14b]
constrains bR→R(−ν) = bR→R(ν) exp(−hν/kBT ) at equi-
librium. As a result, any one half-spectrum determines
all three non-zero half-spectra for intraband transitions.

Einstein’s Special Case

Einstein considered a stationary molecule that is iso-
lated in vacuum and has infinitely narrow line tran-
sitions between idealized energy levels (r and s) with
temperature-independent quantum properties. It will
be shown here that imposing Einstein’s temperature-
independent quantum properties and intramolecular
Boltzmann distribution on Eq. [14] gives the Bohr fre-
quency condition and Einstein’s relations for line spectra.

For a single isolated molecule, the intramolecular
Boltzmann probability ratio for occupation of levels s
and r is

(eqPs/
eqPr) = (gs/gr)exp[-(Es − Er)/kBT ],

where Es and gs are the quantum energy and degeneracy
of level s. For transitions between energy levels of a single

molecule in vacuum, Eq. [14b] becomes

gsbs→r(−ν, T )

= grbr→s(ν, T ) exp[−(hν − (Es − Er))/kBT ].
(15)

Einstein’s derivation requires a single (as yet unspec-
ified) frequency νsr for transitions between r and s, so
that
br→s(ν, T ) = Br→sδ(ν − νsr)

and
bs→r(−ν, T ) = Bs→rδ(ν − νsr).

Following Einstein,[1] we require that the quantum level
degeneracies, B coefficients, energy level difference, and
transition frequency νsr are constants, independent of
temperature.[16] Substituting the above spectra, inte-
grating both sides of Eq. [15], and using Eqs. [1c] and
[1a] gives

gsBs→r = grBr→s exp[−(hνsr − (Es − Er))/kBT ].
Since the quantum properties are all independent of tem-
perature, we immediately obtain the Bohr frequency con-
dition,

νsr = (Es − Er)/h,
and Einstein’s absorption-stimulated emission relation
for line spectra in vacuum,

gsBs→r = grBr→s.
Using the spectral density of modes from Eq. [7] with

vacuum refractive index n = 1, and substituting Eq.
[14a] into Eqs. [1a] and [1b], we see that it reduces to
Einstein’s spontaneous-stimulated emission relation

As→r = (8πhν3sr/c
3)Bs→r.

As in Einstein’s treatment,[1] the Bohr transition fre-
quency emerges as a consequence of an intramolecular
Boltzmann distribution and his requirement that prop-
erties of idealized infinitely narrow quantum levels be
constants, independent of temperature; conservation of
energy was not directly invoked. None of the additional
requirements or results of this subsection are used else-
where in this paper except to discuss Einstein’s special
case in the subsection on Spectroscopic Thermodynam-
ics.

RESULTS

Radiative Thermalization

The generalized Einstein relations are a consequence
of imposing equilibrium with Planck blackbody radiation
and equilibrium band probabilities (which remain unde-
termined at this point) on hypothesized rate expressions
for single-photon transitions. Following Einstein,[1] if
our hypothesis and assumptions are correct, the resulting
molecule-radiation interaction must, all by itself, drive
both radiatively coupled molecular degrees of freedom
and radiation field to a dynamic equilibrium that agrees
with the theory of heat. In this section, we show that the
generalized Einstein relations have implications, beyond
those directly mandated by hypothesis and assumptions,
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for molecular equilibrium within bands, molecular trans-
lation, and the photon number distribution.

The factor of exp(−hν/kBT ) on the right hand side of
Eq. [14b] red-shifts stimulated emission to lower frequen-
cies than absorption. As illustrated in Fig. 1d – 1f, this
frequency shift becomes significant for linewidths that
are appreciable compared to the thermal energy kBT .
This Stokes’ shift between absorption and emission[30]
was first qualitatively explained by Einstein as caused by
thermal dissipation of excess molecular energy after exci-
tation by one photon and before emission of another.[31]
Here, we have found the quantitative form of the Stokes’
shift that is required for equilibrium with Planck black-
body radiation. In particular, it holds for radiative line
broadening in vacuum, where excitation by blackbody ra-
diation and energy conservation directly dictate the to-
tal thermal emission spectral density so that it differs
from that produced by non-equilibrium resonance fluo-
rescence with spectrally flat excitation[28]. This equi-
librium result for purely radiative broadening does not
require equilibration within the upper band before emis-
sion. As illustrated in Fig. 1, this Stokes’ shift is gener-
ated by different thermal equilibrium distributions within
the initial band for absorption and emission transitions.
A Stokes’ shift between absorption and stimulated emis-
sion cross-sections of similar form (without negative fre-
quencies and the signed cross sections to be used below)
has been previously obtained from an equilibrium Boltz-
mann distribution for quantum level occupation proba-
bilities within each band [see [10] and references cited in
[11]]; this prior result is subject to two additional restric-
tions to be developed below. In contrast, we have not
presumed anything about linewidth, molecular quantum
statistics, or the equilibrium energy distribution within a
band – rather, equilibrium with Planck blackbody radi-
ation generates, all by itself, a Stokes’ shift that reflects
equilibrium energy distributions within bands from the
theory of heat. Equation [14b] demonstrates that the
equilibrated Stokes’ shift always has the same form when
written in terms of Einstein B-coefficient spectra.

Although no assumptions have been made about the
molecular quantum statistics, Eqs. [2],[6] and [14] pre-
dict the translational velocity probability distribution for
a single molecule in field-free vacuum. Einstein pro-
posed that a molecule in vacuum always directionally
absorbs or emits a photon with momentum of magni-
tude hν /c into a single mode.[1] Einstein demonstrated
that momentum-conserving, completely directional ab-
sorption and emission in a vacuum blackbody radiation
field do not disturb the average translational kinetic en-
ergy of a Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity probability dis-
tribution when Doppler frequency shifts, transformation
of the electromagnetic energy density, aberration, and
the molecular photon recoil are taken into account (to
first order in v/c) in the molecular rest frame.[1] Einstein
treated molecular translation with non-relativistic classi-
cal mechanics and found that the average linear dissipa-
tive drag from net absorption steadily damps the molecu-

lar velocity, but that random fluctuations in velocity from
photon recoil counterbalance the drag to sustain equilib-
rium. There are no essential difficulties in using Einstein
coefficient spectra to adapt Einstein’s demonstration.[32]
One can then adapt Milne’s completion of Einstein’s
treatment[12] to calculate how vacuum blackbody ra-
diation drives any non-equilibrium velocity distribution
to the thermal equilibrium Maxwell-Boltzmann proba-
bility distribution. Finally, Einstein’s theory of Brow-
nian motion[33] can be used to calculate how vacuum
blackbody radiation drives any non-equilibrium molec-
ular spatial distribution to the spatially uniform equi-
librium probability distribution. This demonstrates (to
first order in v/c) that Einstein coefficient spectra in
the molecular rest frame combine with vacuum black-
body radiation to drive translational equilibrium in the
rest frame where blackbody radiation is isotropic.[34, 35]
Einstein’s demonstration was based on an intramolec-
ular Boltzmann distribution for quantum level occupa-
tion probabilities.[1] In contrast, the only statistical as-
sumption that entered the derivation here was equilib-
rium with homogeneous and isotropic Planck blackbody
radiation, but the vacuum Planck law requires infinitely
dilute molecules in free space, so the quantum statistical
consequences of that requirement appear here.
Bothe[17] used Einstein coefficients for line spectra to

obtain the Bose photon number distribution[36] for the
blackbody radiation field by treating all emission as a
single process and requiring, for each frequency and each
l, detailed-balance equality between the equilibrium to-
tal rate for absorption from all modes with (l + 1) pho-
tons and the equilibrium total rate for emission from all
modes with l photons. There are no essential difficulties
with using Einstein coefficient spectra and the general-
ized Einstein relations in Bothe’s argument,[37] which is
based on a stronger form of detailed balance than Eq.
[4]. Again, no assumptions about molecular quantum
statistics are needed.

Transition Cross Sections

Einstein coefficient spectra directly obey detailed bal-
ance and the generalized Einstein relations, but are asym-
metric with respect to zero frequency so that their rela-
tionship to causality is an indirect one through transi-
tion cross section spectra. If the molecules in an ensem-
ble are isotropically oriented on average and absorb in-
dependently of each other,[38] the Einstein B-coefficient
spectra for isotropic and unpolarized light can be used to
calculate net absorption from a polarized beam of light.
If, in addition, the solution is homogeneous and uniform
in the electromagnetic sense,[39] the beam of light is nor-
mally incident, and the beam of light is so weak that band
populations and distributions practically remain at equi-
librium, then the Beer-Lambert law holds. For a beam
of light, the steady-state spectral irradiance is

Iν+(ν, z) = uν
+(ν, z) · v1(ν, p, T ), (16)
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where the energy transport velocity v1 reduces to the
group velocity vg(ν, p, T ) = c/[∂(νn(ν))/∂ν] in weakly
dispersive transparent media.[40] Taking into account
loss and gain in the electromagnetic equation of conti-
nuity, propagation of the spectral irradiance with sample
depth z involves a sum over all transitions from all initial
bands(11)

Iν+(ν, z)

Iν+(ν, 0)
= exp

−∑
R,S

NRσR→S(ν, p, T )z

 , (17)

where NR is the molecular number density in initial band
R, and each transition cross section spectrum is

σR→S(ν, p, T )

= hν[bR→S(ν, p, T )− bR→S(−ν, p, T )]/v1(ν, p, T ).

(18)

For positive frequency ν, b(ν) represents absorption and
b(-ν) represents stimulated emission. The transition
cross section is positive for net absorption and negative
for net stimulated emission. In contrast to prior work,
each transition cross section includes the opposite effects
of photon number losses from absorption and gains from
stimulated emission that both originate from a single
B-coefficient spectrum. The sum in Eq. [17] includes
intraband transitions with R = S. Compared to the
usual formula in which all cross sections are defined as
positive,[7] Eqs. [17] and [18] algebraically distinguish
absorption from stimulated emission through the sign of
the transition cross section.

Figure 3 shows a pair of B-coefficient spectra that obey
the generalized Einstein relation and the transition cross
section for each. For transitions between a pair of bands,
if one B-coefficient spectrum is confined to positive tran-
sition frequencies and the other B-coefficient spectrum
is confined to negative transition frequencies, then Mc-
Cumber’s broadband relations between absorption and
stimulated emission cross sections[10] become accurate
for the homogeneously broadened laser transitions that
motivated his pioneering work. This requires linewidths
that are narrow compared to the average photon energy
in both absorption and emission (the ”if” condition above
requires a second necessary restriction on the linewidth
to be introduced in the subsection on Extreme Stokes’
Shifts). The forward and reverse transition cross sec-
tions in Fig. 3 illustrate a departure from McCumber’s
relation outside its limit of validity.

Up to this point, negative transition frequencies have
referred to stimulated emission and the frequency of the
electromagnetic field has always been positive. Equa-
tions [16] - [18] are equally valid for positive and nega-
tive electromagnetic field frequency ν. From this point
on, this allows us to adopt the complex-valued expo-
nential Fourier transform view in which positive and
negative frequencies (rather than sines and cosines) are
needed to form a complete basis for the electromagnetic
fields. Equations [16] - [18] have the same form for a
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FIG. 3. Low-frequency transitions between energetically over-
lapping bands. Top) Einstein B-coefficient spectra for R to
S (thick blue) and S to R (thick red) transitions. All spec-
tra shown are completely specified by a Gaussian lineshape for
the mostly absorptive R to S transition centered at νR→S = 4
THz, a B coefficient BR→S = e2/(4ϵ0mehνR→S) ≈ 3.0×1023

m3/J·s2, [41] an equilibrium population ratio specified by a
change in standard chemical potential of ∆µo

R→S/h = 3 THz,
a Stokes’ shift of (2λ) = 2 THz and a temperature T = 300K
(kBT/h ≈ 6.2 THz). Positive transition frequencies indicate
absorption and negative transition frequencies indicate stim-
ulated emission. The thin red curve is the frequency-reversed
B-coefficient spectrum of the S to R transition. Middle) The
R to S (light blue) and S to R (pink) transition cross-sections
between the two energetically overlapping bands. Each has
both absorption and stimulated emission contributions that
cancel at zero frequency and partially cancel nearby. A pos-
itive transition cross section represents net absorption and
a negative transition cross section represents net stimulated
emission. Transition cross sections are functions of the ra-
diation frequency. The thermally averaged transition cross-
section (dotted magenta) weights each transition cross section
by the Boltzmann population of the initial band. For simplic-
ity, R and S are the only bands and the refractive index is
n = 1. Bottom) Einstein A-coefficient spontaneous emission
spectral densities for the R to S transition (dashed blue) and
S to R transition (dashed red) as functions of the transition
frequency. The initial band population weighted average (dot-
dashed magenta) is proportional to the spontaneous emission
photon number spectral density.

positive-frequency spectral irradiance or for a spectral
irradiance that is an even function of frequency over the
entire real axis. Since the refractive index, and hence
the energy transport velocity, is an even function of fre-
quency, the transition cross sections are defined over the
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entire real frequency axis as even functions of frequency:
σR→S(−ν, p, T ) = σR→S(ν, p, T ).

When considered over the entire frequency axis, the
physical interpretation of the two B-coefficient spectra
in Eq. [18] must be expanded. For negative values of
the frequency, b(ν) represents stimulated emission and
b(-ν) represents absorption, so each changes its nature
upon crossing zero frequency. With this expanded phys-
ical interpretation, the two terms in Eq. [18] parallel the
positive and negative frequency terms in the exact ro-
tating wave decomposition of the impulse response and
susceptibility for interband transitions.[42, 43] In both
decompositions, terms that cross zero frequency indicate
that photons can be both absorbed and emitted in the
same molecular transition direction.[44] Wiersma and co-
workers have shown that neglecting rotating wave decom-
position terms that cross zero frequency by making the
rotating wave approximation generates errors for a model
of the broad visible absorption spectrum of the solvated
electron in water,[45] so both terms in Eq. [18] can be
simultaneously important for optical transitions.

We now consider low-frequency behavior and detailed
balance for transition cross sections. Each transition
cross section in Eq. [18] is even, so because each B-
coefficient spectrum is finite for a finite-sized molecule,
each transition cross section has a lowest order frequency
variation as the square of the frequency (or a higher even
power) near zero frequency. This lowest-order variation
with the square of the frequency is an experimentally ver-
ified aspect of the Van Vleck-Weisskopf impact theory
for the pressure-broadened net absorption lineshape in
gases.[8, 18, 46, 47] Although the Van Vleck-Weisskopf
lineshapes are the only lineshapes justified by a micro-
scopic theory that have been proven to satisfy detailed
balance between absorption and emission, this agree-
ment is restricted to low-frequency classical Rayleigh-
Jeans blackbody radiation.[9] In contrast, Eqs. [4], [6],
[14], [16], and [18] show that the cross-sections found here
obey detailed balance with Planck blackbody radiation:

hν[eqPRa
ν
R→S(−ν, p, T ) + eqPSa

ν
S→R(−ν, p, T )]

= [eqPRσR→S(ν, p, T ) +
eqPSσS→R(ν, p, T )]

· uν
BB+(ν, p, T )v1(ν, p, T ).

(19)

For each pair of bands, the equilibrium statistical av-
erage of the spontaneously emitted power is equal to the
equilibrium statistical average rate at which energy is ab-
sorbed (absorption minus stimulated emission) for every
frequency.[48] Summing Eq. [19] over all bands gives van
Roosbroeck and Shockley’s less specific relationship[26]
between the total rates. The quantities in brackets can be
compared in Fig. 3. Equation [19] shows that the fourth
Einstein coefficient spectrum introduced here is necessary
to reconcile the classical and quantum frequency regimes.
This more symmetrical relationship between statistical
average spontaneous emission and statistical average ab-
sorption differs practically from all prior work. Figure 3
shows the statistical average spontaneous emission and

the forward and reverse transition cross sections with
widths comparable to both the photon energy and the
thermal energy; these do not obey the relationships in
ref. [8–10]. Such transitions occur in the frequency range
useful for thermal imaging,[49] where band populations
are quite sensitive to temperature changes.
Causality imposes global requirements [dispersion

relations[50]] on each frequency-dependent transition
cross-section and its associated frequency-dependent
phase shift so that transmitted signals cannot precede
speed-of-light propagation of their inputs in the time do-
main. The transition cross sections have even frequency-
domain symmetry and are continuous with a continu-
ous first derivative, as expected for a finite system of
bound charges. Their compatibility with causality thus
follows from Titchmarsh’s theorem[50] and the observa-
tion that the transition cross sections are square inte-
grable. The phase shift spectrum associated with a tran-
sition cross section spectrum can be calculated by Kro-
nig’s method.[42, 51]

Spectroscopic Thermodynamics

We can obtain powerful additional results by allow-
ing the sample to contain many identical molecules that
obey Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics and recognizing that
the ratio eqPR/

eqPS is an equilibrium constant. For sim-
plicity, we start by assuming that the molecules in band
S behave as an ideal chemical constituent (ideal gas, ideal
mixture,[52] ideal solution,[13] etc.) so that

eqPS(p, T )
eqPR(p, T )

= KR→S(p, T ) = exp[−∆µo
R→S(p, T )/kBT ],

(20)
where KR→S is the thermodynamic equilibrium constant
for the thermal equilibrium reaction R → S,

∆µo
R→S(p, T ) = µo

S(p, T )− µo
R(p, T ) (21)

is the change in standard chemical potential for R → S,
and µo

S(p, T ) is the standard chemical potential[53] for a
molecule in band S. The standard chemical potential is
the per-molecule form of the standard Gibbs free energy,
Go

S = NAµ
o
S , whereNA is Avogadro’s number. It is an in-

trinsic material property, independent of molecular num-
ber density. In contrast, the chemical potential depends
onNS , the number density in band S, the standard chem-
ical potential, and the standard number density No as
µS(NS , p, T ) = µo

S(p, T ) + kBT ln(NS/N
o).[13, 53] Since

this is a unimolecular reaction, the change in standard
chemical potential is independent of the chosen standard
states.
There is no essential difficulty in generalizing to non-

ideal thermodynamic constituents or the presence of ex-
ternal fields – then all quantities in this section de-
pend on the mole fractions {xi} of the minimum num-
ber of chemical components necessary to specify system
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composition[13] plus any external fields, the thermody-
namic equilibrium constant KR→S(p, T ) is replaced by a
composition and field dependent number density equilib-
rium constant KN

R→S(p, T, ... xi, ...) = eqNS/
eqNR, and

the standard chemical potentials µo
S(p, T ) are replaced

by composition and field dependent formal chemical po-
tentials µo′

S (p, T, ... xi, ...). The term formal chemical po-
tential is used by analogy to non-ideal formal electrode
potentials,[54] which replace standard electrode poten-
tials for specified non-standard conditions.

With Eq. [20], the ideal Boltzmann form of the gener-
alized Einstein relation in Eq. [14b] becomes

bS→R(−ν, p, T )

= bR→S(ν, p, T ) exp[−(hν −∆µo
R→S(p, T ))/kBT ].

(22)

The frequency-dependent exp(−hν/kBT ) factor relates
the lineshapes of forward and reverse spectra; the
frequency-independent change in standard chemical
∆µo

R→S relates their magnitudes. The forward and re-
verse B-coefficient spectra are equal at the photon en-
ergy equal to the change in standard chemical potential
(as shown in the top panel of Fig. 3).[55] According to
Bohr’s interpretation of the Rydberg-Ritz combination
principle, a small number of quantum energy levels de-
termines the frequencies for the larger number of spec-
troscopic transitions between those levels.[56] Since the
standard chemical potential is a thermodynamic state
function, we assert here that standard chemical poten-
tials of bands will also obey the Rydberg-Ritz combina-
tion principle.

To make contact with Einstein’s special case of line
spectra, we consider an idealized quantum level s of an
isolated and stationary molecule in vacuum, where the
standard chemical potential becomes a function of tem-
perature alone,

µo
s(T ) = Es − kBT ln(gs) + constant, (23)

Es is the energy of the quantum level, gs is its degener-
acy, and the constant is needed to put different molecules
on the same scale of standard chemical potentials. Sub-
stituting Eq. [23] into Eq. [21] and [22] gives Eq. [15]. In
the generalized Einstein relation of Eq. [22], the entropic
contribution to the standard chemical potential general-
izes the degeneracy of a quantum level.

Extreme Stokes’ Shifts

The generalized Einstein relation in Eq. [14b] has the
thought-provoking consequence that sufficiently broad
forward transitions that are practically absorptive can
generate a Stokes’ shift so large that the reverse transi-
tion becomes practically absorptive instead of emissive.
Figure 4 illustrates how a standard adiabatic model for
transitions between electronic states with vibrationally
displaced potential energy curves[57] can give such re-
sults. In this model, the photon energy for a transition is

equal to the vertical energy difference between potential
energy curves, so that a thermal distribution of vibra-
tional coordinates on the lower electronic curve broad-
ens the electronic transition. This vibrational broadening
gives rise to a progressively broader and higher frequency
absorption spectrum as the upper electronic curve is dis-
placed to the right without any change in the minimum-
to-minimum energy difference. As the (forward) absorp-
tion spectrum shifts to higher frequencies, the (reverse)
emission spectrum shifts to lower frequencies; the reverse
transition hits zero frequency in Fig. 4b, where the two
curves cross at the minimum of the upper curve; the re-
verse transition is absorptive in Fig. 4c because the upper
curve is displaced so far to the right that its minimum
lies outside and below the lower curve. These behaviors
do not conflict with the generalized Einstein relations be-
cause the generalized Einstein relations connect absorp-
tion in the forward transition to total emission at the
same frequency in the reverse transition. This simplified
model provides an example in which a generalization of
Einstein’s relations must allow extremely large Stokes’
shifts to generate absorption instead of emission. The
reversal from emissive to absorptive character for a large
Stokes’ shift arises naturally by using signed frequencies
in a set of 4 Einstein coefficient spectra.

These consequences of the generalized Einstein rela-
tions developed here are most readily illustrated mathe-
matically by using a Gaussian lineshape for the forward
B-coefficient spectrum from R to S. For this lineshape,
Eq. [14b] shows that the B-coefficient spectrum for the
reverse transition from S to R must also be a Gaussian
with the same variance and that the variance ∆2 and
Stokes’ shift (2λ) between absorption and emission are
related by the thermal energy: ∆2 = (2λ)kBT/h.[11]
(The same equation has previously been obtained from
semi-classical displaced harmonic oscillator models for
electronic transitions,[58] but the generalized Einstein re-
lations show that any homogeneous Gaussian lineshape
has this Stokes’ shift.) If the center frequency for the for-
ward transition is νR→S , then the dimensionless param-
eter ∆2/(νR→SkBT/h) becomes one when (2λ) = νR→S

so that the reverse transition is centered at ν = 0 (as in
Fig. 4b). With such an improbably precise coincidence,
the cross section for the reverse transition would van-
ish identically for all frequencies, σS→R(ν) = 0, yet its
spontaneous emission spectral density aνS→R(−ν) would
remain non-zero. For larger linewidths, bS→R(−ν, p, T )
becomes centered at negative ν, so that bS→R(ν, p, T ) is
centered at positive ν and the reverse transition from S
to R becomes absorptive (as in Fig. 4c). A large homo-
geneous absorption linewidth can generate a Stokes’ shift
so extreme that the reverse transition becomes predomi-
nantly absorptive. Furthermore, so long as ∆/(kBT/h) is
sufficiently large, such an extreme Stokes’ shift can occur
for small ∆/νR→S .

As mentioned previously, prior detailed-balance rela-
tions that account for a Stokes’ shift[10, 11] are practi-
cally limited to linewidths much narrower than the tran-
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FIG. 4. Transitions between molecular bands with displaced potential curves. The vibrational potential energy curves for elec-
tronic states R and S have the same harmonic force constant and same energy difference between potential minima throughout.
Panels a), b), and c) show increasing displacements of the equilibrium vibrational coordinate for band S. Forward (absorption)
transitions from the thermal equilibrium coordinate distribution on R to S are represented by blue arrows, and reverse tran-
sitions from the equilibrium coordinate distribution on S to R are represented by red arrows. Transition linewidths and the
Stokes’ shift both increase as the vibrational displacement increases from left to right. The Stokes’ shifted reverse transition is
predominantly emissive in a), centered at zero frequency in b), and predominantly absorptive in c).

sition frequency, ∆ ≪ νR→S . For a homogeneous Gaus-
sian lineshape, the above paragraph places a second nec-
essary restriction on the variance, ∆2 ≪ νR→SkBT/h,
which depends on both the transition frequency and the
thermal energy. These two restrictions are independent.
When either of these two conditions is not satisfied, the
theory with 4 Einstein coefficient spectra, signed frequen-
cies, and signed transition cross sections developed here
allows continuous changes from emissive to absorptive
transitions with dramatic consequences.

DISCUSSION

The generalized Einstein relations between absorption
and emission spectra are exact at thermodynamic equi-
librium. However, there is essentially no thermal equi-
librium emission from excited electronic bands at room
temperature, so electronic emission spectra are measured
by non-equilibrium luminescence, incandescence, or stim-
ulated emission. The derivation of Eq. [14a] connect-
ing spontaneous and stimulated emission actually re-
quires only that their rates be well defined. Applica-
tion of the Einstein line spectra A and B relationships
to luminescence and absorption line spectra implicitly
supposes rapid equilibrium among the degenerate states
within a quantum level. Similarly, equilibrium Einstein
coefficient spectra become applicable to non-equilibrium
luminescence after equilibrium within the luminescent
band (but not between different bands), which estab-
lishes a non-equilibrium chemical potential for the lu-
minescent band. This circumstance is called thermal
quasi-equilibrium. In thermal quasi-equilibrium, the con-
ditional probabilities for configurations within each band
take their equilibrium values, but the prior probability
for the band, PS , deviates from its equilibrium probabil-
ity eqPS . For a large molecule in a room temperature
solution, a large body of evidence indicates that ther-

mal quasi-equilibrium within excited electronic states is
usually established on a few picosecond timescale.[59, 60]
Picosecond thermal quasi-equilibrium is even more firmly
established within the conduction and valence bands of
semiconductors, where it is the criterion for the existence
of quasi-Fermi levels.[61]

Non-equilibrium applications require that each band
reach thermal quasi-equilibrium much faster than relax-
ation between separate bands, so that each band can
be treated as a metastable thermodynamic constituent.
For example, transitions between the upper and lower
Dirac cones of graphene[62] should be treated as intra-
band transitions within a single band consisting of the
double cone. If bands are in rapid equilibrium on the
timescale of a slower measurement, it can sometimes be
necessary or convenient to regard them as a single band.
Conversely, bands originating from different components
necessary to specify thermodynamic composition can-
not be combined in this way. Steady-state luminescence
weights spectra by quantum yield rather than radiative
rate, so luminescence spectra are not necessarily propor-
tional to the spectral density of the radiative rate that
appears in Eq. [14a]; this provides more opportunities
for detecting ensemble inhomogeneity by comparing ab-
sorption and luminescence[11] than those implied by Eq.
[14b].

The generalized Einstein relations allow a broad ab-
sorption transition to generate such an extreme Stokes’
shift that its reverse transition crosses zero frequency
to become mainly absorptive instead of emissive. We
suggest that one-electron intervalence-transfer absorp-
tion transitions in symmetrical mixed-valence complexes
[58, 63, 64] can be regarded as prototypical examples
with V min

S = V min
R in Fig. 4 and ∆µo

R→S = 0 by sym-
metry. In these transitions, an asymmetrically localized
charge is transferred between two equivalent centers that
are weakly coupled through an insulating bridge. In
fact, within the approximation of a Gaussian absorption
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lineshape, these intervalence-transfer absorptions obey
νR→S ≈ ∆2/(2kBT/h).[58, 64] In the context of the gen-
eralized Einstein relations, this known relationship be-
tween their center frequency and homogeneous linewidth
arises from an extreme Stokes’ shift of (2λ) = 2νR→S

between forward and reverse absorption transitions with
the same B-coefficient spectra. Such transitions can have
visible absorption linewidths that are much less than the
center photon energy but much greater than the thermal
energy, with practically no emission[58] - the two charge
configurations R and S can equilibrate through normal
electron transfer.[65, 66] (If the electron-transfer cou-
pling expands the coherent molecule-environment evo-
lution beyond one final state during the radiative tran-
sition, then it modifies the spectra of both states and
the two electronic states must both belong to the same
band even at equilibrium.) The generalized Einstein re-
lations still hold at equilibrium and the rate of sponta-
neous emission still balances the rate of net absorption
at each frequency in Eq. [19], but the equal equilibrium
populations of the initial and final bands imply that the
equilibrium conditional transition probability for sponta-
neous emission per unit time (aΓS→R(p, T ) in Eq. [2b])
can be many orders of magnitude smaller in relation to
the integrated absorption cross section than for an ordi-
nary forward-absorptive/reverse-emissive transition. In
the asymmetrical circumstances of Fig. 4c, the upper
state still practically loses its equilibrium emission, but
can decay by normal back-electron transfer, quenching,
etc. Use of the generalized Einstein relations to identify
Stokes’ shifted absorption in other systems could provide
insights into their spectroscopy, thermodynamics, reac-
tion dynamics, and quasi-equilibrium radiative processes.

For interband transitions, the signed frequency and
fourth Einstein coefficient introduced here can be prac-
tically important if either transition cross section has
a low-frequency ν2 component [as for intraband transi-
tions [8, 9, 18, 46]], if aνS→R(−ν)/ν3 does not vanish in
the low-frequency limit [as may be the case for the non-
equilibrium spontaneous emission spectral density of the
solvated electron – see ref. [67]], if the rotating wave ap-
proximation breaks down [as in the absorption spectrum
of the solvated electron – see ref. [45]], or if a Gaus-
sian linewidth has variance ∆2 approaching or exceeding
(νR→SkBT/h) [as in intervalence transitions [58, 63, 64]
and the visible absorption spectrum of the solvated elec-
tron [68]]. Such matters probe the extreme wings of the
lineshape, about which little is known, so the above di-
agnostic list may not be exhaustive. The practical need
for a signed frequency and extra A coefficient do not nec-
essarily go hand-in-hand; for example, symmetrical one-
electron intervalence transfer absorptions require a signed
frequency and two B-coefficient spectra, but both A co-
efficients are practically negligible. The signed frequency
and extra A coefficient might not be practically neces-
sary for transitions in which the absorption cross section
is linked to emission [69] by a generalized Einstein re-
lation within measurement accuracy and aνS→R(−ν)/ν3

vanishes in the low-frequency limit within measurement
accuracy.
The Einstein coefficient spectra and relations have

been presented so as to illustrate their broad validity
and how they can be extended. For instance, the spec-
tral density of electromagnetic modes can be modified
for an absorbing medium[25, 70] or a cavity[18] so long
as the molecule-field coupling remains weak. Finally, the
results developed here can be applied to other thermal ex-
citation and de-excitation mechanisms involving absorp-
tion and emission of single quasi-particles (for example,
treating phonon absorption and emission involves a dif-
ferent mode density and group velocity, as in Brillouin’s
discussion[71] of generalizing the thermal radiation law
of Balfour Stewart and Kirchhoff[56] to phonons).

CONCLUSIONS

By exploiting quantum aspects of light, we have
developed a picture of single-photon transitions be-
tween broadened molecular bands that can be treated
as metastable constituent forms of a molecule within
classical thermodynamics. The generalized Einstein
relations presented here do not depend on molecular
quantum or statistical mechanics. Rather, they es-
tablish temperature-dependent detailed-balance relation-
ships between spectra that have both the non-specific
character and the broad applicability of thermodynamic
results. For a pair of levels, Einstein’s theory has three
independent parameters: one B coefficient, one degener-
acy ratio, and one Bohr transition frequency that com-
bine to determine the line spectra. In parallel, the gen-
eralized Einstein relations have one B coefficient, one
change in standard chemical potential, and one under-
lying B-coefficient lineshape that combine to determine
four different Einstein coefficient spectra between two
bands. The generalized Einstein relations provide five
pairwise relationships among the four Einstein coefficient
spectra. Importantly, the generalized Einstein relations
predict stimulated reverse lineshapes from stimulated for-
ward lineshapes and vice versa. In ordinary cases, where
forward and reverse are absorptive and emissive, the
general forward-reverse lineshape relation quantifies the
Stokes’ shift between absorption and emission that is al-
ways required by the theory of heat. In extreme cases,
the Stokes’ shift can be so large that the cross sections for
both forward and reverse stimulated transitions become
practically absorptive while extraordinarily slow sponta-
neous emission maintains detailed balance.
In conclusion, the generalized Einstein relations treat

transitions between broadened metastable bands that
have thermodynamic formal chemical potentials rather
than transitions between sharp quantum levels that have
energies and degeneracies. The relationships apply rig-
orously to thermal emission, and are expected to apply
with high accuracy to emission from any band that has
reached internal thermal quasi-equilibrium. This enables
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measurement of the intrinsic thermodynamic properties
of thermalized excited states on ultrafast timescales.
Such measurements could replace order of magnitude ap-
proximations for excited state equilibrium constants [de-
veloped by Förster for excited state proton transfer,[72]
by Marcus for excited state electron transfer,[65] and by
others for specific photochemical reactions[73, 74]] with
exact thermodynamic cycles that have spectroscopic ac-
curacy. The determinations of the standard chemical po-
tential for bright and dark excitons by Ryu et al.[11] show
that the generalized Einstein relations can also be used
to measure non-equilibrium free energy in at least some
circumstances. For a single molecule, detailed balance,
the density of modes connection between spontaneous
and stimulated emission, and Planck blackbody radiation
dictate a Stokes’ shift for emission, a Maxwell-Boltzmann
translational velocity distribution, and relationships be-
tween Einstein coefficient spectra that are compatible
with the uncertainty principle and encompass Einstein’s

results. The resulting relationships between transition
cross sections are practically different from prior detailed-
balance results[8–10] in the low frequency range useful for
thermal imaging and can be dramatically different at any
frequency for transitions with linewidths that exceed the
thermal energy.
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