arXiv:2406.04832v1 [physics.chem-ph] 7 Jun 2024

Atomic momentum distributions in polyatomic molecules in rotational-vibrational
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We report a quantum mechanical method for calculating the momentum distributions
of constituent atoms of polyatomic molecules in rotational-vibrational eigenstates.
Application of the present theory to triatomic molecules in the rovibrational ground
state revealed that oscillatory changes appear on the proton momentum distribution
in the nonlinear H,O molecule, whilst no such modulation is present in the case of
an oxygen atom in the linear CO, molecule. The atomic momentum distributions
were analyzed in detail by means of a rigid rotor model, and it was found that the
oscillation originates from quantum-mechanical delocalization of the target atom with

respect to the other atoms.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear quantum effects (NQEs), such as zero-point energy and tunneling, play a crucial
role in numerous phenomena of importance in materials science, chemistry, and biology, e.g.,
static and dynamical properties of hydrogen bonding systems, proton transfer reactions, and
diffusion in bulk and confined environments.** Deep Inelastic Neutron Scattering (DINS)*®
has attracted recently considerable interest, because it provides information on momentum
distribution of constituent atoms in matter, which is sensitive to the NQEs. For example,
DINS experiments have revealed a striking bimodal profile of the proton momentum distri-

W and hydrated water in proteins™ The

bution in KDP,” confined water in nanomaterials,
bimodal shape was regarded as a result of the proton tunneling, or coherent delocalization
of the proton over different sites™*¥ Furthermore, the oscillatory behavior of the atomic
momentum distribution has been also reported for a tunneling phenomenon with respect to

rotational motion of water in beryl 4

Many of the DINS experimental results, including the bimodal distribution described
above, were interpreted by means of an effective single-particle model, where atomic mo-
mentum distributions is evaluated under approximation with single-particle motion in an
effective (Born-Oppenheimer) mean field potential #1358 However, it remains uncertain
whether or not the correlated motions in quantum many-body systems can be reduced to
the single-particle motions, and the interpretation of the DINS experimental results based
on the single-particle model is subject to some controversyt*“! In order to elucidate the
physics behind the atomic momentum distribution, an associated quantum calculation that

treats all degrees of freedom of nuclei are of crucial importance.

Path integral molecular dynamics (PIMD) is the state-of-the-art method for calculating
atomic momentum distributions in molecular systems.?"*** Using PIMD, ensemble averages
of atomic momentum distributions can be calculated under explicit consideration of quantum
behavior of nuclei (except for particle exchange) in many-body systems. Although PIMD
results can be compared directly to experimental results, it is difficult to capture individual
contributions from an each single quantum state, since they are smeared out by the ensemble
average.?! To investigate such NQEs at the most fundamental level, it is essential to develop
a new theory suitable to a single quantum state of isolated molecules, whose wavefunctions

are usually well characterized.



For diatomic molecules in their rotational-vibrational eigenstates, such a quantum theory
for the atomic momentum distribution has already been well established *" Colognesi et
al. revealed that the atomic momentum distribution exhibits a clear oscillation originating
from the quantum-mechanical rotation, of which wavelength is related to the internuclear
distance*® To discuss the generality of this oscillation for three-atom or larger systems, it is
highly expected to extend the quantum treatment from diatomic molecules to any kind of

polyatomic molecules.

At present, however, the quantum effects on atomic momentum distributions in poly-
atomic molecules remains still to be investigated. Colognesi et al. have proposed a quantum
treatment based on the position autocorrelation function, but the target is restricted to sym-
metric top molecules.?® They calculated the proton momentum distribution of the ground
state NH3 but did not investigate any quantum effect, by simply concluding that molecu-
lar rotations can be dealt with classically at higher temperature. Thus, issue still remains;
whether or not the quantum oscillation is also present in the atomic momentum distribution

in any kind of molecules other than diatomics; if it presents, what is the origin of it?

In this study, we report a quantum treatment for calculating the atomic momentum
distribution in polyatomic molecules in rotational-vibrational eigenstates. Different from the
previous method based on the autocorrelation function,*® our approach utilizes momentum-
space molecular wavefunctions themselves, which is a significant extension of the quantum
treatment for diatomic molecules®’ to polyatomic molecules having arbitrary symmetry. A
practical example of triatomic molecules (H,O and CO,) in its rovibrational ground state
has clearly shown a distinct oscillation appeared in the proton momentum distribution in the
nonlinear HoO molecule but not in the case of an oxygen atom in the linear CO, molecule.
The origin of the oscillatory structure and the difference in the results between HyO and
COg are discussed in terms of the quantum-mechanical distribution of the target atom with
respect to the other constituent atoms, which is determined by the rotational-vibrational

wavefunction.



II. THEORY

A. Atomic momentum distributions obtained through momentum-space

molecular wavefunctions

The momentum distribution n, of the sth atom in an N-atomic molecule in a single

quantum state is defined by
ns(Ps) :/dP1 s dPs—ldPs-H e dPN
X |®x(Py,...,Py)|% (1)

where P; = (P,x, Py, P;z) is the momentum of the ith atom, and ®x is the momentum-
space molecular (translational, rotational, and vibrational) wavefunction in the Carte-
sian coordinate system (X,) = (Xi,...,X3nv) = (Ry,...,Ry) with the position R; =
(Rix,Riv,Riz) = (X3i—2, X3;_1,X3;) of the ith atom. Since the momentum and posi-
tion operators satisfy the canonical commutation relation, ®x is obtained by the Fourier

transform of the position-space wavefunction Wy in the Cartesian coordinate system (X,),

1 ) .
@X(Pl, e 7PN) :W/de - .dRNe*IZiPFL R;
X \IIX(R17-~-7RN)~ (2)

However, in the rotational-vibrational eigenstate, the position-space wavefunction is usually
expressed as W, in the generalized coordinate system (u,) = (uy,...,usy) = (Rg, 0, Q),
where Rg = (Rgx, Ray, Raz) = (u1,ug, uz) are the center-of-mass coordinates, © are the
Euler angles, and Q are the normal coordinates.*** For nonlinear molecules, © = (¢, 0, ) =
(ug, us,ug) and Q = (Q1,...,Q3n-6) = (ur,...,uzy); for linear molecules, © = (¢,0) =
(ug,us) and Q = (Q1, ..., Q3n—5) = (Ug, ..., UsN).

Hence, to calculate ®x of Eq. (2)), the change of variables from (X,) to (u,) is neces-

2931
K,

sary. According to the Podolsky tric which is used in the derivation of the rotational-

vibrational Hamiltonian for ¥, the Wy is related to the ¥, by
U, =gy Uy = g, 4w, (3)

where U, is the position-space wavefunction in the mass-weighted coordinate system (q,) =

(@1, q3n) = (M11/2R1, .. .,M]{,MRN) with the mass M; of the ith atom. g¢gx and g, are
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the determinant of the matrices (gx q) and (gu.q.) Whose components are expressed as

_ dq. 0q.

gX,ab - ; 8Xa aX{)y (48..)
B 9q. 9q.

gu,ab - XC: aua aub' (4b)

The volume elements in the coordinates (¢;), (X;), and (u;) are connected by gx and g, as

follows:

with dR; ---dRy = dX; - - - dX3y and dRqdOdQ = du; - - - dusy. Eq. was originally in-
troduced by Podolsky to satisfy Eq. and the normalization condition of the wavefunctions
v, ¥y, and ¥,,

/’\IIII‘QdQI"'d(BN:/|\IIX|2dR1...dRN

From Egs. and ([5), we can rewrite ®x as

_ 1
o (27[)31\1/2

x |[J]]'*¥,(Re, 0, Q), (7)

Ox(Py,...,Py) / dR¢dOdQe ' X PiRi

where ||J|| = \/g./gx is the Jacobian of (X,) with respect to (u,).

1. Separation of translational and internal motions

In the absence of external fields, the position-space wavefunction ¥, is written as the

product of the translational ! and rotational-vibrational wavefunctions WZV 230

V,(Ra, 0,Q) = ¥ (Re) ¥,V (0,Q). (8)

Also, ®x can be separated into the two parts by setting the coordinate frames as shown in
Fig.[1] as follows. Here the center-of-mass frame (&, 7, ¢) is moved by R¢ from the space-fixed
frame (X,Y,Z), and the molecule-fixed (z,y, z) frame is converted from the (§,7,() frame
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FIG. 1. Spatial relationships of the space-fixed (X,Y,Z), the center-of-mass (§,7,(), and the

molecule-fixed (z,y, z) frames.

by the rotation matrix R(©). Then, the coordinates R; of the ith atom in the space-fixed

frame (X, Y, Z) are expressed as

with p, = (pie, pin» pic) being the coordinates in the (§,7, () frame. From the definition of

the center-of-mass coordinates,

> MR; = MiRq, (10a)
> Mip, =0, (10b)

where My = ). M; is the total mass of the molecule. On the other hand, the momentum

P; of the 7th atom is expressed as

M.
ATt (11)

in terms of the total momentum Pt = (Prx, Pry, Prz) and the momentum 7; = (¢, 7y, Ti¢)
of the ith atom in the center-of-mass frame, which satisfy
> P, =Py, (12a)
i

» m=0. (12b)

)

Using Egs. @ to , we can write the phase of the plane wave in Eq. as



Substituting Eqs. and into Eq. (7)), we obtain

(I)X(P17"'7PN> :q))T((PT)(I)?(V(nh'”anN)? (14)
where
1 _iPr.
BE(Pr) = G [ VERe)e TR, (19
1 .

RV _ —1 i T8 Py

CDX (ﬂl,,ﬂN)—m/d@dQe >iTp
x [17]"?T (6, Q). (16)

In the derivation of Eq. (14]), we have made use of the fact that ||.J|| is independent of Rg,
as shown in the Appendix |
From Egs. and , we can rewrite the atomic momentum distribution as

n(®) = [0t Pyt (Ps - j\‘j;PT) 0P, (17)

where nT = |q>)T<‘2 and
nsf,{v(ns) :/ dT[l cee d7‘[871d7'[s+1 e d7tN
U
2

with 7ty = Py — M P1 /My and the momentum space U which satisfies ) . 7r; = 0. Eq.
means that we can calculate n, by the convolution of the atomic momentum distribution
nV due to the internal (rotational and vibrational) motion and the translational momentum
distribution n*. The energy eigenstates of translational motion in free molecular systems are
momentum eigenstates, and hence it is not necessary to consider the translational contribu-
tion as long as stationary states are considered. Hereafter, we will focus only on the internal

motion by setting nT = §(Pr) so that the atomic momentum distribution is expressed as

ng(P,) = nV(P,). (19)

2. The coordinates in the center-of-mass frame and the Jacobian expressed

by the generalized coordinates

To obtain n2V for a given VBV we have to evaluate the integral in Eq. using ¥V of
Eq. . In this case, it is necessary to express both the coordinates p, in the center-of-mass

frame and the Jacobian ||.J|| as functions of the generalized coordinates.
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Since the molecule-fixed frame (z,y, z) is converted from the center-of-mass frame by the
rotation matrix R(©) as shown in Fig. [1] the coordinates r; = (ri, 7y, 7:.) in the (z,y, 2)

frame and p, satisfy the following relationship:
p; = R(O)r;, (20)

where we treat p;, and r; as column vectors. In the Z-Y-Z convention of the Euler angles,

R(O©) is expressed as

chcpex — spsxy —clepsy — spcx sbco
R(©) = | clspcy + copsy —clspsy + cocx sbso | (21)
—sfcy sfsx ch

where ¢ and s represent cosine and sine, respectively. For linear molecules, x is an arbitrary
function of (¢, 6),** and we set xy = 0. According to the theory of molecular vibration, we

can separate r; into the equilibrium coordinates rf = (r),, 79, ,) and the displacements

Ar; = (Ariz, A1y, Ar;,) which are further decomposed into Ny normal modes:*?

r; =1 + Ar, (22a)
Ny

Ar(Q) = M; 2> " 1,Qk (22b)
k=1

with the vibrational degrees of freedom Ny = 3N —6 (or 3N —5). The expansion coefficients

Lix = (7,17, 17,) satisfy the orthogonality and the Eckart conditions:#4

Z Lig - Lig = O, (23a)
S M =0, (23b)
i M2 (x? x 1) = 0. (23¢)
Using Eqs. and , we can rezwrite p; as
p; = R(O) (r? + Mz'il/Q Z lszk> ) (24)
k

which enables us to calculate the Jacobian ||J||. After some mathematical transformations

(see Appendix [), we obtain

I|Jl] = (gu/gx)l/2 = G'?ginf. (25)



The general form of G for nonlinear molecules is given by
G(Q) = M det(1,,)/ T M2, (26)

where I, 5 is the component of the effective inertia tensor (with respect to the molecule-fixed

frame) defined by=*

Is(Q) = Lp(Q) = > (G Qi (27)
klm
with
IaB(Q) = Z Mi(éaﬁrzz - Tairﬁi)> (28)

Cl?m = Z €apy Z lfklZm (29)
By i

I3 is the instantaneous inertia tensor, and (p,, is the Coriolis coupling coefficient. For linear

molecules, G is written as

G(Q) = Mp1?/ | [ m?. (30)

The effective moment of inertia I is related to I as follows:324

[05(Q) = €asl'(Q), (31a)

Eaﬁ = 5046 — 5az66z7 (31b)

where the z-axis is the molecular axis of linear molecules.

B. Rigid-rotor-harmonic-oscillator approximation

Since p; and ||.J|| are obtained as the functions of (0, Q), we can calculate ®% by using
Eq. (16). However, to obtain %", the (3N — 3)-dimensional integral must be performed for
each point of (7ry,...,7y) in the momentum space. In order to reduce the computational
cost, we introduce the rigid-rotor-harmonic-oscillator (RRHO) approximation.

Using Eq. , we can write the phase of plane wave in Eq. as

Zﬂi'Pi:ZWi'P?+ZPQkaa (32)
7 7 k



where

P (©) = R(O)r?, (33a)
P, (©) =Y m R(©)M; /1. (33b)

7

Substituting Eqs. and into Eq. , we rewrite

1 .
OV (my,. .., my) = (27‘[)—NR/2 /Sin1/2 0dO o iX: i
1 .
X |:(27'[—)Nv/2 / G1/4\115Veﬂzk PQkadQ:| (34)

with Ng = 3 (or 2) being the rotational degrees of freedom. The integration with respect
to Q in Eq. is regarded as the Fourier transform of ¥RV, By applying the RRHO
approximation to ¥RV and G, we will calculate this Fourier transform analytically.

In the RRHO approximation, UV is separated into the rigid rotor and harmonic oscillator

wavefunctions:2250

U,Y(0,Q) = [W(0) sin? 0] U/(Q). (35)
The normalization conditions of & and WY are given by
/\\pf}fsmed@ :/}\If}jfdQ =1 (36)

with d® = d¢dfdy (or d¢df). WY is expressed as the product of the harmonic oscillator

wavefunctions for each normal mode of the molecule:

vV (Q) =[] vu.(@r) (37)

with

. 1/2
ka(Qk) - (QUkUk! \/::;L)
X exp (_wggi)ﬂvk ( %Qk) ’ (38)

where vy, is the vibrational quantum number, wy, is the angular frequency, and H,, is the

vith-order Hermite polynomial. In the rigid rotor approximation of G, we write

G(Q) ~ G(0) = Gy. (39)



This treatment is equivalent to I); =~ Is(0) = I used in the RRHO approximation of the
rotation-vibration Hamiltonian **V Substituting Eqgs. and into Eq. (34)), we obtain

1/4
PR (7 ) _ G sin O ¢ 2 TPy
X 17"'7 N (QT[)NR/2

x 0,/(0)®, (Pq) (40)

with Po(0) = (Pg,;- -, Pay,). @, is the Fourier transform of W)/ and is written as

¢ (Po) = [ [ du(Pay). (41)

k

1/2
vak (PQk) :(_i)vk ( ! i)

AL Uk! TWy,

AV AL
X exp —2—% Hvk w—kPQk . (42)

Finally, we can calculate the atomic momentum distribution within the RRHO framework

by using Eqgs. , and .

where

IIT. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

To investigate the quantum effects on the atomic momentum distribution, the calculations
of atomic momentum distributions were performed within the two kinds of frameworks, i.e.,
the quantum and semiclassical ones, dealing with molecular free rotations in quantum and
classical ways, respectively. In both cases, we set nT = §(Pr) and utilize the RRHO
approximation. The target are nonlinear and linear triatomic molecules, H,O and CO,, in

their rotational-vibrational ground state (7= 0 K).

A. Quantum framework

In the rotational-vibrational ground state (the angular momentum quantum number J =

0 and {v;} = 0), the rotational wavefunction of nonlinear (or linear) molecules is given by

vh(e) = ﬁ <0r \/%) : (43)

11



Putting Eq. into Eq. (40)), it is evident that ®% has the following rotational symmetry:
OV (Rm,, ..., Ruy) = OV (my, ..., mty). (44)

Therefore, the atomic momentum distribution of Eq. becomes isotropic in the space-

fixed frame:
nt (1) = ng (my). (45)

From Egs. (17)) to and , the atomic momentum distribution of the target atom A

in a triatomic molecule (ABC) can be written as
RV 2
na(Pa) = / | 0% (Pa, Py, —Pa — Pg)| dPg, (46)

where we replace g with Pg. Since the atomic momentum distribution in the ground state
is isotropic, we just consider one-dimensional distribution for P, and express Py by using

the cylindrical coordinates,

PA = (0,0, Py), (47a)
PB = (PBr COS()OB,PBT SiHQDB,PBz>. (47b)

Using Eq. with rotations Ry around the Z-axis, ®% has cylindrical symmetry about
PBI

(DE{(V(PA7 RZ]-:)B) = (I)E{(V(PAa PB) (48)
Therefore, we can rewrite Eq. as
2
na(Py) = 2m / | OV (Pa, Psy, Psz)| PrdPs,dPsy (49)

with g = 0.

In order to calculate ®% the physical quantities r?,1; 1, and wy for H,O and CO, were
calculated at the HF/6-31G(d,p) level using the Gaussian16 program.”® In determining rY
and 1, ., we set the axes of the molecule-fixed frame as (x,y, z) = (b, ¢, a) with the principal
axes (a, b, c) at the equilibrium molecular structure, where the principal moments of inertia

satisfy 10, < I, < I2.. For CO,, the a axis coincides with the molecular axis, i.e., the z axis.

12



In the numerical evaluation of Eq. (40), the integrand is periodic for ¢ and x, but not for
f. Therefore, we used the trapezoidal integration for ¢ and x, and the tanh-sinh quadrature

for 6 with
T .
cosf) = tanh(E sinh t), (50)

where we set |t| < 3. For HyO, the numbers of sampled points are 100, 200, and 100 for ¢,
t, and y, respectively; for CO4, 100 and 400 for ¢ and t, respectively.

TABLE I. The step size AP and the ranges of Pa, Pg,, and Pgz. The unit ag is the Bohr radius
and 1ag' = 1.89 A",

Molecule(Atom A,B) AP/ay? Pa/Jag! Py, /ay’ Psz/ag*
H,O(Hy,Ho) 0.1 0-20 0-15 ~15-15
CO2(01,02) 0.1 0-40 0-15 —50-30

From ®% obtained in the way described above, we calculated na of Eq. by using
the trapezoidal integration. The step size AP and the ranges of the momentum Py, Pg,,
and Py are shown in Table [l To evaluate the accuracy of these integration, we calculated
the squared norm ||®||* and the average kinetic energy (Ey), which are obtained in the case

of isotropic momentum distribution as

0] = (@l2) = [ amna(Po)PRAPs 1)
0

(Ey) = PN /oo4n (Py)PrdP. (52)

KTN2My ) T 2My Jy AT A TS

B. Semiclassical framework

The semiclassical theory, which treats the molecular rotation as classical motion while

2837

the vibration as quantum, has been already well developed, and we can calculate ng and

(Ex) at T = 0K by using

1 1 P2 .
n2)= 32 | ooz ) P o
(B = g [72(3) + 02(3) + 22(2)] (54)



where

A Ty, 2
ho? = M, — (L - P 55
o2B) = M 35 B (550)
p = (sin b, cos ¢, sin b, sin ¢,,, cos d,,). (55b)

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Fig. 2| shows the calculated momentum distributions of the H; atom in H,O and those
of the O; atom in CO,, which were multiplied by a factor of 47P? in order to highlight
structures appeared in the distributions. The calculated values for the squared norm ||®||?
are listed in Table [Tl They are almost unity, which demonstrates the validity of the RRHO
approximation. In addition, the (Fjy) values calculated by the quantum treatment with
Eq. are in reasonable agreement with the theoretical values estimated by the semiclas-
sical treatment with Eq. . From Fig. , it is evident that an oscillatory structure appears
in the H-atom momentum distribution in HoO calculated within the framework of the quan-
tum theory. On average, the result of the quantum calculation is in good agreement with

that of the semiclassical calculation. On the other hand, no oscillatory behavior is found in

the quantum result for the O-atom momentum distribution in COs.

TABLE II. The calculated and theoretical values of the squared norm ||®||* and the mean kinetic

energy (Fx). The theoretical values of (Ex) were estimated by Eq. (54).

2
Target Atom in Molecule 12l (Ei) /meV
Calec. Theo. Calec. Theo.
Hin H,O 1.03 1 132 134
OinCOq 0.99 1 37.1 36.8

The oscillation in the quantum momentum distribution for HyO(H) can be understood

qualitatively as follows. Substituting Eq. into Eq. (1)), we can rewrite ny(P;) as

ns(P,) = Tk / dR; - dR,_1dR,,; - --dRy

2

Ux(Ry,...,Ry)e PR(dR,| . (56)

14



T T T T T
0.15- (@)H,0(H) 1
‘f —— Quantum
~ bl e Semiclassical
aC o010 S T -
\E . .
<
N T
QE : .,
< 0051 .
0.00 T T !
0 5 10 15 ] 20 25 30
= A
T T T
0.06 - (b) CO,(0) -
< —— Quantum
> N e Semiclassical
Q- 0.04r N
o
<
a0
T
$ 0021 y
0.00 L | L | L | L . i
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

FIG. 2. The atomic momentum distributions 47tP2 ns(P;) in the ground state: (a) H atom in HoO
and (b) O atom in CO3. The solid and dotted lines represent the results of the quantum and

semiclassical (7' = 0K) calculations, respectively.

By analogy with the atomic scattering factor,*®# the Fourier transform in Eq. can be
considered as a superposition of plane waves emitted from all positions Ry with amplitude
Uy and wave vector P, which is illustrated in Fig.[3] Then, the momentum distribution of
the target atom corresponds to the intensity of the resultant wave averaged over all spatial

configurations of the other atoms (Ry,...,Rs_1,Rsi1,...,Rn).
The amplitude ¥ x of the plane wave, defined in the Cartesian coordinate system, is sep-

arated into translational and rotational-vibrational parts, as was the case for the generalized

coordinate system:

Ux(Ri,...,Ry) = U5 (Ra) VX (py, -, Py) (57)
where U} is identical to ¥, and ULV is regarded as a function on the whole position space,

15



FIG. 3. Schematic representation of the Fourier transform appeared in Eq. (56). This is an analogy
with the atomic scattering factor, which appears in diffraction theory.?83? The plane waves having
the amplitude ¥x and the wave vector P4 are emitted from all positions of the target sth atom,
and an interference occurs due to the superposition of these waves. Py - Ry represents the phase

difference between the waves emitted from the position R; and the origin O.
satisfying
VY (R, Ra) = U (py. . py). (58)

Since we assumed n' = §(P), UL can be expressed as the wavefunction of a free particle

in its ground state:

1
T _ .
x(Ro) = lm T

where Vg is the volume of the space Rqg. Therefore, Wy is independent of Rg and is

(59)

determined only by the rotatinal-vibrational part WXV,

In the vibrational ground state, U§" has an amplitude only near equilibrium atomic con-
figurations (py,...,pPy) = (pY,...,p%) of the target molecule. If we treat the molecule as
a perfect rigid rotor, only the orientational average ( [ sin0d©) of (p?,...,p% 1, p% 1, ..., p%)
needs to be considered in order to take into account the spatial average of (Rq,..., Rs_1,Rsi1, ..., Rn)
in Eq. . As a result of this rigid rotor model, the atomic momentum distribution can

be expressed as

ns(Py) oc/sin@d@

/ dR, e PsRs
D

x UV (%, ... Ry, 0%)

2

(60)
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Here the region D indicates not only the initial configuration R, = p? but also the other
configurations of R, # p? that coincide with the equilibrium structure. The presence of the
R, # p? thus means that the target atom is spatially delocalized, resulting in interference
of the plane waves emitted from them.

Fig. d|illustrates the interference effect on the ns(P,) in terms of the spatial delocalization
of the target atom. The Fourier integral in Eq. is carried out with respect to the Ry,
while keeping the other atoms fixed at a configuration (Rq,...,Rs_1,Rs11,...,Ry). For
the Ry region where ¥x(Ry,...,Ry) =~ 0, the integrand is vanishingly small. In the case
of HyO, thereby, H; configuration which leads to significantly deformed structures from the
equilibrium one [e.g., a configuration marked by cross in Fig. (a)} have no contribution to
the Fourier transform in Eq. . However, the H; configurations which are identical to
those obtained by the rotation with respect to the Hy,— O3 axis can have some contributions
to the integral. The dashed circle drawn in Fig. (a) indicates such possible configurations
of Hy, which corresponds to the region D specified in Eq. for the rigid rotor model.
Quantum mechanically, this situation represents rotational delocalization of the target H;
atom with respect to the Hy and O3 atoms. Therefore, the plane waves emitted from the
different positions Ry of the H; interfere constructively or destructively each other depending
on the momentum Py of the Hy, which results in the oscillation in the proton momentum
distribution. This kind of interference can occur in HoO because of the nonlinear molecular
structure. For the linear triatomic molecule, CO,, such interference is impossible since the
O, atom is localized with respect to the Oy and C3 atoms, and hence no oscillation due to
the quantum interference appears in the O atom’s momentum distribution in COs.

To demonstrate the validity of the above interpretation, we performed the calculation of
Eq. for HoO(H) using the rigid rotor model. The region of integration D is set to be
just a circumference with a diameter d = 1.8 A as shown in Fig. 4| which is formed by the
trajectory of the target H; atom rotating with respect to the Hy—Oj3 axis by keeping the
equilibrium structure of HyO. In addition, XV is just a constant on the D for the rotational

ground state. Using these simplifications, we can rewrite Eq. as
7T
ny(Pa) o / sin 0d6)|.Jy (Pudsin8/2)7, (61)
0

where Jj is the zeroth-order Bessel function of the first kind. Fig. [5| compares the rigid rotor
model calculation of Eq. with the quantum calculation obtained from Eq. . It is
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FIG. 4. The plane waves with a specific Ps emitted from the target atom in the rigid rotor model:
(a) Plane waves can be emitted from any point on the dashed circle D for H; atom in HyO, and

hence they can interfere, while (b) only a single wave can be emitted from O; atom in COs.

evident from the figure that the period of the oscillation is well reproduced by the restricted
rigid rotor model though the intensity is overestimated. Therefore, it is concluded that the

essential feature of the oscillation is originated from the quantum interference due to the

rotational delocalization of the target atom.

T T T T T
0.006 | H,OH) -
—— Quantum
< !\ - Rigid rotor
~ 0.004 .
<
I
g
0.002 -
1I5
0.000 - ———— L —— 1l —— L
0

FIG. 5. The proton momentum distributions ng(Py) of HoO in the ground state. The solid and

dashed lines represent the quantum and rigid rotor model calculations, respectively.

An alternative way of interpreting the oscillation in the quantum momentum distribution
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for HoO(H) can be provided by the autocorrelation Fy of the position-space wavefunction,

F.(Ry) :/ng---dR'Nq/;(Rg,...,R;,...,R;V)

x Uy (R, ...,R.+ R, ...,RYy), (62)

which can be obtained by the inverse Fourier transform F§ of the atomic momentum distri-

bution,
F,(R,) = / ng(P,)eT=R=dP,. (63)

Since we consider here only the rotational ground state, n; is isotropic. Using the expansion

of a plane wave in spherical harmonics, Fj is expressed as
Fy(R,) = 4m / Jo(PsRs)ns(Ps) P2 P;, (64)

where jo is the zeroth-order spherical Bessel function. Fig. [6] shows the inverse Fourier
transform of the momentum distributions of HyO(H) and CO5(O) calculated by Eq. (64)). For
comparison, also shown are the results calculated by using semiclassical n(P;) for Eq. .
In the case of HyO(H), in the small Ry region, the quantum and semiclassical results are
almost identical to each other. However, as Ry increases, there is a relevant deviation of the
quantum result from the semiclassical one, as can be clearly seen in the insert of Fig. [6fa).
In particular, the result of the quantum calculation exhibits a sharp decrease to zero at
around 1.8 A. In the case of CO4(0), there is no such a sharp decay; there is no appreciable
difference in Fo(Ro) between the quantum and semiclassical results.

As mentioned in Section in detail, the only difference between the quantum and
semiclassical calculations is the treatment of rotational motion. In the small R, region,
the autocorrelation is dominated by the overlap of the vibrational wavefunctions between
the original and displaced positions. In this region, the semiclassical results are in good
agreement with the quantum ones, as the semiclassical calculation can take into account
the quantum-mechanical vibrational autocorrelation. Therefore, the difference in the Fy
between the quantum and semiclassical results of HoO(H) demonstrates clearly the quantum
effect of autocorrelation due to rotational motion, i.e., quantum rotational autocorrelation.

The sharp drop in the Fy of HoO(H), which does not appear in the semiclassical re-

sult, can be interpreted by the behavior of the autocorrelation in the rigid rotor model. To
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FIG. 6. The inverse Fourier transform of the atomic momentum distributions F;(R;) in the ground
state: (a) H atom in H2O and (b) O atom in COy. The solid and dotted lines represent the quantum

and semiclassical (T' = 0K) calculations, respectively.

derive this model, we eliminate the effect of the translational motion in Eq. by factor-

izing the autocorrelation function into the translational and rotational-vibrational parts*®

Substituting Eq. into Eq. (or Eq. into Eq. ), we obtain

F(R,) = FT (MS Rs) FYV(R,) (63)



where

FT(Rg) = / nt(Pr)ePTRedPy
— [ W (RGVE(RG + Ro)dRG, (66)
F(p,) = / n Y (7)o P dr,
:/Vdp’l---dpﬁv\@v*(p’l,-",p;,--',pﬁv)
x UV (p, ., 0l + P P (67)

with the position space V' satisfying >, M;p; = 0. From Eq. , nT = 6(Pr) yields
FT =1, which is consistent with Eq. (59). Thus, Eq. becomes

Fy(R,) = F;Y(Ry). (68)

In the same way as for the atomic momentum distribution, the rigid rotor model gives the

autocorrelation function as

Fs(Ry) oc/sin9d® V(9 % %)
< U (pY, o, Pl + Ry, Pl (69)

In general, as R, increases, (pY, ..., p?+ Ry, ..., p%) deviates from the initial equilibrium
configuration of the atoms, and hence the autocorrelation value decreases monotonically
due to the decrease of the amplitude of the vibrational wavefunctions around p%. However,
when a displaced atomic configuration p? + R, accidentally coincides with the equilibrium
molecular structure, the autocorrelation will retain a certain value. For HyO, this situation
is illustrated in Fig. (a). Quantum-mechanically, all the configurations in which the H;
atom is on the dashed circle in Fig. [f|(a) contribute to the autocorrelation coherently, since
the H; atom is delocalized over the circle. On the other hand, there is no such rotational
autocorrelation in the semiclassical calculation because the atomic momentum distribution
within the semiclassical framework is obtained just by an orientational average (incoherent
sum) of the atomic momentum distribution for one equilibrium configuration.*®=? Therefore,
it is concluded that the difference between the semiclassical and quantum results of Fy for
HyO(H) is attributed to this rotational autocorrelation. It is noted that the upper limit of

Ry in the rotational autocorrelation is determined by the equilibrium molecular geometry
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of H,O. Tt is 1.8 A, the diameter d on which the Hy atom is delocalized, corresponding to
the position where the autocorrelation decays to zero in Fig. [6[a). In the case of CO,, on
the other hand, no rotational autocorrelation occurs because the displacement of the target

O; atom always results in a different molecular structure from the stable linear structure,

as shown in Fig. [7b).

Region D: dashed circle
(diameter d = 1.8 A)

Hye

(b)

FIG. 7. Illustrative examples of possible displacements of the target atom within the rigid rotor
model. (a) the position autocorrelation of HoO(H) remains when the H; atom rotates with respect

the Ho— O3 axis, while (b) that of CO2(O) vanishes for any displacement of the O; atom.

The above discussion about the quantum delocalization effect on the atomic momentum
distributions can be extended to any molecule, not just to ground-state triatomic molecules.
Another example is the oscillatory structure in the atomic momentum distribution of a di-
atomic molecule in the vibrational ground state. Since the oscillation is attributed to the
spherical delocalization of the target atom around the other atom, diatomic molecules inher-
ently exhibit the interference effect on the atomic momentum distribution. As mentioned in
the Section , it was pointed out that the wavelength (or period) of the oscillation depends
on the internuclear distance.?® This point can be revisited in terms of delocalization effect
of the target atom with respect to the other atom; the internuclear distance determines the

size of the sphere from which the plane waves are emitted.
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V. CONCLUSION

This study has reported the quantum theory for the atomic momentum distributions
of polyatomic molecules, which is based on the momentum-space molecular wavefunctions
in rotational-vibrational eigenstates. The rigid-rotor-harmonic-oscillator approximation has
been developed to significantly reduce the computational cost, which enables one to extend

the quantum-mechanical calculation to any kinds of isolated molecules in practice.

The proton momentum distribution in the ground-state H,O was found to clearly show
an oscillatory structure, or interference fringes. This oscillation is originated purely from
the quantum nature and hence is not appeared on the momentum distribution when the
molecular rotation is treated as classical. On the other hand, no such oscillation occurs on
the oxygen momentum distribution in the ground-state CO5 molecule even in the quantum

calculation.

The rigid rotor model shows that whether or not the interference fringes appear in the
atomic momentum distribution in a polyatomic molecule is determined by whether the
target atom is delocalized or localized with respect to the other atoms. For the vibrational
ground state, where the rigid rotor model is applicable, this finding leads to the following
general rule that predicts necessarily the presence of interference fringes without rigorous
calculations. Firstly, the positions of all atoms are fixed in an equilibrium configuration
(initial configuration) of the molecule. Next, the target atom is displaced with keeping
the other atoms in the same positions as the initial ones, to find one or more equilibrium
configurations different from the initial configuration. Then, if the different equilibrium
configurations are obtained, the interference structure may appear, otherwise no interference

fringes are expected in the atomic momentum distribution.

Although a profound theoretical understanding for the delocalization effect on atomic
momentum distributions has been gained for isolated molecules, experimental investiga-
tion has not been attempted so far. This is partially because the difficulty in a measure-
ment on a single quantum state of dilute gas-phase molecules by using DINS, which has
mostly been applied to condensed matter systems due to the limitation in sensitivity. How-
ever, the recent development of electron-atom Compton scattering, or Atomic Momentum

27140144

Spectroscopy, would make it possible to measure the atomic momentum distribution

in gas-phase molecules in their single quantum state. A combination of a recently developed
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highly-sensitive apparatus®*® with adiabatic cooling would offer a promising means of study-
ing the quantum effects on the atomic momentum distribution in a single molecule, and the
observation of the oscillatory structure in a rovibrational state would become feasible in the

near future.

Appendix: Simplification of the Jacobian

a. Nonlinear molecules From Eqgs. (9) and (24), the derivatives of the mass-weighted

coordinates (g,) with respect to the generalized coordinates (u,) become

d (M!"R;) = M} (@Rq + dFr; + RAAr;) = MR (R"'dRq + R~'dRr; + dAr)

3N—6
MR ARG + (8540 + &0df +&,dx) x M + )~ 1,dQi| (A1)
k=1

=R

with Mil/ R, = (q3i—2, G3i—1, q3:), and hence we can write the Jacobian matrix (dq,/0us) as

Mll/QRil é¢ X M11/2r1 ég X M11/2r1 éX X M11/2r1 11’1 1172 s 11,3N—6
(8%) —R N M21/2R71 é¢ X M21/2r2 ég X M21/21'2 éX X M21/QI'2 1271 1272 cee 12,3N—6
Oy, — i . . . . . . .

1/2 -1 A 1/2 N 1/2 N 1/2
MN R €y XMN ry €y XMN 'y €y XMN ry lN,l lN,2 lN,3N76

(A.2)

where all bold symbols represent column vectors, and the directions of the infinitesimal

rotation vector €4, €y, and &, are given by

.

€; = (— sin f cos y sin @ sin y COSQ) ; (A.3a)

A T

€y = <sinx cos X 0) ) (A.3b)
T

&, = (o 0 1) : (A.3¢)

and B3y = @f;l R is the direct sum of N rotation matrices in three dimensions R. Using

Eq. and the translational Eckart conditions
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we can simplify the determinant g, of Eq. to

My Es

BRI ANEAYE -
gu—|(6’ua> (8ub)‘_ A B

B Esn_¢

= M3 det(A— BT B), (A.5)

where FE,, is the identity matrix of size n, and the 3 x 3 matrix A and the (3N —6) x 3

matrix B are written as

A=TT (1), (A6)
B'=T" Z (Cm Cra * - Ck,sN—ﬁ) Qr (A7)
%

-
with the 3 x 3 matrix T = <é¢ &y éx> and G = <C,’fm ¢ Cgm> . From Eqgs. (A.6
and (A.7]), we obtain

A—B'B=T"(I,,)T (A.8)
Substituting Eq. (A.8) into Eq. (A.5)), g, is rewritten as
gu = M3 det (1)) sin® 6, (A.9)

where we use det(T") = det(T") = —sin6. Calculating Eq. from (q,) = (M11/2R1, e Mjl\,/ZRN),

the determinant gy is
gx = [ [ M7 (A.10)
Therefore, ||.J|| = \/gu/gx can be expressed as

M3 1/2
17]| = {H—J\TF’ det(I;B)] sinf = G'?sin 0. (A.11)

b. Linear molecules As mentioned above, for linear molecules, the Euler angle x in the

rotation matrix is set as x = 0. Thus, the derivatives of (g,) are

3N-5
MPR7 R + (86d6 + &d0) x M r + Y 1dQu |, (A12)

k=1

d (M.WRZ») —R

)
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which yield

MII/ZR_l é¢ X M11/2I'1 ég X M11/2I'1 1171 11’2 cee 11’3]\7_5
aQ(z M21/2R71 é¢ X M21/21'2 é@ X M21/21'2 12’1 1272 s 1273]\7_5
= Rsn (A.13)
M}V/2R_1 é¢ X Mjl\,v/ZI‘N €y X MJ{[/QI‘N lN,l lN,2 R 1N,3N—5
In this case, €4 and €y are written as
A T
ey = (— sinf 0 cos 0) , (A.14a)
T
&=(010) . (A.14D)
In the same way as for nonlinear molecules, we obtain
D\ (0 Mt
_ | { 94 ¢ \| _ .
Ju ‘(8%) (Gub)‘ A B
B Esn-s
= M3 det(A— B'B) (A.15)
where the 2 x 2 matrix A and the (3N — 5) x 2 matrix B is given by
A=T"(1,)T, (A.16)
B'=T" Z (Cm Coz = Ck,sN—5> Qr (A17)
k
with the 3 x 2 matrix T = (é¢ é9>. From Eqs. (A.16) and (A.17), we have
I'sin® 0
A-B'B=T"(I\,)T = : (A.18)
(63 [/

where we use Eq. (31). Substituting Eq. (A.18)) into Eq. (A.15)), we can rewrite g, as
Gu = M3I?sin 6. (A.19)

Therefore, ||.J|| for linear molecules can be expressed as

M3 1/2
]| = [H ]\T/[?,IQ] sinf = GY?sin . (A.20)
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