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Abstract

Ab initio modeling of conical intersection dy-
namics is crucial for various photochemical,
photophysical, and biological processes. How-
ever, adiabatic electronic states obtained from
electronic structure computations involve ran-
dom phases, or more generally, random gauge
fixings, which hampers the modeling of nonadi-
abatic molecular dynamics. Here we develop
a random-gauge local diabatic representation
that allows an exact modeling of conical inter-
section dynamics directly using the adiabatic
electronic states with phases randomly assigned
during the electronic structure computations.
Its utility is demonstrated by an exact ab ini-
tio modeling of the two-dimensional Shin-Metiu
model with and without an external magnetic
field. Our results provide a simple approach
to integrating the electronic structure compu-
tations into non-adiabatic quantum dynamics,
thus paving the way for ab initio modeling of
conical intersection dynamics.

1 Introduction

Conical intersections (CIs), ubiquitous in poly-
atomic molecules,1 are the transition states for
a wide range of ultrafast photoinduced pro-
cesses, such as nonradiative electronic transi-
tions, photophysical phenomena, and photoiso-
merization, photodissociation, light-matter in-

teraction, and energy transfer.2–11 Around CIs,
the Born-Oppenheimer approximation breaks
down, the electronic and nuclear motion be-
comes strong correlated. Even when the CI
is energetically inaccessible, it can still impact
the adiabatic nuclear dynamics through geo-
metric phase effects.12 Ab initio modeling of
conical intersection dynamics, a quantum me-
chanical approach that directly calculates the
electronic structure and nuclear quantum dy-
namics in the presence of CIs without relying
on empirical or fitted parameters, provides a
detailed and accurate description of the non-
adiabatic quantum molecular dynamics from
first principles and sheds light on the influence
of CIs on electron-nuclear correlation, reactiv-
ity, and spectroscopic observables.
Ab initio modeling employs electronic struc-

ture methods to build the potential energy sur-
faces required for nuclear quantum dynamics.
However, adiabatic electronic states obtained
from electronic structure computations neces-
sarily involve random phases,13 or more gener-
ally, random gauge fixings. The indeterminacy
of electronic wavefunction phases hamper the
nonadiabatic wavepacket dynamics modeling,
and have to be corrected either for construct-
ing a quasi-diabatic model or for performing nu-
clear wavepacket dynamics. This is because the
randomness in the phase will be transferred to
any quantity defined using the many-electron
wavefunction such as the nonadiabatic coupling
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and the transition dipole moment. This random
phase can occur in every call of the matrix di-
agonalization subroutines, and thus, cannot be
avoided in ab initio modeling.
A further complication arises from the pres-

ence of CIs, i.e., electronic degeneracy. In the
presence of a CI, even when the time-reversal
symmetry is preserved, it is impossible to find
a global smooth gauge for real electronic wave-
functions. If such a global smooth gauge can be
found, it would lead to a zero nonadiabatic cou-
pling, and thus the geometric phase would be 0.
This contradicts a geometric phase of π encir-
cling around a CI. it is then necessarily to add a
nuclear-dependent phase to make the electronic
wave functions globally smooth except for the
CI seam.
The problem of random phases becomes even

more challenging when the electronic wave
function is complex-valued. This occurs when
the Hamiltonian does not have time-reversal
symmetry, then the random phases becomes a
complex phase instead of a sign. Despite previ-
ous attempts, there is yet a straightforward way
to fix the random phases for multi-state high-
dimensional systems and for complex electronic
wavefunctions.14,15

Here we address the random phase problem in
modeling conical intersection dynamics by inte-
grating the local diabatic representation (LDR)
and electronic structure computations. The
LDR was recently proposed to remove singu-
lar derivative couplings, both first- and second-
order, from nonadiabatic conical intersection
dynamics.16 It has been demonstrated to pro-
vide numerically exact results for vibronic mod-
els.16 We show that in the ab initio LDR, it
is possible to perform exact modeling of con-
ical intersection dynamics even using the adi-
abatic electronic states with phases randomly
assigned during the electronic structure com-
putations. This is demonstrated by an exact
calculation of the two-dimensional Shin-Metiu
model, a prototypical model for proton-coupled
electron transfer.17 Furthermore, it is shown
that the LDR can provide exact results even
when there is an external magnetic field where
the electronic wavefunction becomes complex-
valued and the random phase problem becomes

more severe. Our results provide a simple ap-
proach to integrating the electronic structure
computations into the conical intersection dy-
namics, thus paving the way for ab initio mod-
eling of conical intersection dynamics.
Atomic units are used throughout ℏ = e =

me = 1.

2 Theory and Method

Ab initio conical intersection dynamics aims to
solve the time-dependent Schrödinger equation-
for an entire molecule

i
∂

∂t
|Ψ(t)⟩ = H |Ψ(t)⟩ (1)

where |Ψ(t)⟩ is the electron-nuclear (vibronic)
state. The molecular Coulomb Hamiltonian

H = Te + TN + Vee + VeN + VNN, (2)

contains the electronic and nuclear kinetic en-
ergy operators Te and TN, represents the re-
pulsive electron-electron interaction Vee, the
electron-nuclear Coulomb attraction VeN, and
nuclear repulsion VNN.
In the adiabatic representation, the molecu-

lar wavefunction is given by the Born-Huang
expansion,18

Ψ(r,R, t) =
∑
α

ϕα(r;R)χα(R, t) (3)

where α runs over the adiabatic electronic
states, usually truncated to a few low-lying ex-
cited states. In the Born-Huang ansatz, the
adiabatic electronic states are required to be
continuous with respect to the nuclear config-
urations. This is because when inserted back
into the time-dependent molecular Schrödinger
equation, the nuclear kinetic energy operator
will act on the adiabatic states. However, in
ab inito modeling, the adiabatic states are not
smooth. The sign of the wavefunction is ran-
domly determined during the electronic struc-
ture calculations.
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2.1 Unavoidable Random phases

The random phases in the adiabatic electronic
states arise from the gauge freedom. When the
time-reversal symmetry is satisfied

T HeT −1 = He (4)

where T is the time-reversal operator, the elec-
tronic eigenstates can always be chosen to be
real. The time-reversal operator is simply the
complex conjugation K for spinless particles.19

However, even when the adiabatic states are
constrained to be real, they cannot be uniquely
determined. If ψα(r;R) is an eigenstate of
the electronic Hamiltonian at nuclear geome-
try He(R), then −ψα(r) is also an eigenstate.
Therefore, there is a Z2 = { 1,−1 } gauge free-
dom. This implies that the adiabatic electronic
states obtained from electronic structure cal-
culations are non-smooth, and thus cannot be
used in the Born-Huang expansion, which re-
quires a smooth gauge.
When the electronic Hamiltonian does not

satisfy the time-reversal symmetry (e.g., in the
presence of a magnetic field), the electronic
states are complex. In this case, the gauge free-
dom becomes U(1); that is, if ψ(r) is an eigen-
state, then eiθψ(r) is also an eigenstate for any
θ ∈ [0, 2π). The adiabatic states in the presence
of a magnetic field cannot be uniquely deter-
mined up to a local phase. Such states cannot
be directly used in the adiabatic representation.

2.2 Local Diabatic Representa-
tion

We now show that in the LDR, it is possible to
directly use the nonsmooth adiabatic electronic
states obtained in electronic structure compu-
tations. We first use discrete variable represen-
tations (DVR) for the nuclear coordinate oper-
ators R.20,21 For each nuclear degree of freedom
q, a DVR consists of a finite set, of basis func-
tions {χn(q) }Nn=1 and a set of grid points { qi }.
The main idea of the LDR is to use the grid

points defined in the DVR as reference nuclear
geometries to define adiabatic electronic basis

states, i.e.,

He(Rn) |ϕα(Rn)⟩ = Vα(Rn) |ϕα(Rn)⟩ (5)

where He = H − TN is the electronic Hamilto-
nian, the full molecular Hamiltonian subtract-
ing the nuclear kinetic energy operator, and
Vα(R) is the αth adiabatic potential energy sur-
face.
The LDR ansatz for the full molecular wave-

function is now given by

Ψ(r,R, t) =
∑
n

∑
α

Cnα(t)ϕα(r;Rn)χn(R)

≡
∑
n,α

Cnα(t) ⟨r,R|nα⟩

(6)

where we have introduced a shorthand nota-
tion |nα⟩ ≡ ϕα(r;Rn)χn(R). In contrast to the
adiabatic representation in eq 3, in the LDR
ansatz, we do not impose any smooth condi-
tions on ϕα(Rn). Here it is understood that the
adiabatic electronic states are directly coming
from the electronic structure solver with ran-
dom phases.
The formal solution of the time-dependent

molecular Schrödinger equation is given by

|Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHt |Ψ0⟩ . (7)

where |Ψ0⟩ is the initial vibronic state. To solve
eq 7, we apply the Strang splitting to the full
short-time molecular propagator,22

e−iH∆t ≈ e−iHe(R)∆t/2e−iTN∆te−iHe(R)∆t/2 (8)

The propagator with the electronic Hamilto-
nian He can be computed as

e−iHe(R)∆t |Ψ(t)⟩ ≈
∑
n,α

Cnα(t)e
−iVα(Rn)∆t |nα⟩

(9)
where we have made use of a diagonal approx-
imation

⟨mβ|He(R)|nα⟩ ≈ Vα(Rn)δβαδmn (10)
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For the nuclear kinetic energy propagator,

⟨mβ|e−iTN∆t|αn⟩ = Amβ,nα ⟨χm|e−iTN∆t|χn⟩R
(11)

The electronic overlap matrix, encoding all
nonadiabatic and geometric phase effects, is de-
fined as

Amβ,nα = ⟨ϕβ(Rm)|ϕα(Rn)⟩r , (12)

where ⟨· · ·⟩r (⟨· · ·⟩R) denotes the integration
over electronic (nuclear) degrees of freedom.
Here the matrix elements of the exponen-

tial kinetic energy operator
[
e−iTN∆t

]
mn

can be
analytically computed in the finite basis and
transformed to the DVR basis set. The split-
operator method in the LDR differs from the
the conventional one for adiabatic dynamics23

in that the fast Fourier transform cannot be
used here due to the presence of electronic over-
lap matrix.
While LDR also employs adiabatic electronic

states as the electronic basis, it is immune to
the random phases in the adiabatic wavefunc-
tions because the propagation of LDR does not
involve nuclear derivative terms. The phase will
only affects the electronic overlap matrix, which
will then be compensated by the expansion co-
efficients Cnα.

3 Model and Computa-

tions

To demonstrate that LDR can resolve the
random phase problem, we solve the two-
dimensional (2D) Shin-Meiu model numerically
exactly by the LDR method. The extended
2D Shin-Metiu model is a prototypical model
for proton-coupled electron transfer dynam-
ics.17,24,25 This model, depicted in Figure 1a,
consists of three protons and one electron; Two
protons are fixed at positions (±L/2, 0), while
the third proton and the electron are free to
move in 2D space. The variables R = (X, Y )
and r = (x, y) represent the positions of the
movable proton and the electron, respectively.

The full Hamiltonian of the system is given by

H(r,R) =
p2

2
+

P2

2M
+ V (r,R) (13)

where p = −i ∂
∂r

and P = −i ∂
∂R

are the mo-
mentum operators for the electron and the mov-
ing proton with mass M . The potential energy
V (r,R) reads

V (r,R) = VeN + VNN +

(
R

R0

)4

, (14)

Soft Coulomb potentials are used for
the electron-nucleus interaction poten-
tial, Ven(r,R) = −1/

√
a+ (r−R)2, and

the nucleus-nucleus interaction potential,
Vnn(R,Ri) = 1/

√
b+ (R−Ri)2, Ri, i = 1, 2

refers to the location of the two fixed ions, and
parameters a = 0.5 and b = 10.0. The last
quartic potential in eq 14 guarantees that the
system remains bound, with R0 = 3.5 a.u.
The Born-Oppenheimer adiabatic potential

energy surfaces Vα(R) are defined as eigenval-
ues of the electronic Schrödinger equation:[

p2

2
+ V (r;R)

]
ϕα(r;R) = Vα(R)ϕα(r;R),

(15)
where ϕα(r;R) are the electronic eigenfunc-
tions. The electronic structure problem for the
single electron for each nuclear configuration is
computed in 2D uniform grids. To achieve con-
vergence, 127 grid points in the range of [-6,
6] a.u. are used for the electronic degrees of
freedom. The first and second electronic eigen-
states at R = (0.0, 1.21875) are shown in Fig-
ure S1a. By scanning nuclear coordinates R,
the first and second excited adiabatic potential
energy surfaces (APESs) are constructed. The
APESs are shown in Figure 1b, with the energy
at RCI being -7.6921 eV. Due to the identi-
cal interaction potentials among the three pro-
tons, the CI position is R±

CI = (0,±YCI), with
YCI =

√
3/2L = 1.2 a.u.

By scanning the 2D nuclear space, the adia-
batic electronic states and electron overlap ma-
trix are obtained which are subsequently in-
serted to the LDR method (eq 8) to solve for
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the two-
dimensional Shin-Metiu model (L = 4

√
3/5

a.u.) and (b) adiabatic potential energy sur-
faces for the first and second excited states.

the exact conical intersection dynamics. 63
grid points in the range of [-3, 3] a.u. are
used for each nuclear degrees of freedom. The
electronic overlap submatrix Am1m2β,n1n2α for
m2 = 0, β = 2, n2 = 0, α = 2 is shown in Figure
2a, which clearly shows the random signs on the
adiabatic states.
We use the following initial state Ψ0(r;R) =

ϕ2(r;R0)χ(R−R0) where, ϕ2(r;R0) represents
the second electronic eigenstate at the nuclear
configuration R0 = (0.0, 1.78125), and χ(R −
R0) =

√
π/γe−

γ
2
(R−R0)2 is a Gaussian nuclear

wavepacket centered at R0 with width γ = 18
a.u.
The initial state is given in the crude adia-

batic representation. It can be transformed to
the LDR by

|Ψ0⟩ =
∑
n,β

χnAnβ,n0α |nβ⟩ (16)

The overlap matrix element Anβ,n0α accounts
for the phase relationship between the elec-
tronic states at different nuclear configurations.
Here, both Anβ,n0α and |nβ⟩ contain the ran-

dom phases, and their product cancels out the
effect of random phase leading to a smooth
molecular wavefunction. The initial wave-
functions are starting in the second excited
state. This configuration positions the initial
wavepacket centrally between the two fixed ions
(X0 = 0.0) with a displacement of Y0 along the
Y -axis, located above the CI.
The adiabatic electronic states are directly in-

serted to the LDR method to perform nonadi-
abatic wavepacket dynamics around CIs. Fig-
ure 2b displays the adiabatic electronic popu-
lations dynamics in the two excited electronic
states. At ∼ 2 fs, the nuclear wavepacket en-
counters the CI at (0, 1.2) a.u., making nona-
diabatic transition to the first excited state, re-
sulting in nonadiabatic relaxation. This trans-
fer happens extremely rapidly, completing in
approximately 4 fs. Figure 2c depicts the nu-
clear wavepacket dynamics on the adiabatic
electronic states (α = 1, 2). Within the first 4
fs, the proton moves downwards on the second
excited state, encounters the CI, and transits
to the first excited state. The geometric phase
manifest as the nodal line along the X = 0.
These results are in excellent agreement with
the results in Ref. 26, demonstrating that the
LDR method have successfully addressed the
random phase problem.

3.1 Magnetic Field

We now apply a static magnetic field to the 2D
Shin-Metiu model to demonstate the capability
of our method in accurately modeling conical
intersection dynamics even when the adiabatic
electronic states are complex. In the presence
of a magnetic field B = (0, 0, B) = Bẑ, where
ẑ is the unit vector in the z-axis, the vector
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Figure 2. (a) The electronic overlap submatrix Am1m2β,n1n2α for m2 = 0, β = 2, n2 = 0, α = 2 in
field-free case,(b) population dynamics of the ground state and excited states within 10 fs, and (c)
the wavepacket dynamics |χnα|2 of excited states (α = 1, 2) through the CI.

potential in the Landau gauge is given by

A = (0, Bx, 0)T (17)

where superscript T denotes transpose. Al-
ternatively, one can also choose the symmetry
gauge where A = 1

2
B× r = 1

2
(−By,Bx, 0).

The electronic Hamiltonian in the presence of
magnetic field is given by

He =
p2x
2

+
1

2

(
py +Bx

)2
+ V (r)

=
p2

2
+ V (r) +

1

2
B2x2 +Bxpy

(18)

A crucial difference due to the magnetic field
is that the time-reversal symmetry is broken
such that electronic states becomes complex-
valued. Figure S1b shows the first and sec-
ond electronic eigenstates at R = (0.0, 1.21875)
with a magnetic field B = 40 T. The adi-
abatic electronic states now carry a random
phase eiθn . In this scenario, the gauge freedom
becomes more complicated than field-free case.
The phase of the complex electronic overlap ma-
trix A are shown in Figure 3a, which clearly
shows the random of the phase.
To solve the nonadiabatic CI dynamics, we
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Figure 3. (a) The random phase of electronic overlap matrix in the presence of a magnetic field,
and (b) APESs around CI with (top panel) and without a magnetic field (bottom panel). The
magnetic field opens a gap at the pristine CI.

follow similar steps as the field-free case. The
APESs in the presence of the magnetic field is
firstly constructed by diagonalizating the elec-
tronic Hamiltonian in a DVR basis set. The
first and second excited APESs are shown in
Figure 3b. A small region centered around the
pristine CI is chosen to highlight the magnetic
field effects. As shown, the magnetic field opens
an energy gap at the CI, turning the original
electronic degeneracy to near-degeneracy.
After constructing the APESs and electronic

overlap matrix, the LDR method is used to
model the non-adiabatic dynamics in the pres-
ence of magnetic field, using the same nuclear
grids as in the field-free case. The adiabatic
population and nuclear wavepacket dynamics of
the first and second excited states are shown in
Figure S2, which closely resemble those in the
field-free case. This implies that although the
CI topology is altered, the magnetic field effect
is too weak to impact the overall nonadiabatic
dynamics. Note that the geometric phase ef-
fects remains intact despite the disappearance
of an exact intersection. This indicates that
the LDR method can correctly handle the case
where the electronic states are complex-valued

with completely random phases.

4 Summary

To summarize, by an exact modeling of the two-
dimensional Shin-Metiu model, we have shown
that the ab initio local adiabatic representation
(LDR) provides a simple solution to the random
gauge problem in modeling conical intersection
dynamics. We further show that even in the
presence of a magnetic field, where the elec-
tronic states are complex-valued, our method
still provides an exact result.
Our results clearly show that the LDR is a

straightforward and efficient approach for simu-
lating the nonadiabatic conical intersection dy-
namics in random gauges, regardless of whether
gauge freedom is Z2 or U(1). By resolving the
random phase problem, our method provides
a straightforward approach to integrating elec-
tronic structure simulation with conical inter-
section dynamics.
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