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We compare two recently developed strategies, implemented in open source software packages, for comput-
ing linear optical spectra in condensed phase environments in the presence of nonadiabatic effects. Both
approaches rely on computing excitation energy and transition dipole fluctuations along molecular dynamics
(MD) trajectories, treating molecular and environmental degrees of freedom on the same footing. Spectra
are then generated in two ways: In the recently developed Gaussian Non-Condon Theory (GNCT), the linear
response functions are computed in terms of independent adiabatic excited states, with non-Condon effects
described through spectral densities of transition dipole fluctuations. For strongly coupled excited states,
we instead parameterize a linear vibronic coupling (LVC) Hamiltonian directly from spectral densities of
energy fluctuations and diabatic couplings computed along the MD trajectory. The optical spectrum is then
calculated using powerful, numerically exact tensor-network approaches. Both the electronic structure calcu-
lations to sample system fluctuations and the quantum dynamics simulations using tensor-network methods
are carried out on graphics processing units (GPUs), enabling rapid calculations on complex condensed phase
systems. We assess the performance of the approaches using model systems in the presence of a conical
intersection (CI), and the pyrazine molecule in different solvent environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Steady-state absorption and emission spectra provide
important insights into the underlying electronic struc-
ture of molecules and their interactions with complex
condensed phase environments, especially when paired
with computational modeling to facilitate interpretation
of experimentally observed features. However, compu-
tationally efficient methodologies that can accurately
model optical lineshapes in complex systems are still an
area of open research.1–4 In general, these methods need
to account for the coupling of the electronic states to
nuclear degrees of freedom to describe vibronic effects,
and explicitly capture chromophore-environment inter-
actions such as hydrogen bonding and slow collective
solute-solvent motion, as well as environmental polar-
ization effects. Additionally, in many situations, mul-
tiple electronic excited states contribute to the spectral
lineshape, and their complex interactions, in the form of
intensity borrowing between electronic states,5 and nona-
diabatic effects in the form of conical intersections (CIs)6

are particularly challenging to model from first principles.
Traditional approaches7–9 to modeling the optical

spectra, such as the Franck-Condon Herzberg-Teller
(FCHT) scheme, often rely on the adiabatic, or Born-
Oppenheimer approximation,10 treating electronic and
nuclear dynamics as separate by neglecting their cou-
plings. Non-Condon effects, such as intensity borrowing
of dipole-forbidden states, are then described through
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a first-order Taylor expansion of the transition dipole
moment (Herzberg-Teller coupling).7 Additionally, to
make computations feasible, the ground and excited
state potential-energy surfaces (PESs) have to be ap-
proximated as harmonic around their respective min-
ima. This approximation, while allowing for a straight-
forward implementation of the computation of spectral
lineshapes in a range of electronic structure packages,
can break down for large semi-flexible molecules11,12 and
often limits the inclusion of solvent effects to approxi-
mate treatments through polarizable continuum models
(PCMs).13 A range of approaches to account for interac-
tions with the condensed phase environment exist, from
deriving effective environmental broadening of spectral
lineshapes from molecular-dynamics (MD) sampling of
solvent configurations,14 to averaging over vibronic line-
shapes computed in frozen solvent environments.3,12,15

However, these approaches generally invoke some form
of timescale separation between “environmental” and
“chromophore” degrees of freedom, which might not be
justified in cases of strong solvent coupling or large-
amplitude collective motion.

Additionally, nonadiabatic effects6 on optical spectra
can often be significant, with their influence typically
most appreciable when nuclear dynamics takes place in
the vicinity of a CI where adiabatic potential energy sur-
faces meet. In these scenarios, the optical spectra can-
not be modeled in terms of independent adiabatic ex-
citations, and describing the full quantum dynamics of
the system generally poses a significant challenge, es-
pecially in the context of a vast number of degrees of
freedom. Methods such as the multi-configuration time-
dependent Hartree16–20 (MCTDH) approach can provide
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numerically exact solutions to the dynamics, but are of-
ten applied to a limited number of degrees of freedom
to remain tractable, and require a parameterization of
the PESs, leading to additional approximations based on
timescale separation arguments when explicitly including
environmental interactions.21–23

In this work, we compare and contrast two recently de-
veloped methodologies,24–26 implemented in open-source
software packages, that integrate MD sampling of sys-
tem and environment interactions in equilibrium to con-
struct spectral densities with efficient algorithms to com-
pute optical lineshapes, both in the presence of weakly
and strongly coupled excited states. Spectra are ei-
ther computed within the recently introduced Gaussian
Non-Condon Theory (GNCT) for describing non-Condon
effects in weakly interacting adiabatic states,25 or ten-
sor network-based approaches for describing strongly in-
teracting diabatic states,24,26–29 and are compared to
the well-known cumulant method30 that relies on the
Condon31,32 approximation. Crucially, the MD-based
sampling of the system retains a full coupling of the elec-
tronic states to environmental degrees of freedom, with-
out the need to invoke frozen solvent environments. The
approaches leverage graphics processing units (GPUs) at
all stages, and we demonstrate a massive speed-up in
computations, especially for the tensor-network simula-
tions involving explicitly coupled excited states.

We test the tensor-network approach on a minimal (2-
mode) model systems of CIs, before contrasting all meth-
ods using the the pyrazine molecule in different solvent
environments, a well-studied example33,34 featuring a CI
between its two lowest-lying excited electronic states. By
directly computing excitation energies and dipole fluctu-
ations along MD trajectories, the three methods applied
in this work serve as successively more sophisticated ap-
proaches to determination of the absorption spectrum of
pyrazine. The resulting spectra are compared to experi-
mental data,35,36 demonstrating the strengths the differ-
ent approaches in capturing both nonadiabatic and envi-
ronmental coupling effects.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND AND
COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

For the purpose of this work, we focus on the com-
putational modeling of linear spectroscopy in complex
condensed phase environments, namely absorption and
steady-state fluorescence spectra. The absorption and
emission lineshapes can be expressed in terms of Fourier
transforms of quantum correlation functions of the tran-
sition dipole operator:

σabs(ω) = αabs(ω)FT
[〈
µ̂−(t)µ̂+(0)

〉
ρ0

]

σemi(ω) = αemi(ω)FT
[〈
µ̂+(t)µ̂−(0)

〉
ρex

]
. (1)

Here, µ̂− =
∑Nex

i=1 µ0i|S0⟩⟨Si| and µ̂+ = (µ̂−)
†
are the

transition dipole operators causing transitions between
the electronic ground state |S0⟩ and Nex excited states
{|Si⟩}, and µ0i denotes the electronic transition dipole
moment between the ground state and state i. The
quantities ρ0 and ρex denote equilibrium density matrices
in the electronic ground and the excited states respec-
tively. The factors αabs(ω) and αemi(ω) are frequency-
dependent prefactors necessary when comparing directly
to experiment.8 For simplicity, both prefactors are set to
1 for the purpose of this work.

A direct evaluation of Eqn. 1 is generally highly
challenging, especially if several excited states couple
strongly, for example due to the presence of a CI near the
Condon region. Popular approaches, such as the FCHT
method,8,9 rely on reducing the complexity of the PES by
invoking the harmonic approximation, and in general as-
sume that the coupling between multiple excited states is
weak. Other approaches, such as the Multi-Configuration
Time-dependent Hartree (MCTDH) method,17,18 and its
multi-layer variant,19,20 allow for numerically exact eval-
uations of the relevant dipole correlation functions in
Eqn. 1 even in the limit of strongly coupled excited states,
but require a parameterization of the PESs that makes
the treatment of complex solvated systems challenging.
Extensions of the MCTDH approach to the condensed
phase often rely on an effective time-scale separation of
solute and solvent nuclear degrees of freedom,21–23 which
might not be valid for strongly interacting environments
and collective chromophore-environment motion. Below
we summarize two approaches, both in the limit of weakly
interacting (Sec. IIA) and strongly interacting (Sec. II B)
excited states, that are based on open-quantum system
approaches and can naturally account for chromophore
and environmental degrees of freedom on the same foot-
ing (see Fig. 1 for a full overview of the approaches).

A. Weak nonadiabatic effects using open quantum system
approaches: The Gaussian Non-Condon Theory (GNCT)

For sufficiently well-separated and weakly interacting
excited states, optical excitations can be treated as in-
dependent. The absorption lineshape can then be ap-
proximated as the sum of absorption lineshapes com-
puted individually for each excited state, whereas the
emission lineshape is due to a transition from the low-
est electronic excited state to the ground state, following
Kasha’s rule.37 Emission and absorption processes can
thus be treated in terms of a two-level system or a col-
lection of independent two-level systems, providing a sig-
nificant simplification to the direct evaluation of Eqn. 1.

The expression can be further simplified by invok-
ing the Condon approximation,31,32 which states that
the electronic transition dipole moment is approximately
constant with respect to nuclear degrees of freedom. Fur-
ther assuming that the fluctuations of the energy-gap op-
erator defined as the difference between the ground and
excited state PES obey Gaussian statistics, the dipole-
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<latexit sha1_base64="hv55mGrQ0VE1usXQsxlJ20+FAAw=">AAACBHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+nVqmWQxCqnAnopYBLWyECOYDkiPsbSbJkr0PdufEcKSw8a/YWChi64+w89+4Sa7QxAcDj/dmmJnnx1JodJxvK7eyura+kd8sbG3v7O7Z+wcNHSWKQ51HMlItn2mQIoQ6CpTQihWwwJfQ9EeXU795D0qLKLzDcQxewAah6AvO0Ehdu9hBeEAVpDeRBJ5IpujVOGSB4HrStUtOxZmBLhM3IyWSoda1vzq9iCcBhMgl07rtOjF6KVMouIRJoZNoiBkfsQG0DTVrQHvp7IkJPTZKj/YjZSpEOlN/T6Qs0Hoc+KYzYDjUi95U/M9rJ9i/8FIRxglCyOeL+omkGNFpIrQnFHCUY0MYV8LcSvmQKcbR5FYwIbiLLy+TxknFPau4t6elajmLI0+K5IiUiUvOSZVckxqpE04eyTN5JW/Wk/VivVsf89aclc0ckj+wPn8Aj/aYmQ==</latexit>

Molecular Dynamics
<latexit sha1_base64="m6K7fgyH85lIkqJ47wN9If+Tylg="></latexit>

Extract {!0i(RN );µ0i(RN )}

<latexit sha1_base64="5rdV+XF8xumuJS0Jh4gRCuzx3dY=">AAACCHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdenCwSJ0VRIRdVkRwWUV+4A2lMl00g6dJMPMjVhCl278FTcuFHHrJ7jzb5ymWWjrgYHDOfcx9/hScA2O820tLC4tr6wW1orrG5tb2/bObkPHiaKsTmMRq5ZPNBM8YnXgIFhLKkZCX7CmP7yc+M17pjSPozsYSeaFpB/xgFMCRuraBx1gD6DC9EJKMcJXdEgU4NsYMh+Pu3bJqTgZ8Dxxc1JCOWpd+6vTi2kSsgioIFq3XUeCl5qpnAo2LnYSzSQxa/qsbWhEQqa9NDtkjI+M0sNBrMyLAGfq746UhFqPQt9UhgQGetabiP957QSCcy/lkUyARXS6KEgEhhhPUsE9rhgFE0CPE6q4+SumA6IIBZNd0YTgzp48TxrHFfe04t6clKrlPI4C2keHqIxcdIaq6BrVUB1R9Iie0St6s56sF+vd+piWLlh5zx76A+vzB/ArmdU=</latexit>

Apply Eckart Rotation

<latexit sha1_base64="dbKsA4KrXzM+f8f5x8DZ7mtt7l8=">AAACDXicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BKvQU0hE1GPBi8cK9gPaUjbbabt0kw27EzGE/AEv/hUvHhTx6t2b/8Ztm4O2Phjm8d4Mu/P8SHCNrvttFVZW19Y3ipulre2d3b3y/kFTy1gxaDAppGr7VIPgITSQo4B2pIAGvoCWP7me+q17UJrL8A6TCHoBHYV8yBlFI/XLJ12EB1RBOuuIqZJIEbr9AY+kAO1ESZb1yxXXcWewl4mXkwrJUe+Xv7oDyeIAQmSCat3x3Ah7KVXImYCs1I01RJRN6Ag6hoY0AN1LZ9dk9qlRBvZQKlMh2jP190ZKA62TwDeTAcWxXvSm4n9eJ8bhVS/lYRQjhGz+0DAWNkp7Go094AoYisQQyhQ3f7XZmCrK0ARYMiF4iycvk+aZ41043u15pVbN4yiSI3JMqsQjl6RGbkidNAgjj+SZvJI368l6sd6tj/lowcp3DskfWJ8/8A+dSQ==</latexit>

rotate dipoles.py

<latexit sha1_base64="Ls77s1wK1CP67N42yYk4z9LAC+s=">AAACAnicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfq57Ey2AQcgq7IurNgBePEc0DkhBmJ7ObIbMzy0yvGJbgxV/x4kERr36FN//GyeOgiQUNRVU33V1BIrgBz/t2ckvLK6tr+fXCxubW9o67u1c3KtWU1agSSjcDYpjgktWAg2DNRDMSB4I1gsHV2G/cM224kncwTFgnJpHkIacErNR1D9rAHkDH2S1oJSNMVWrXyuhy1HWLXtmbAC8Sf0aKaIZq1/1q9xRNYyaBCmJMy/cS6GREA6eCjQrt1LCE0AGJWMtSSWJmOtnkhRE+tkoPh0rbkoAn6u+JjMTGDOPAdsYE+mbeG4v/ea0UwotOxmWSApN0uihMBQaFx3ngHteMghhaQqjm9lZM+0QTCja1gg3Bn395kdRPyv5Z2b85LVZKszjy6BAdoRLy0TmqoGtURTVE0SN6Rq/ozXlyXpx352PamnNmM/voD5zPHxDsl8Y=</latexit>

Strong coupling?

<latexit sha1_base64="HOLnnaiN8nmfPE9y963ws16Rvm4=">AAACAHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+nVpY2CwGIVW4E1E7AzaWEcwHJEfY20ySJXt7x+6cGI40/hUbC0Vs/Rl2/hs3H4UmPhh4vDfDzLwwkcKg5307uZXVtfWN/GZha3tnd8/dP6ibONUcajyWsW6GzIAUCmooUEIz0cCiUEIjHN5M/MYDaCNidY+jBIKI9ZXoCc7QSh33qI3wiDrKGsCGlMepXar61+OOW/TK3hR0mfhzUiRzVDvuV7sb8zQChVwyY1q+l2CQMY2CSxgX2qmBhPEh60PLUsUiMEE2fWBMT63Spb1Y21JIp+rviYxFxoyi0HZGDAdm0ZuI/3mtFHtXQSZUkiIoPlvUSyXFmE7SoF2hgaMcWcK4FvZWygdMM442s4INwV98eZnUz8r+Rdm/Oy9WSvM48uSYnJAS8cklqZBbUiU1wsmYPJNX8uY8OS/Ou/Mxa80585lD8gfO5w89vJa9</latexit>

Weak coupling?

<latexit sha1_base64="h2xLL5BOrMtyAAY4n+T76Dn10Fk=">AAACBXicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+RS21OAxCqnAnopYBGxshovmAJIS9zVyyZO/22J0TjyONjX/FxkIRW/+Dnf/GzSWFJj4Y5vHeDLvzvEhwjY7zbeWWlldW1/LrhY3Nre2d4u5eQ8tYMagzKaRqeVSD4CHUkaOAVqSABp6Apje6nPjNe1Cay/AOkwi6AR2E3OeMopF6xcMOwgOqIM06YnotxW0EbFRLxuNeseRUnAz2InFnpERmqPWKX52+ZHEAITJBtW67ToTdlCrkTMC40Ik1RJSN6ADahoY0AN1NsyvG9rFR+rYvlakQ7Uz9vZHSQOsk8MxkQHGo572J+J/XjtG/6KY8jGKEkE0f8mNho7Qnkdh9roChSAyhTHHzV5sNqaIMTXAFE4I7f/IiaZxU3LOKe3NaqpZnceTJATkiZeKSc1IlV6RG6oSRR/JMXsmb9WS9WO/Wx3Q0Z8129skfWJ8/LDaZjw==</latexit>

MolSpeckPy

<latexit sha1_base64="LUZA8OE6PRX5OQZM96fdw6vRaLg=">AAACCXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAhdhUREXRZ04UaoaB/QhjKZTtqxkwczN2II2brxV9y4UMStf+DOv3HaZqGtB4Y5nHMv997jxYIrsO1vY2FxaXlltbRWXt/Y3No2d3abKkokZQ0aiUi2PaKY4CFrAAfB2rFkJPAEa3mj87HfumdS8Si8hTRmbkAGIfc5JaClnom7wB5ABtnkB8iu6jcXaUgCTpV1J/K8Z1Zsy54AzxOnIBVUoN4zv7r9iCYBC4EKolTHsWNwMyKBU8HycjdRLCZ0RAaso6kexZSbTS7J8aFW+tiPpH4h4In6uyMjgVJp4OnKgMBQzXpj8T+vk4B/5mY8jBNgIZ0O8hOBIcLjWHCfS0ZBpJoQKrneFdMhkYSCDq+sQ3BmT54nzSPLObGc6+NKrVrEUUL76ABVkYNOUQ1dojpqIIoe0TN6RW/Gk/FivBsf09IFo+jZQ39gfP4A27ia/A==</latexit>

MPSDynamics.jl

<latexit sha1_base64="SEfC8x6MET9qQVaAUntBmfPfceU=">AAACB3icbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aMgwSL0VBIR9Vjw4rGC/YC2lM1m0i7dbMLuRIyhNy/+FS8eFPHqX/Dmv3Hb5qCtD4Z5vDfD7jwvFlyj43xbS8srq2vrhY3i5tb2zm5pb7+po0QxaLBIRKrtUQ2CS2ggRwHtWAENPQEtb3Q18Vt3oDSP5C2mMfRCOpA84Iyikfqloy7CPaowm3bEzOfUM94DVON0PO6Xyk7VmcJeJG5OyiRHvV/66voRS0KQyATVuuM6MfYyqpAzAeNiN9EQUzaiA+gYKmkIupdN7xjbJ0bx7SBSpiTaU/X3RkZDrdPQM5MhxaGe9ybif14nweCyl3EZJwiSzR4KEmFjZE9CsX2ugKFIDaFMcfNXmw2pogxNdEUTgjt/8iJpnlbd86p7c1auVfI4CuSQHJMKcckFqZFrUicNwsgjeSav5M16sl6sd+tjNrpk5TsH5A+szx/ebZqA</latexit>

diabatize.py
<latexit sha1_base64="Py8QcPtSpFFAIMDmQBdbAIWVr+o=">AAACFHicbZDLSsNAFIYn9VbrrerSTbAIBaEkIuqy4MZlBXuBJoTJ9LQdOpmEmROxhD6EG1/FjQtF3Lpw59s4bbPQ1gPD/Pz/OcycL0wE1+g431ZhZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8ftHScKgZNFotYdUKqQXAJTeQooJMooFEooB2Orqd5+x6U5rG8w3ECfkQHkvc5o2isoHzqITygirLZjZjpBBgqKrygB1J7AcZewIaUy8kkKFecmjMre1m4uaiQvBpB+cvrxSyNQCITVOuu6yToZ1QhZwImJS/VkFA2ogPoGilpBNrPZktN7BPj9Ox+rMyRaM/c3xMZjbQeR6HpjCgO9WI2Nf/Luin2r/yMyyRFkGz+UD8VNsb2lJDd48ogEGMjKFPc/NU2ABRlaDiWDAR3ceVl0TqruRc19/a8Uq/mOIrkiByTKnHJJamTG9IgTcLII3kmr+TNerJerHfrY95asPKZQ/KnrM8fp+SgXQ==</latexit>

spectral dens to chain

<latexit sha1_base64="iyHsvm+xur8PRER/5sx0j/qSr68=">AAACAXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPU16kZwEyxCV2VGRF0W3Lizgn1AO5RMmmlDk5mQ3BHLUDf+ihsXirj1L9z5N6btLLT1QOBwzr1JzgmV4AY879tZWl5ZXVsvbBQ3t7Z3dt29/YZJUk1ZnSYi0a2QGCZ4zOrAQbCW0ozIULBmOLya+M17pg1P4jsYKRZI0o95xCkBK3Xdww6wB9Ayu1FgRYGNYhQ0GXfdklfxpsCLxM9JCeWodd2vTi+hqWQxUEGMafuegiAj2t4r2LjYSQ1ThA5Jn7UtjYlkJsimCcb4xCo9HCXanhjwVP29kRFpzEiGdlISGJh5byL+57VTiC6DjMcqBRbT2UNRKjAkeFIH7nFt84qRJYRqbv+K6YBoQsGWVrQl+PORF0njtOKfV/zbs1K1nNdRQEfoGJWRjy5QFV2jGqojih7RM3pFb86T8+K8Ox+z0SUn3zlAf+B8/gBQ+5dd</latexit>

Optical spectra

<latexit sha1_base64="vuhZoQIyecBImwDqqLIKshjbIUw=">AAAB/3icbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfq4IXL4NByCnsiqjHiB48RjAPSEKYnXSSIbOzy0yvGNYc/BUvHhTx6m9482+cPA6aWNBQVHXT3RXEUhj0vG8ns7S8srqWXc9tbG5t77i7e1UTJZpDhUcy0vWAGZBCQQUFSqjHGlgYSKgFg6uxX7sHbUSk7nAYQytkPSW6gjO0Uts9aCI8oA7TSyl6il6LOJJgRm037xW9Cegi8WckT2Yot92vZifiSQgKuWTGNHwvxlbKNAouYZRrJgZixgesBw1LFQvBtNLJ/SN6bJUO7UbalkI6UX9PpCw0ZhgGtjNk2Dfz3lj8z2sk2L1opULFCYLi00XdRFKM6DgM2hEaOMqhJYxrYW+lvM8042gjy9kQ/PmXF0n1pOifFf3b03ypMIsjSw7JESkQn5yTErkhZVIhnDySZ/JK3pwn58V5dz6mrRlnNrNP/sD5/AFpL5ZG</latexit>

Align Dipoles

<latexit sha1_base64="Z4Sr0XJr5bEh75U3O+bhacWU7kY=">AAAB8XicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KomIeix68VjRfmAbyma7aZduNmF3IpbQf+HFgyJe/Tfe/Ddu2xy09cHA470ZZuYFiRQGXffbWVpeWV1bL2wUN7e2d3ZLe/sNE6ea8TqLZaxbATVcCsXrKFDyVqI5jQLJm8HweuI3H7k2Ilb3OEq4H9G+EqFgFK300EH+hEGY3Y27pbJbcacgi8TLSRly1Lqlr04vZmnEFTJJjWl7boJ+RjUKJvm42EkNTygb0j5vW6poxI2fTS8ek2Or9EgYa1sKyVT9PZHRyJhRFNjOiOLAzHsT8T+vnWJ46WdCJSlyxWaLwlQSjMnkfdITmjOUI0so08LeStiAasrQhlS0IXjzLy+SxmnFO694t2fl6lUeRwEO4QhOwIMLqMIN1KAODBQ8wyu8OcZ5cd6dj1nrkpPPHMAfOJ8/8IyRGA==</latexit>

S <latexit sha1_base64="AMUdrZVECC7dmUNlhrTzVIcxUTs=">AAAB6nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqseiF48V7Qe0oWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/QlePCji1V/kzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekEhh0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmTjVjDdZLGPdCajhUijeRIGSdxLNaRRI3g7GtzO//cS1EbF6xEnC/YgOlQgFo2ilB+yrfrniVt05yCrxclKBHI1++as3iFkacYVMUmO6npugn1GNgkk+LfVSwxPKxnTIu5YqGnHjZ/NTp+TMKgMSxtqWQjJXf09kNDJmEgW2M6I4MsveTPzP66YYXvuZUEmKXLHFojCVBGMy+5sMhOYM5cQSyrSwtxI2opoytOmUbAje8surpHVR9WpV9/6yUr/J4yjCCZzCOXhwBXW4gwY0gcEQnuEV3hzpvDjvzseiteDkM8fwB87nD2Oyjd4=</latexit>

tn

<latexit sha1_base64="Pt6jlOpa30y6rk+vmk7Zn/jxRGY=">AAAB73icbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBByCrsi6jHgxWME84BkCbOTTjJkdmadmRXCkp/w4kERr/6ON//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e6KEsGN9f1vb219Y3Nru7BT3N3bPzgsHR03jUo1wwZTQul2RA0KLrFhuRXYTjTSOBLYisa3M7/1hNpwJR/sJMEwpkPJB5xR66R2V8U4pD3ZK5X9qj8HWSVBTsqQo94rfXX7iqUxSssENaYT+IkNM6otZwKnxW5qMKFsTIfYcVTSGE2Yze+dknOn9MlAaVfSkrn6eyKjsTGTOHKdMbUjs+zNxP+8TmoHN2HGZZJalGyxaJAKYhWZPU/6XCOzYuIIZZq7WwkbUU2ZdREVXQjB8surpHlRDa6qwf1luVbJ4yjAKZxBBQK4hhrcQR0awEDAM7zCm/fovXjv3seidc3LZ07gD7zPHxAwj+g=</latexit>
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FIG. 1. Overview of the computational strategy employed in this work, detailing two methods to compute linear optical
spectra in complex systems of multiple excited states: The Gaussian Non-Condon Theory (GNCT); and the thermalized time-
evolving density operator with orthogonal polynomials algorithm (T-TEDOPA). Python scripts handling the data processing
are provided in the Data Availability section.

dipole response functions can be evaluated through the
well-known second-order cumulant approximation:38–40

〈
µ̂−(t)µ̂+(0)

〉
ρ0

≈ χ01
GCT(t) = |µ01|2e−iωav

01t−g2[J01](t)

(2)
The appropriate response function for emission spectra
can be formulated in an analogous way. Here, GCT
denotes Gaussian Condon theory, µ01 is the (constant)
transition dipole moment between electronic ground and
the first excited state, and ωav

01 is the quantum mechan-
ical average the excitation energy between the ground-
and the first excited state in thermal equilibrium. The
lineshape function g2(t) in the second-order cumulant ap-
proximation is given by:

g2[J ](t) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dω
J (ω)

ω2

[
coth

(
βω

2

)
[1− cos(ωt)]

+i [sin(ωt)− ωt]

]
(3)

J01(ω) = iθ(ω)

∫
dt eiωt Im ⟨δU01(q̂, t)δU01(q̂, 0)⟩ρ0

where β = 1/kBT , δU01 = Ĥ1 − Ĥ0 − ωav
01 , q̂ denotes nu-

clear degrees of freedom, θ(ω) is the Heaviside step func-
tion and C01

δU (t) = ⟨δU01(q̂, t)δU01(q̂, 0)⟩ρ0
is the equi-

librium quantum autocorrelation function of energy gap
fluctuations. The quantity J (ω) is known as the spec-
tral density of system-bath coupling, encoding the cou-
pling of nuclear degrees of freedom to the energy gap.
While the second order cumulant approach is only truly
valid for Gaussian energy gap fluctuations, approximate
higher order correction terms can be formulated in terms
of increasing orders of energy gap quantum correlation
functions.40–42

Eqn. 3 is only valid within the Condon approxima-
tion, and as such the cumulant approach cannot ac-
count for weakly nonadiabatic coupling effects between
excited states, such as intensity-borrowing of dark states
from nearby transitions (Herzberg-Teller effects5,7). In
a recent collaborative work, we have introduced a Gaus-
sian Non-Condon Theory (GNCT) that approximately
accounts for non-Condon effects, while still retaining a
fully decoupled treatment of multiple excited states.25

In the GNCT approach, the dipole response function is
expressed as:

χ01
GNCT(t) = AδµδU

[
J 01
δµ ,J 01

δµδU

]
(t)e−iωav

01t−g2[J01](t).
(4)

Here, the prefactor AδµδU (t) is explicitly dependent on
two additional spectral defined through quantum corre-
lation functions involving fluctuations of the transition
dipole moment δµ01 = µ01 − µav

01:

Cδµ(t) = ⟨δµ01(q̂, t) · δµ01(q̂, 0)⟩ρ0 (5)

CδµδU (t) = ⟨δµ01(q̂, t)δU01(q̂, 0)⟩ρ0 (6)

The full functional form of AδµδU can be found in Ref. 25
and SI Sec. III. The GNCT approach has been shown to
yield comparable results to the commonly used FCHT
theory for gas-phase systems, but has the advantage that
non-Condon terms are defined in terms of fluctuations of
the transition dipole moment.25 This means in contrast
to FCHT, no Taylor expansion of the transition dipole
moment around some fixed reference geometry has to be
invoked, making the approach ideally suited for modeling
optical properties of condensed phase systems.
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1. Spectral densities from MD: Eckart rotations

The quantum correlation functions required to define
spectral densities in the cumulant and GNCT approach
(Eqns. 3 and 4) are in general inaccessible in realistic
condensed phase systems, where a large number of nu-
clear degrees of freedom cause fluctuations in the re-
spective operators. Instead, quantum correlation func-
tions are approximately reconstructed from classical cor-
relation functions using quantum correction factors,43–45

such that, for a given spectral density,

J (ω) ≈ θ(ω)
βω

2

∫
dt eiωt Ccl(t) (7)

where the classical correlation function of energy gap
fluctuations, transition dipole moments, or the cross cor-
relation of dipole and energy fluctuations can be eval-
uated from an ab-initio molecular dynamics (AIMD)
simulation1,25,40,46–50 on the ground state (for absorp-
tion) or an excited state (for emission) PES. For the com-
putation of emission spectra, it is again assumed that ex-
cited states are sufficiently well-separated such that the
system can be propagated on a well-defined adiabatic ex-
cited state PES. Calculating optical excitation energies
and dipole moments {ω0i(RN );µ0i(RN )} for every snap-
shot RN along the trajectory, for example using time-
dependent density-functional theory (TDDFT),51,52 then
yields all information required to construct the response
function in the GNCT approach.

In MD simulations, the molecule is free to rotate, caus-
ing rotational contributions to any correlation function
of the transition dipole moment, which are undesirable.
Additionally, its sign is not expected to be consistent
between different MD snapshots, leading to ill-behaved
classical correlation functions. As such, some care has
to be taken when directly computing spectral densities
from the transition dipole moment. Moreover, along a
given MD trajectory, the ordering of closely-lying excited
states with respect to excitation energy may change, and
tracing a consistent adiabatic state is essential for ob-
taining physically meaningful spectral densities. These
issues can be overcome using two strategies (see Fig. 1
and SI Sec. II for a detailed description). First, snap-
shots along the trajectory are rotated into a consistent
Eckart frame,53,54 removing any contributions from rota-
tional motion. Consistent adiabatic states are selected by
maximizing the overlap with reference states computed
for the ground state optimized geometry of the molecule
in vacuum. By aligning the rotated transition dipole mo-
ments with the reference dipole moments, the sign prob-
lem can also be alleviated, leading to well-behaved tran-
sition dipole response functions.

Constructing spectral densities directly from MD
comes with two main advantages. First, in the con-
densed phase the spectral densities are continuous func-
tions, and describe the coupling of the system to an in-
finite bath of nuclear degrees of freedom. Thus, solvent
relaxation, spectral broadening and polarization effects

are accounted for, as is the effect of direct solute solvent
coupling for example through hydrogen bonding interac-
tions. Additionally, the direct sampling of the (gener-
ally anharmonic) PES encodes some anharmonic effects
in the spectral densities, such as shifts in frequency of
prominent vibronic peaks.40,55 The formalism is thus ide-
ally suited for studying molecules embedded in condensed
phase environments such as solvents or proteins.
All calculations of spectra in the GCT and GNCT for-

malisms presented in this work are performed using an
open-source spectroscopy Python package developed in
our group that is freely available on GitHub.56 The code
takes as an input a text file with a list of excitation en-
ergies and corresponding oscillator strengths and transi-
tion dipole moments in the Eckart frame, as well as a
separate input file controlling calculation parameters. A
Python script performing the Eckart rotation and subse-
quent alignment of transition dipole moments relative to
a set of reference states is provided in the data reposi-
tory accompanying this publication (see data availability
section).

B. Strong nonadiabatic effects: Quantum dynamics with
tensor networks

The approach outlined in Sec. II A is suitable for in-
corporating nonadiabatic effects beyond the Condon ap-
proximation in well-separated excited states, i.e. where
it is still meaningful to describe the linear response func-
tion in terms of non-interacting states. However, for sys-
tems with several close-lying excited states in the Con-
don region, strong nonadiabatic effects due to conical in-
tersections6 are expected to strongly influence excited
state relaxation dynamics and optical properties57 and
the GNCT describing non-Condon effects purely due to
transition dipole fluctuations is no longer valid. In this
case, explicit simulation of the quantum dynamics in-
volving multiple excited states is necessary to obtain the
dipole response functions in Eqn. 1.
In collaboration with others,24,26 we have recently

shown that finite-temperature absorption and emission
lineshapes in the presence of a conical intersection can be
computed by combining an MD-based sampling approach
of spectral densities in complex environments with the
thermalized time-evolving density operator with orthog-
onal polynomials algorithm (T-TEDOPA)27–29,58 for nu-
merically exact quantum dynamics simulations. Here, we
briefly summarize the main features of the formalism, fo-
cusing specifically on computational tools and algorithms
developed by us to apply the approach to a wide range
of complex condensed-phase systems.

1. Three-level systems with linear vibronic coupling

We consider the simplest example of a system with
strong nonadiabatic effects, namely a three-level system
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with an electronic ground- and two electronic excited
states, where the two excited states are explicitly cou-
pled due to N vibrational modes. Approximating all
couplings as linear with respect to nuclear degrees of free-
dom yields the well-known linear vibronic coupling (LVC)
Hamiltonian:57,59

ĤLVC = ĤBOM + Ĥc

=



H0 µ01 µ02

µ10 H1 0
µ20 0 H2


+

N∑

j



0 0 0
0 0 Λj q̂j
0 Λj q̂j 0


 .(8)

Here, ĤBOM is the Spin-Boson or Brownian Oscillator
Model Hamiltonian,60 and µ0i are taken to be transi-
tion dipole moments independent of nuclear degrees of
freedom. For ĤBOM, transitions between the electronic
ground and the two excited states can only be induced
by the electronic transition dipole operator. The cou-
pling term Ĥc explicitly couples the two excited states
S1 and S2 along nuclear degrees of freedom {q̂j} and is
thus responsible for nonadiabatic effects. H0, H1 and H2

are taken to be displaced harmonic oscillator Hamiltoni-
ans, such that:

H0 =
N∑

j

(
p̂2j
2

+
1

2
ω2
j q̂

2
j

)
(9)

H1 =
N∑

j

(
p̂2j
2

+
1

2
ω2
j

(
q̂j −K

{1}
j

)2
)

+∆01 (10)

H2 =
N∑

j

(
p̂2j
2

+
1

2
ω2
j

(
q̂j −K

{2}
j

)2
)

+∆02, (11)

where ∆0i denotes the adiabatic energy gap between the
ground state and the i-th excited state. The Hamiltonian
ĤLVC written in this way contains diagonal vibronic cou-
plings and off-diagonal couplings to a common set of N
vibrational normal modes.

The LVC Hamiltonian in Eqn. 8 is widely used in the
study of nonadiabatic quantum dynamics in the pres-
ence of conical intersections,21,22,61–68 but is generally
formulated in terms of a finite number of (chromophore)
degrees of freedom. Despite its simple form, the off-
diagonal couplings contained in Ĥc make numerically ex-
act solutions, for example using MCTDH, computation-
ally challenging for large numbers of vibrational modes,
although approaches (such as multi-layer MCTDH) exist
that can accurately treat systems with a few hundreds of
degrees of freedom.19 To retain a full coupling to an infi-
nite bath of condensed phase interactions, however, it is
desirable to parameterize the LVC Hamiltonian through
spectral densities sampled from molecular dynamics sim-
ulations. We have demonstrated recently,24,26 that such
a parameterization can be achieved for a three-level sys-
tem of two coupled excited states by defining four spec-
tral densities:

J0α(ω) ≈ θ(ω)
βω

2

∫
dt eiωt Ccl

0α(t)

Jcross(ω) ≈ θ(ω)
βω

2

∫
dt eiωt Ccl

cross(t)

J12(ω) ≈ θ(ω)
βω

2

∫
dt eiωt Ccl

12(t). (12)

Here, α = 1, 2 labels electronic exited states 1 and 2,
Ccl

0α = ⟨E0α(t)E0α(0)⟩cl, Ccl
cross = ⟨E01(t)E02(0)⟩cl, and

Ccl
12 = ⟨δ12(t)δ12(0)⟩cl. E01(t), E02(t), and δ(t) are energy

fluctuations and couplings of diabatic states that can be
constructed from their adiabatic counterparts computed
along an MD trajectory via a suitable diabatization pro-
cedure (see Sec. II B 2). The system is sampled on the
ground state PES, thus avoiding explicit propagation on
the (strongly coupled) adiabatic excited states surfaces.
Such parameterization of the LVC Hamiltonian is ex-
pected to be accurate as long as excited state dynamics
studied remain sufficiently close to the Condon region.69

The spectral densities J0α(ω) describe the fluctua-
tions of diabatic states due to so-called tuning modes,
whereas J12(ω) contains nonadiabatic effects due to cou-
pling modes of the two diabatic electronic states. The
cross-correlation spectral density Jcross(ω) encodes the
degree to which fluctuations due to tuning modes in the
two diabatic states are correlated or anti-correlated. The
inclusion of cross-correlations in a spectral density based
formalism is necessary, as the J0α(ω) spectral densities
are positive semi-definite functions, i.e. they encode the
strength of the couplings of energy gap fluctuations to
nuclear degrees of freedom but not their relative signs
(see also SI Sec. VI).

2. Spectral densities from MD: Diabatization

Computing vertical excitation energies along an MD
trajectory, such as the ones needed as input for the GCT
and GNCT formalism, yields adiabatic excited states,
whereas the LVC Hamiltonian is formulated in terms
of diabatic states. Constructing truly diabatic states is
generally impossible in complex molecular systems and
a wide variety of schemes exist for constructing quasi -
diabatic states.70 Assuming that only two excited states
of interest, well separated from the manifold of other
states, mix in the Condon region, a straightforward dia-
batization scheme can be formulated based on minimiz-
ing the overlap of the transition dipole moments of the
adiabatic states.71

Defining the matrix of transition dipole moments D

D(t) =

(
µ01(t) · µ01(t) µ01(t) · µ02(t)
µ01(t) · µ02(t) µ02(t) · µ02(t)

)
(13)

along the MD trajectory, diagonalizing D for every
time step, the eigenvectors can then be used to trans-
form the diagonal matrix of adiabatic excitation en-
ergies into the diabatic representation. This yields
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{E01(t), E02(t), δ12(t)}, the set of diabatic energies and
couplings, along the MD trajectory, which can then be
used to define the required spectral densities in Eqn. 12.
Additionally, the average magnitudes of diabatic transi-
tion dipole moments along the MD trajectory are used
to define the constant transition dipole moments in the
LVC Hamiltonian (see Eqn. 8), and the adiabatic energy
gaps ∆0α are given by ∆0α = Eav

0α − λ0α. Here, Eav
0α is

the average diabatic excitation energy along the MD tra-
jectory and λ0α is the reorganization energy contained in
the spectral density J0α(ω).

Similarly to the GNCT approach, some care has to be
taken in the diabatization procedure, since the sign of
µ0α(t) is arbitrary, leading to arbitrary sign swaps for
δ12 along the MD trajectory. We find that, when using
the adiabatic states constructed following the same pro-
cedure as for the GNCT, i.e. performing an Eckart rota-
tion and aligning dipoles with respect to reference states
constructed at the ground state optimized geometries,
we obtain well-defined correlation functions and coupling
spectral densities J12(ω).

3. Chain-mapping and finite temperature effects

Simulating finite-temperature quantum dynamics in
the presence of a complex condensed phase environment
is highly challenging, as an infinite number of modes de-
scribed by the continuous spectral densities couple to the
system. To overcome this challenge, we make use of the
thermalized time-evolving density operator with orthogo-
nal polynomials algorithm (T-TEDOPA). First, following
Tamascelli and co-workers,58 the exact quantum dynam-
ics of an initially pure state coupled to a thermal bath
is obtained through an effective, “thermalized” system-
bath coupling spectral density,

Jβ (ω) =
sign (ω) J (|ω|)

2

[
1 + coth

(
βω

2

)]
. (14)

constructed from the original spectral density J (ω).
This thermalized spectral density contains modes with
negative frequency that account for finite-temperature
effects.

Second, to make the simulations of system-bath inter-
actions tractable, the continuous spectral densities are
mapped onto a chain Hamiltonian of harmonic oscilla-
tors using unitary transformations defined through or-
thogonal polynomials.72 The three spectral densities for
the tuning modes, J01 and J02, as well as the coupling
modes, J12, are mapped to three independent chains.
Bath correlations contained in Jcross are accounted for
through long-range couplings in the chains describing the
tuning modes (see Fig. 1, and Refs. 24 and 26, as well as
SI Sec. IV for a detailed description of the chain mapping
procedure). The chain mapping allows for the efficient
representation of the many-body wavefunction in terms
of a tree matrix-product-state29,73–75 (tree-MPS), whose

time-evolution is then calculated using the one-site Time-
Dependent Variational Principle73,76 (1TDVP). The ac-
curacy of the MPS representation is controlled by an
internal parameter known as the bond dimension D,
and can thus be systematically improved. Addition-
ally, two parameters determine the accuracy of the time-
propagation: The chain length N at which the semi-
infinite chain resulting from the mapping procedure is
truncated, and the local Fock space d of each node in the
chain. Typical values sufficient for the convergence of the
spectra considered in this work were N ∼ 100-150 and
d ∼ 15-30 (see also SI Sec. VII).
All chain mappings in this work are performed with the

Python code spectral dens to chain (see Data Avail-
ability), utilizing an algorithm based on the ORTHOPOL
package.77 The code takes as input the four spectral den-
sities J0α, J12, and Jcross, constructs thermalized ver-
sions via Eqn. 14, performs the chain mapping for the
two tuning mode spectral densities and the single cou-
pling spectral densities, and computes long-range cou-
plings from the cross spectral density. Chain coefficients
are stored in the HDF5 format.
Additionally, high-resolution spectral densities are

needed to yield orthogonal polynomial coefficients free
of numerical artifacts. To avoid numerical issues, we
follow two strategies: First, diabatic energy gaps and
couplings along the MD trajectory are interpolated be-
tween sampling time-steps using cubic splines. Second,
we employ Fourier interpolation by padding the classical
correlation functions of Eqn. 12 prior to the construction
of spectral densities. The construction of the spectral
densities required by the chain mapping is handled by
the Python script compute diabatic sds.py, taking as
input {E01(t), δ12(t), E01(t), f01(t), f02(t)}, the list of dia-
batic energies, couplings and oscillator strengths sampled
along the MD trajectory.

4. Computing optical spectra

To compute the relevant dipole-dipole response func-
tions (Eqn. 1) for absorption and emission lineshapes in
the T-TEDOPA formalism, we employ the following pro-
cedure (see also Refs. 24 and 26). For absorption:

1. The initial electronic state is prepared as a super-
position of the ground and the excited electronic
states weighted by the transition dipole moments,
such that

|Ψabs(0)⟩ = N (|S0⟩+ µ01|S1⟩+ µ02|S2⟩) ,

where N is a normalization constant.

2. The many-body wavefunction is propagated from
t = 0 to t = tabsmax under the LVC Hamiltonian using
the 1TDVP as implemented in MPSDynamics.jl.78

3. The dipole-dipole response function is then given
by the expectation value of the non-Hermitian op-
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erator µ̂− with respect to the time-evolved state
Ψabs(t): ⟨µ̂−(t)µ̂+(0)⟩ρ0

= ⟨Ψabs(t)|µ̂−|Ψabs(t)⟩.

For emission:

1. The same steps as for the absorption spectrum are
followed to obtain a relaxed state

∣∣Ψabs(t
abs
max)

〉
.

2. The state |ϕR⟩ = µ̂− ∣∣Ψabs(t
abs
max)

〉
is constructed.

Since the operator µ̂− is independent of nuclear
degrees of freedom, it does not act on the envi-
ronmental (bath) states.

3. The state |χR(0)⟩ is constructed as a superposition
of |ϕR⟩ and the component of

∣∣Ψabs(t
abs
max)

〉
only

involving the diabatic excited states (see SI Sec. V
for details on how the state is constructed in a MPS
format).

4. The state |χR(0)⟩ is propagated from t = 0 to
t = temi

max. The dipole dipole response func-
tion for emission is given by ⟨µ̂+(t)µ̂−(0)⟩ρex

=

⟨χR(t)|µ̂+|χR(t)⟩.

5. Repeat steps 1.-4. for a number of different ex-
cited state relaxation times tabsmax; average over the
resulting emission spectra.

Thanks to the structure of the LVC Hamiltonian used,
where the only couplings between the ground state and
the two excited states considered are due to the transition
dipole moment, it is straightforward to show that forming
the expectation values of operators µ̂± yields the desired
correlation functions.26

In principle, the state
∣∣Ψabs(t

abs
max)

〉
used as the initial

state for the computation of emission spectrum should
represent a fully relaxed excited state, i.e. tabsmax → ∞.
However, very long timescales are difficult to access
within 1TDVP,75 requiring both large bond dimensions
D and long chain lengths N to prevent spurious system
dynamics. To overcome this issue, we compute the emis-
sion lineshape as an average over different excited state
relaxation times tabsmax, chosen sufficiently long for excited
state populations to have mostly reached a steady state.
The convergence of optical spectra with respect to this
averaging procedure is investigated in detail in Sec. IVA.

5. GPU-accelerated tensor-network propagation

The 1TDVP algorithm used to propagate the system
dynamics involves a variety of tensor operations, which
benefit significantly from the utilization of GPUs rather
than CPUs. In this work, all time-evolution is carried out
using a modified version of the MPSDynamics.jl pack-
age by Dunnett and coworkers,78,79 making use of the
in-built CUDA support in the tensorOperations.jl li-
brary. This modified version of MPSDynamics.jl is freely
available on GitHub80 (see also Data Availability).

FIG. 2. Schematic showing the model systems considered in
this work: (a) A 2D model system of a conical intersection,
(b) pyrazine in vacuum, and (c) pyrazine in solution.

All calculations presented in this work are performed
on a single GPU, and we do not consider paralleliza-
tions across multiple GPUs. Since each time-step in
the 1TDVP algorithm involves sequential optimization
sweeps through the tensor network, it is not straight-
forwardly amenable to parallel execution. However, fully
parallel implementations relying on splitting up the chain
across multiple processes have recently been developed in
the context of the density-matrix renormalization group
(DMRG)81 and the two site time-dependent variational
principle (2TDVP).82 While such techniques could po-
tentially be utilized to yield further speedup of the time-
propagation in systems studied, they are beyond the
scope of the current work. Detailed timing tests of the
1TDVP propagation on a single GPU in comparison with
CPUs are presented in Sec. IVC.

III. BENCHMARK TESTS: COMPUTATIONAL
DETAILS

We demonstrate the strengths of the outlined compu-
tational workflow by studying the influence of a CI be-
tween two electronic excited states close to the Condon
region on both absorption and fluorescence lineshapes.
A specific emphasis is placed on the impact of complex
condensed phase environments such as solvents on the
quantum dynamics. We first focus on a two-mode model
system, the simplest model for studying CIs. We then
turn to the pyrazine molecule, whose well-characterized
CI between S1 and S2 makes it a quintessential bench-
mark system for nonadiabatic quantum dynamics33 (see
Fig. 2 for the systems studied in this work). In pyrazine,
we contrast the GNCT approach with a full nonadiabatic
treatment of the CI provided by the T-TEDOPA formal-
ism.

A. Model systems

We consider model systems consisting of a ground state
S0, and two electronic excited states, S1 and S2, each hav-
ing the same curvatures ωt, ωc along a single tuning and
coupling mode. The S1 and S2 states are coupled lin-
early through the coupling mode with coupling strength
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Λ. The system Hamiltonian is then given by the LVC
model (see Eqn. 8), with

H0 =
p̂2t
2

+
p̂2c
2

+
1

2
ω2
t q̂

2
t +

1

2
ω2
c q̂

2
c , (15)

H1 =
p̂2t
2

+
p̂2c
2

+
1

2
ω2
t

(
q̂t −K

(1)
t

)2
+

1

2
ω2
c q̂

2
c +∆01,

H2 =
p̂2t
2

+
p̂2c
2

+
1

2
ω2
t

(
q̂t −K

(2)
t

)2
+

1

2
ω2
c q̂

2
c +∆02,

where K
(α)
t are the displacements between the ground

and αth excited state minima along the tuning mode, and
∆0α are the adiabatic energy gaps. We further assume
that the transition dipole moments of diabatic states S1
and S2 are independent of tuning and coupling coordi-
nates. Spectral densities of tuning and coupling modes
are then given by:

J0α (ω) =
π

2
ω3
(
K

(α)
t

)2
δ (ω − ωt) ,

J12 (ω) =
π

2

Λ2

ω
δ (ω − ωc) . (16)

In realistic systems, where the energy gap fluctuations
are directly sampled from MD, spectral densities are con-
tinuous functions, and peaks due to molecular vibrations
are broadened, rather than sharp δ-functions. To incor-
porate this feature into our model systems, the peaks in
the spectral densities are instead represented as Gaus-
sians:

J0α(ω) = Nα exp

[
− (ω − ωt)

2

2σ2
t

]
,

Jc (ω) = Nc exp

[
− (ω − ωc)

2

2σ2
c

]
. (17)

Here, the constants Nα and Nc are defined as

Nα = λα,t

(
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dω ω−1 exp

[
− (ω − ωt)

2

2σ2
t

])−1

,

Nc = λc

(
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dω ω−1 exp

[
− (ω − ωc)

2

2σ2
c

])−1

,(18)

such that, independent of broadening factors σc and σt,
the total reorganization energies λc and λα,t contained
in the spectral densities remain constant, where the re-
organization energy is defined as

λreorg [J ] =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dω
J (ω)

ω
. (19)

The above spectral densities do not completely parame-
terize the model system Hamiltonians, however, as they

do not distinguish the possible relative sign between K
(1)
t

and K
(2)
t . To account for this we define the cross spectral

density,

Jcross (ω) = c (ω)
√
J01 (ω)J02 (ω) , (20)

where c (ω) = 1 corresponds to tuning modes which are
fully positively correlated (FPC), and c (ω) = −1 to ones
which are fully negatively correlated (FNC).
To further incorporate environmental effects such as

solvent interactions into the model system, we also in-
clude in the tuning and coupling spectral densities a con-
tinuous low frequency contribution of the Debye form,

Jenv (ω) = 2λenv
ωenvω

ω2
env + ω2

, (21)

with ωenv ≪ ωt, ωc. This not only accounts phenomeno-
logically for the presence of low frequency environmen-
tal modes, but serves to lower the necessary propagation
time required to achieve convergence of the absorption
and emission lineshapes in the simulated dynamics by
providing a source of spectral broadening.
Even though the 2-mode model is conceptually simple,

its parameter space is vast and can yield a wide variety of
system dynamics and optical properties. For the purpose
of this work, we focus on a bright S1 (µ01 = 2.54 a.u.)
and completely dark S2 (µ02 = 0 a.u.) state, with vertical
excitation energies of Evert

01 = 3.0 eV and Evert
01 = 3.2 eV

in the Condon region. This model system allows us to
probe intensity borrowing effects, one of the most promi-
nent signatures of nonadiabatic effects in optical spectra
due to CIs near the Condon region. A second model pa-
rameterization, where the dipole moments of S1 and S2
are swapped, such that a bright higher-lying state couples
to a dark low-lying state, is considered in SI Sec. XIV.

B. Pyrazine

Quantum mechanical (QM) and mixed quantum me-
chanical/molecular mechanical (QM/MM)83 dynamics
were carried out for pyrazine in vacuum and in solu-
tion respectively. For the QM dynamics, we utilized the
GPU-accelerated TeraChem84 code, whereas for QM/MM
simulations, the interface85 between TeraChem and the
AMBER86 MD package was utilized. For all QM/MM
dynamics, the QM region was limited to the pyrazine
molecule during the propagation. For pyrazine in water,
the TIP3P87 water model was used for the MM part,
whereas for pyrazine in cyclohexane, a solvent model was
constructed using Antechamber. A time-step of 0.5 fs
was used throughout, the QM region was treated at the
6-31+G∗/CAM-B3LYP88,89 level of theory, and the tem-
perature was kept at 300 K using a Langevin thermostat
with a collision frequency of 1 ps−1. Full simulation de-
tails can be found in SI Sec. I.
Upon equilibration (see SI Sec. I), a 20 ps trajectory

was generated for pyrazine in vacuum, cyclohexane and
water. From this trajectory, snapshots were extracted
every 2 fs, and vertical excitation energies were com-
puted using time-dependent density-functional theory
(TDDFT) within the Tamm-Dancoff approximation90 as
implemented in TeraChem.91 For the solvated system,
all solvent molecules were represented as classical point
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charges during the calculation of vertical excitations.
The 6-31+G∗ basis set and the CAM-B3LYP functional
were used throughout to avoid well-known artifacts in
computed spectral densities that arise from a mismatch
in Hamiltonians used for system propagation and the
computation of energy gap fluctuations.48

The low energy absorption spectrum of pyrazine is
strongly influenced by a CI between the S2(ππ

∗) and
the S1(nπ

∗) states.33,34,92 However, at the CAM-B3LYP
level of theory, a state with predominantly (ππ∗) charac-
ter is not consistently predicted to be the second lowest
excited state along the MD trajectory, often swapping
places with higher lying states of different symmetry. In
this work, we only explicitly consider two excited states in
the quantum dynamics. The appropriate adiabatic states
along the MD trajectory are selected by computing the
four lowest excited states for each snapshot, and select-
ing the S2(ππ

∗) and S1(nπ
∗) states as the states that

show the most overlap with reference transition dipole
moments computed for those states in the ground state
optimized geometry. We note that the transition dipole
moment for the S2(ππ

∗) state lies within the plane of the
molecule, perpendicular to the axis passing through the
two N atoms, whereas for the S1(nπ

∗) state the transi-
tion dipole moment is perpendicular to the plane of the
molecule. While state crossings do occur along the trajec-
tory, little mixing with other adiabatic states is observed,
such that the selection of the two excited states of interest
from the low energy excited state manifold is straightfor-
ward. The adiabatic states and their transition dipole
moments are then either used for constructing linear ab-
sorption spectra in the GNCT scheme (see Sec. II A), or,
following a diabatization procedure (see Sec. II B 2), de-
fine the diabatic fluctuation and coupling spectral den-
sities for the LVC Hamiltonian in the T-TEDOPA ap-
proach. Additional details on the diabatization proce-
dure can be found in SI Sec. II.

The CAM-B3LYP functional overestimates the en-
ergy difference between the diabatic S1 and S2 states
in the Condon region compared with experiment,35,36,92

predicting an average energy difference in the ground
state equilibrium of 1.36 eV along the MD trajectory
for pyrazine in vacuum. In order to obtain realistic line-
shapes, in the tensor-network approach we adjust the
adiabatic energy gap to 0.84 eV, in line with parame-
terizations carried out for MCTDH calculations.33 The
same shift of −0.52 eV was also applied to the average
S2 energies of pyrazine in cyclohexane and water. For the
GNCT, average S2 energies are also adjusted to align the
spectral lineshape with both simulated T-TEDOPA and
experimental lineshapes. We stress that these are the
only parameter adjustments made in the system Hamil-
tonian and all other quantities necessary for predicting
optical spectra in the two approaches are directly derived
from the MD sampling of the PES.

The total computational cost associated with parame-
terizing the LVC system Hamiltonian directly from MD
(combined cost of ground state MD and the computa-

tion of vertical excitation energies) was 44 GPU hours
for pyrazine in vacuum, 191 GPU hours for pyrazine in
cyclohexane and 223 GPU hours for pyrazine in water on
an NVIDIA RTX 3080 GPU.

C. Quantum dynamics and spectra simulation

All tensor-network dynamics were performed using a
modified version of the MPSDynamics Julia package,78,79

with modifications carried out to enable efficient time-
propagation using the one-site Time-Dependent Varia-
tional Principle (1TDVP) on GPUs. All calculations on
model systems and the pyrazine molecule were converged
with respect to the bond dimension (D), the local Fock
space (d) and the chain length (N). Convergence tests
and converged parameters can be found in SI Sec. VII. A
time-step of 10 a.u. (0.242 fs) was used throughout for
the time propagation, and typical propagation lengths
were 150 fs (for absorption) or 250 fs (for fluorescence).
For one of the model systems considered, namely MSB30
(Fig. 3 b), a time-step of 10 a.u. led to a spurious nega-
tive feature in the absorption spectrum, and a time-step
of 5 a.u. was used instead (see SI Sec. XV). Typical com-
putational efforts to construct absorption spectra were
6-8 hrs on a single NVIDA RTX 2080 Ti GPU. For flu-
orescence lineshapes, several individual spectra with dif-
ferent delay times have to be averaged (see Sec. II B 4),
increasing typical computational efforts to approximately
100-150 GPU hours.
For GNCT calculations that include intensity-

borrowing effects beyond the Condon approximation
through dipole fluctuations but do not explicitly couple
multiple excited states, all spectra were constructed us-
ing the MolSpeckPy Python package freely available on
GitHub.56 The dipole-dipole response function was com-
puted for adiabatic S1 and S2 states individually, and
the total absorption spectrum was computed as a sum of
both contributions. The S2 spectrum was shifted down in
energy by 0.48 eV (vacuum and cyclohexane) and 0.44 eV
(water) to align with experiment. All response functions
were computed for 500 fs using a 0.25 fs time-step. The
computational cost of evaluating the lineshape in the
GNCT scheme is negligible, taking less than 1 minute
on a single CPU.
For GCT, GNCT and T-TEDOPA, optical spectra

were simulated at T = 300 K, matching the tempera-
ture used in the MD sampling of the pyrazine system.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Linear optical spectra in the presence of a CI: Model
systems

As described in Sec. III A, we restrict focus to a set
of generic parameters which describe systems with an
optically bright S1 and dark S2, and resulting intensity
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FIG. 3. Absorption and converged emission spectra for two model systems, MSA30 (a) and MSB30 (b). Parameters for each
model system are provided in SI Sec. VIII. The emission spectra are formed from the average of the spectra produced from
60 uniformly-spaced samplings of the trajectory between 116.1 and 203.2 fs. The inset in (a) is a schematic depiction of the
adiabatic S1 and S2 potential energy surfaces formed from the diabatic surfaces of each model system.

borrowing effects due to the presence of a CI near the
Condon region.

Specifically, we consider four model systems, MSA30,
MSB30, MSA200 and MSA200, the explicit parameters
of each are fully listed in SI Sec. VIII, although here we
also provide an overview. Common to all model systems
are two tuning modes and one coupling mode of respec-
tive frequencies ωt = 1, 000 cm−1 and ωc = 500 cm−1.
These“molecular” modes appear in the spectral densi-
ties parameterizing energy gap and coupling fluctua-
tions as Gaussian profiles with widths of σt = σc =
8.493 cm−1. Additionally, included in each spectral den-
sity is an “environmental” Debye portion with cutoff
frequencies ωenv characterizing the relaxation timescale
of the low frequency environmental degrees of freedom
coupled to the system. For the MSA30 (MSA200) and
MSB30 (MSB200) model systems, we use ωenv = 30 cm−1

(200 cm−1).
All four model systems employ identical coupling spec-

tral densities, with a total reorganization energy of
124 meV distributed between molecular and environmen-
tal components, predominantly in the molecular contri-
bution (111.6 meV). The key distinction between MSA
and MSB model systems lies in the distribution of reorga-
nization energy within the S1 and S2 tuning spectral den-
sities. In the S1 spectral density, MSB systems allocate
124 meV of reorganization energy to molecular and envi-
ronmental modes, mirroring the coupling spectral density
distribution. In contrast, MSA systems have a total en-
ergy of 24 meV in the S1 spectral density, split evenly
between molecular and environmental contributions. All
S2 spectral densities maintain a total reorganization en-
ergy of 124 meV, with MSA model systems more heavily
weighted towards the molecular portion (117.8 meV) and
MSB systems distributing energy evenly between molec-
ular and environmental components. These energies are
also displayed in Table I of the SI.

We focus on the case in which the energy gap fluctu-
ations between S1 and S2 along the tuning mode t are

fully, positively correlated (FPC; c (ω) = 1). The impact
of different correlations in the tuning modes is explored
in SI Sec. VI, where it is found that negatively corre-
lated or uncorrelated fluctuations reduce observed nona-
diabatic effects in the spectral lineshape for the chosen
model system parameterizations.
Fig. 3 shows computed absorption and emission line-

shapes using the T-TEDOPA formalism (see Sec. II B 4)
for the two model system parameterizations “A” and “B”
coupled to the slow solvent bath of ωenv = 30 cm−1. In
both system parameterizations, nonadiabatic effects on
the optical spectra are clearly evident in the strongly bro-
ken mirror symmetry between absorption and emission
lineshapes, with the emission spectrum becoming very
broad and exhibiting vibronic progressions not present
in the absorption spectrum. For the MSA30 model sys-
tem, this symmetry breaking is particularly prominent,
due to the low reorganization energy contained in the
S1 state coupling to the tuning mode. This causes the
absorption lineshape to be very narrow, with almost no
contribution from the dark S2 state. Emission on the
other hand occurs from a highly mixed state, leading to
strong intensity borrowing of the S2 state from S1. For
the MSB30 model, the increased reorganization energy
in the high frequency tuning mode of S1 leads to a pro-
nounced vibronic progression in the absorption spectrum,
again with little contribution from the dark S2 state. The
emission spectrum is, similar to the MSA parameteriza-
tion, significantly broader than the absorption lineshape.
A long, featureless tail in the spectrum indicates vibronic
transitions that are highly mixed in character, and can no
longer be assigned to either S1 or S2. The MSA and MSB
parameterizations demonstrate that complex lineshapes
can arise even for a small number of vibrational modes
coupling to the system, as long as strong nonadiabatic
effects mix the two electronic states.
To compute emission lineshapes in the scheme out-

lined in Sec. II B 4, it is necessary to average over sev-
eral emitting states obtained for different excited state
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FIG. 4. Schematic of the procedure used for generating converged emission spectra with MSB200 as an example. (a) shows the
convergence of the spectrum as the sampling interval Ts of the excited state trajectory between 116.1 and 203.2 fs is reduced.
The markers in (b) indicate points in the excited state population dynamics from which samplings of the initial states |χR⟩
used in (a) were taken.

relaxation times. Fig. 4 outlines the convergence of the
lineshape with respect to the averaging scheme for a spe-
cific model system parameterization. We note that upon
excitation into S1, the system undergoes ultrafast pop-
ulation transfer to S2 via the CI. After nearly 100 fs,
most of the wave packet dynamics is completed, but the
excited state populations still undergo some fluctuations
around a mean of ≈ 25% of S2 population, indicating
some long-timescale influence of the CI on the system
dynamics. The long-lived oscillations in population dy-
namics can likely be ascribed to the relatively low reorga-
nization energy of 12 meV contained in the low frequency
part of the S1 and the coupling spectral density, provid-
ing limited relaxation pathways through “environmental”
modes. Nevertheless, averaging over a range of different
initial states, from 116.1 to 203.2 fs, leads to a rapid con-
vergence of the computed emission lineshape including
the vibronic fine-structure, with 16 samples (Ts = 5.4 fs)
found to be sufficient. We stress that in realistic sys-
tems with stronger low frequency couplings to condensed
phase environmental modes, we often find that a signifi-
cantly smaller number of sampling points is necessary to
obtain converged emission lineshapes.26

Simulating the system dynamics in the T-TEDOPA
formalism allows us to model arbitrary spectral densi-
ties. In Fig. 5 we illustrate the effect of varying the char-
acteristic cutoff frequency ωenv controlling the speed of
the low frequency solvent baths incorporated in the spec-
tral densities on optical lineshapes for the MSB model.
Specifically, we change ωc from 30 cm−1 (1.1 ps, corre-
sponding to a slow bath), to 200 cm−1 (167 fs). The
absorption profile is almost independent with respect to
the redistribution of reorganization energy into higher
frequency environmental modes. In contrast, the emis-
sion profile is highly sensitive, with a slower bath causing
more broadened features. The results again demonstrate
that comparatively simple 2D model systems coupled to
low frequency solvent baths can exhibit rich quantum
dynamics and linear spectra due to the presence of a CI,

FIG. 5. Comparison of the absorption and emission spec-
tra from model systems MSB30 and MSB200. MSB30 and
MSB200 respectively have ωenv = 30 cm−1 and ωenv =
200 cm−1 but are otherwise identical. The averaged emis-
sion spectra are formed from 60 uniformly-spaced samplings
of the trajectory between 116.1 and 203.2 fs.

and the computational workflow presented in this work
is well suited to the study of these systems.

B. Realistic systems: The pyrazine molecule in solution

We now turn to pyrazine, an ideal test system for the
influence of strong couplings between excited states in
the Condon region on optical spectra, since the optical
lineshape and excited state relaxation dynamics of the
molecule in the gas phase has been widely studied using a
range of quantum dynamics approaches.33,34,93 Pyrazine
also forms an interesting test case, as S1 and S2 are well-
separated in the Condon region (by 0.84 eV, considerably
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FIG. 6. Experimental linear absorption spectra for pyrazine in (a) vacuum,36 (b) cyclohexane35 and (c) water,35 in comparison
with spectra computed computed through the Gaussian Condon theory (GCT), the Gaussian Non-Condon Theory (GNCT)
and the T-TEDOPA approach.

FIG. 7. A comparison of S1 population dynamics for pyrazine
in different solvents as predicted by T-TEDOPA, in compar-
ison with benchmark MCTDH data from Ref. 33. For the
MCTDH results, the initial S1 population is zero, whereas
for T-TEDOPA the initial wavefunction is a superposition of
S1 and S2 weighted by their respective transition dipole mo-
ments.

larger than the 0.2 eV separation in all model systems
studied in Sec. IVA), but are nevertheless strongly cou-
pled, leading to ultrafast population transfer from the
bright, higher-lying ππ∗ to the nπ∗ state upon excita-
tion. Well-separated excited states are often taken to
suggest that an approximate treatment in terms of inde-
pendent excited states with non-Condon corrections to
account for intensity-borrowing effects, such as provided
by the GNCT scheme or the well-known Franck-Condon
Herzberg-Teller approach, is justified.

Simulated absorption lineshapes using GCT, GNCT
and T-TEDOPA for pyrazine in vacuum, cyclohexane
and water, in comparison with experimental spectra,35,36

can be found in Fig. 6. For pyrazine in vacuum and in
cyclohexane, all approaches predict similar vibronic pro-
gressions in the low energy feature due to the nπ∗ transi-
tion. Non-Condon effects incorporated in the GNCT lead

to slightly more spectral weight on higher energy peaks in
the vibronic progression compared with GCT, due to in-
tensity borrowing driven by a 960 cm−1 vibrational mode
breaking the planar symmetry of the molecule (see SI
Secs. IX and X). The T-TEDOPA results due to fully
coupled excited states show further enhanced intensities
in the higher energy peaks in the vibronic progression.
This is even more apparent for pyrazine in water, where
the full nonadiabatic coupling between S1 and S2 ac-
counted for in the tensor network formalism leads to sig-
nificantly more intensity in the spectral range between
the absorption maxima of the nπ∗ and the ππ∗ transition,
in closer agreement with experiment. All approaches pre-
dict strongly broadened lineshapes for the nπ∗ transition,
which can be ascribed to low frequency solvent contribu-
tion in the S1 spectral density (see SI Sec. IX).

The main differences between the GCT, GNCT and
T-TEDOPA approaches in modeling the optical spectra
for pyrazine in different solvents arise in the lineshape of
the more intense high-energy ππ∗ transition. The GCT
consistently overestimates the intensity of the onset of
the spectrum, and predicts wrong peak placements and
spacing in the visible vibronic progression for the vacuum
and cyclohexane results. Accounting for non-Condon ef-
fects in the transition dipole moment leads to some im-
provement compared with experiment, mainly in reduc-
ing the intensity of the first peak in the vibronic progres-
sion. Fully accounting for nonadiabatic effects in the cou-
pling, however, strongly impacts the predicted lineshape.
The first vibronic peak in the lineshape present in GCT,
GNCT and the experimental lineshape disappears, lead-
ing to an overall narrower spectrum. Additionally, the in-
tensity of the third vibronic peak in the GNCT lineshape
is strongly suppressed, leading to a high-energy spec-
trum that is generally in better agreement with exper-
iment. For pyrazine in water, all approaches yield more
broadened vibronic features, and the GCT and GNCT
lineshapes are in close agreement with each other. The
spectrum due to fully coupled excited states mainly im-
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proves over the Gaussian theory by predicting a more
pronounced vibronic shoulder in the high energies, but
at the cost of reducing the intensity of the first vibronic
peak.

Additional calculations (see SI Secs. IX, XI and XII)
reveal that the spectral lineshape is strongly influenced
by a 960 cm−1 coupling mode breaking the planar sym-
metry of the molecule and an intense in-plane tuning
mode at 610 cm−1 that drives anti-correlated energy gap
fluctuations in the nπ∗ and the ππ∗ transition. The anti-
correlated fluctuations in the tuning mode are particu-
larly important, as enforcing correlated fluctuations re-
sults in a lineshape that is highly similar to that pre-
dicted by GNCT. Additionally, this tuning mode couples
strongly to environmental interactions, undergoing a sig-
nificant frequency shift in solution, likely due to hydro-
gen bonding interactions with the nitrogen atoms in the
pyrazine ring.

Fig. 7 shows the population dynamics of the nπ∗ state
upon excitation as computed for the T-TEDOPA for-
malism for pyrazine in vacuum, cylcohexane and water,
in comparison with MCTDH results obtained by Raab
et al.33 for a full 24-mode parameterization of pyrazine
in vacuum. We note that the MCTDH results initial-
ize the dynamics at zero population for the S1 states,
whereas the T-TEDOPA results generated in this work
start the dynamics in a superposition of both electronic
excited states, weighted by their respective transition
dipole moment. However, T-TEDOPA results for cyclo-
hexane and vacuum show a similar ultrafast (≈ 50 fs)
population transfer from the ππ∗ to the nπ∗ transition
as the MCTDH benchmark results. The main difference
can be seen in a slightly faster overall transfer and faster
oscillations in the population in our calculations when
compared to the benchmark data. Pyrazine in water, on
the other hand, shows a considerably more rapid popula-
tion transfer, which we ascribe to the reduced S1-S2 gap
in the Condon region due to environmental polarization
effects predicted by the MD sampling of the energy gap
fluctuations (see SI Sec. IX).

We find that both the GNCT relying on approximating
the spectrum in terms of two decoupled adiabatic states
and the tensor network formalism explicitly accounting
for couplings between the two states do not yield spectra
in exact agreement with experimental data, in contrast
with benchmark MCTDH results for a 24-mode model in
vacuum of Raab and co-workers.33 However, we note that
in our calculations, the only adjustment of the Hamilto-
nian parameters obtained from MD sampling is the aver-
age S1-S2 gap in the Condon region, whereas the 24-mode
model did require additional reparameterization and the
use of experimental rather than calculated vibrational
frequencies to achieve agreement with experiment.33 In
SI Sec. XIII we demonstrate that adjusting the spec-
tral densities parameterized from TDDFT/CAM-B3LYP
sampling to align with couplings used in a simplified four-
mode model of pyrazine94 derived from multi-reference
calculations indeed restores the low-energy shoulder ab-

FIG. 8. Relative time taken for a single time-step of the
1TDVP propagation algorithm between 10 CPUs on an Intel
Xeon Gold 6230R processor and 1 NVIDIA RTX 2080 Ti GPU
for different choices of the bond dimension D, relative to the
time taken for D = 20 on the single GPU. All timing tests
were performed for pyrazine in vacuum, with a chain length
N = 150 and a local Fock space d = 30.

sent in the S2 band in the T-TEDOPA formalism and
yields a spectrum in close agreement with experiment.
These results suggest that the main source of error in
the calculations presented here is the quality of the PESs
as sampled with our chosen TDDFT method.
The results presented here demonstrate the importance

of accounting for environmental interactions in determin-
ing spectral lineshapes, correctly predicting fully broad-
ened lineshapes devoid of vibronic fine structure for the
nπ∗ transition in water. We stress that no phenomeno-
logical broadening was added to any of the lineshapes
presented in Fig. 6, and all spectral broadening effects
arise directly from the MD sampling of anharmonicities
and solvent interactions, as well as the inclusion of fi-
nite temperature effects. The considerable differences be-
tween the GNCT and T-TEDOPA also demonstrate that
strong non-Condon effects in which transitions cannot
be treated as decoupled, exist even for “well-separated”
excited states. Both the increased intensity in the nπ∗

transition and the reorganization of vibronic peaks in the
ππ∗ transition can be directly ascribed to nonadiabatic
effects and the ultrafast population transfer to the nπ∗

state upon excitation.

C. Timing tests on GPUs

The chain mapping procedure in the T-TEDOPA
scheme enables numerically exact finite-temperature
quantum dynamics and the calculation of spectroscopic
observables in complex condensed phase systems. How-
ever, these calculations are still computationally ex-
pensive, especially when computing fluorescence line-
shapes, as these generally require longer propagation
times, larger bond dimensions and an averaging over sev-
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eral initial states obtained through varying excited state
relaxation times. In this work, all tensor network cal-
culations were run on GPUs using the modified 1TDVP
algorithm described in Sec. II B 5, significantly accelerat-
ing calculation times.

Relative timings between the CPU-only and GPU-
accelerated versions of the MPSDynamics.jl package can
be found in Fig. 8. Timing tests were performed for 20
time steps of 1TDVP propagation for pyrazine in vac-
uum, using a chain lengthN = 150 and a local Fock space
of d = 30, varying the bond dimension D from 20 to 60.
The number of CPUs used in the benchmark reference
results was obtained by determining the maximum num-
ber of CPUs for which a parallel speedup could still be
achieved, as tested for D = 50. Fig. 8 demonstrates over
an order of magnitude speedup in the 1TDVP propaga-
tion carried out on a single NVIDIA RTX 2080 Ti GPU
in comparison with ten CPUs on a single Intel Xeon Gold
6230R processor. The resulting speed-up translates to a
few hours of wall-time for computing a converged linear
absorption spectrum on a single GPU, with the same cal-
culation requiring 4-5 days of wall-time on a CPU node.
GPU calculations are mainly limited not by wall-time
but rather by memory requirements of the calculation.
However, the relatively modest 11 GB of GPU RAM on
the RTX 2080 Ti GPU was found to be sufficient for ob-
taining fully converged spectra and population dynamics
for all systems studied in this work.

D. Computational effort in realistic systems

As demonstrated in Sec. IVC, computing optical prop-
erties of systems with coupled excited states through MD
sampling and the T-TEDOPA formalism is highly effi-
cient when utilizing GPUs. For the pyrazine molecule,
the test system chosen for the purpose of this work, the
total computational cost for constructing an absorption
spectrum due to two coupled excited states is approx-
imately 50 GPU hrs (in vacuum) or 200 GPU hrs (in
solution). A large fraction of this computational cost is
identical for the GCT and GNCT approaches, only sav-
ing 6-8 GPU hours per calculation by avoiding the cost
associated with performing explicit wavefunction dynam-
ics of coupled excited states.

Even for a small, rigid molecule like pyrazine, the dom-
inant fraction of the computational cost lies not in the
quantum dynamics to compute the appropriate dipole-
dipole response function for coupled excited states, but
rather the MD sampling of the ground-state dynamics
and the computation of vertical excitation energies to ob-
tain well-converged spectral densities of system-bath cou-
pling. We stress that, thanks to the chain mapping pro-
cedure, the computational cost associated with the quan-
tum dynamics is independent of the number of physical
vibrational degrees of freedom in the system. This allows
the outlined approach to account for arbitrary complex
condensed phase environment interactions and arbitrar-

ily large chromophores, without increasing the cost of the
quantum dynamics, as long as the system of interest can
be reduced to two coupled excited states.
For pyrazine in vacuum, parameterizing an LVC

Hamiltonian directly from MD is necessarily compu-
tationally inefficient compared to a direct parame-
terization based on normal mode calculations of the
molecule, as was done in parameterizations for MCTDH
calculations.33,34 For significantly larger molecules,
especially molecules undergoing low-frequency large-
amplitude motion, we expect the MD-based approach to
be much more comparable in cost, with an additional
advantage that the explicit sampling of the PES approx-
imately accounts for anharmonic effects. Additionally,
computing spectral densities directly from MD allows
for the straightforward inclusion of solute-solvent inter-
actions and environmental polarization effects, which can
significantly impact computed lineshapes.26,55 Computa-
tional cost associated with MD sampling and vertical
excitation energies generally increases with the size of
the QM region (with most DFT-based approaches show-
ing an O(N3) scaling with system size). However, we
note that the cost associated with computing vertical ex-
citation energies can be reduced by more than an or-
der of magnitude by employing machine-learning (ML)
techniques,95,96 making the outlined approach computa-
tionally feasible even for large systems embedded in com-
plex environments.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have compared two approaches for
computing linear optical spectra of molecules in complex
environments in the presence of non-Condon and nona-
diabatic effects. Both approaches rely on sampling ex-
citation energies and transition dipole moments directly
from molecular dynamics simulations, such that molecu-
lar vibrations and couplings to the condensed phase en-
vironment are treated on an equal footing, and energy-
gap and dipole fluctuations are encoded in spectral den-
sities of system-bath coupling. In the regime of weakly
coupled excited states, non-Condon effects such as in-
tensity borrowing are accounted for through the tran-
sition dipole fluctuations of adiabatic electronic states
through a recently introduced Gaussian Non-Condon
Theory (GNCT). For strongly coupled excited states,
transition dipoles are instead used to construct diabatic
states and couplings and the finite-temperature quan-
tum dynamics of the resulting Hamiltonian is then com-
puted using GPU-accelerated tensor-network approaches
(T-TEDOPA).
The performance of the approaches was studied on a

2-mode model system of a CI coupled to a low-frequency
solvent bath (for T-TEDOPA) and the pyrazine molecule
in different environments (for GNCT and T-TEDOPA).
For pyrazine, both approaches were found to predict sim-
ilar lineshapes for the low energy nπ∗ state, and signifi-
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cant solvent broadening effects in water, generally repro-
ducing the main features of the experimental lineshape.
For the high-energy ππ∗ transition, significant differences
in the predicted lineshapes emerge, demonstrating the
presence of nonadiabatic effects which go beyond a cou-
pling of the transition dipole moment to nuclear degrees
of freedom. Since both approaches originate from the
same sampling of nuclear degrees of freedom in an MD
trajectory, comparing the resulting lineshapes can yield
direct insight into the types of non-Condon effects that
can be described through independent adiabatic states,
and spectral features that can only arise from considering
the explicit quantum dynamics of strongly coupled dia-
batic states. All calculations in this work were performed
on GPUs, using GPU-accelerated electronic structure
methods for the MD and computation of energy-gap fluc-
tuations, as well as a GPU-accelerated implementation of
the 1TDVP for the quantum dynamics.

All calculations of optical spectra presented in this
work were performed using open-source software pack-
ages, and we have here provided a range of Python tools
to facilitate all calculation steps starting from raw data
generated fromMD.We expect the methodology outlined
here to be applicable to a wide range of systems embed-
ded in complex condensed phase environments, from sol-
vated dyes to pigment-protein complexes.

VI. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See supplementary material for additional computa-
tional details of the MD dynamics, the diabatization
procedure, chain mapping schemes, convergence tests,
and a comparison of the computed spectral densities for
pyrazine in vacuum and in solution.

VII. DATA AVAILABILITY

The underlying data of this publication is made avail-
able under the following persistent DOI: 10.5281/zen-
odo.11786828. The Python scripts used for performing
Eckart rotations, generating the spectral densities from
molecular dynamics data, performing the chain mapping
of the LVC Hamiltonian, as well as post-processing of the
dipole-dipole correlation functions can be found the same
DOI. All tensor network simulations were performed
using a modified version of the MPSDynamics.jl Julia
package79 capable of running on GPUs that is available
on GitHub80 and under the following DOI: 10.5281/zen-
odo.10712009. Gaussian Non-Condon Theory (GNCT)
calculations were carried out using the MolSpeckPy pack-
age available on GitHub.56
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I. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS OF THE MD

A. Pyrazine in vacuum

For pyrazine in vacuum, an ab-initio MD trajectory of 22 ps in length was generated

using the TeraChem package.1 The molecule was initialized in its ground state structure,

and all simulations were performed at the 6-31+G*/CAM-B3LYP2,3 level of theory. The

temperature was kept at 300 K using a Langevin thermostat with a collision frequency of

1 ps−1 and a time-step of 0.5 fs was used. The first 2 ps of the trajectory were discarded to

allow for equilibration, resulting in 20 ps of usable trajectory. Sampling the trajectory at

a rate of 2 ps then yielded 10,000 snapshots to construct correlation functions and spectral

densities.

B. Pyrazine in cyclohexane

A cubic box with 353 cyclohexane molecules and 25 Å side length was generated using

LEaP.4 The energy of the box was minimized, followed by heating from 0 to 300 K using

Langevin dynamics for 300 ps, followed by equilibration at constant temperature and pres-

sure (NPT ensemble) for 400 ps. Using the equilibrated solvent box, a mixed QM/MM

trajectory of 22 ps length was generated using the TeraChem1,5 (QM) and AMBER4 (MM)

interface for pyrazine in cyclohexane.

Force-field parameters for both cyclohexane and pyrazine were generated using the general

AMBER force field (GAFF)6 and Antechamber.7 The ground state structure of pyrazine was

solvated in a 28 Å cyclohexane sphere, containing 332 cyclohexane molecules, constructed

from the pre-equilibrated solvent box. The system was heated to 300 K using a Langevin

thermostat with a collision frequency of 1 ps−1 and a time-step of 0.5 fs, followed by a

50 ps MM equilibration under open boundary conditions. Subsequently, a 22 ps QM/MM

simulation was performed with the temperature kept at 300 K using a Langevin thermo-

stat with a collision frequency of 1 ps−1 and a time-step of 0.5 fs. Pyrazine was treated at

the QM level with 6-31+G*/CAM-B3LYP2,3 level of theory, the solvent environment was

treated through the AMBER force field. The first 2 ps of the QM/MM trajectory were dis-

carded to allow for additional equilibration after switching pyrazine from the MM to the

QM Hamiltonian, resulting in 20 ps of usable trajectory. The trajectory was sampled every
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2 fs, yielding 10.000 snapshots to construct correlation functions and spectral densities. For

pyrazine in cyclohexane, it was found that the last 2,000 snapshots of the 20 ps trajectory

showed anomalous energy gap fluctuations compared to the rest of the trajectory, the vac-

uum and the solvent results. As a consequence, only the first 8,000 snapshots were processed

for computing tensor-network dynamics.

C. Pyrazine in water

A 22 ps QM/MM trajectory was generated for pyrazine in water. The ground state

structure of the molecule was solvated in a pre-equilibrated solvent sphere of 28 Å, containing

2855 TIP3P8 water molecules. Force-field parameters for pyrazine were again generated

using the General AMBER Force Field (GAFF)6 and Antechamber.7 Then, for pyrazine

in water, the same MD simulation procedure was repeated as described for the system in

cyclohexane (See SI Sec. I B).

II. TRANSITION DIPOLE EXTRACTION AND DIABATIZATION

PROCEDURE IN PYRAZINE

When computing excited state energies for pyrazine within TDDFT at the 6-31+G*/CAM-

B3LYP level of theory, the two low lying excited states of interest do not correspond to

the two lowest excitations in the system. Specifically, the bright ππ∗ state referred to as

S2 in the main text actually corresponds to S3 as computed at the ground-state optimized

geometry, and along most of the MD trajectory. Additionally, crossings of the ππ∗ state

with a higher-lying state (S4 at the ground state optimized geometry) occur periodically.

For this reason, some care has to be taken to select the correct two adiabatic excited states

with nπ∗ and ππ∗ character for both the Gaussian non-Condon theory (GNCT) calculations

and the diabatization procedure.

For the purpose of this work, the computation of adiabatic dipole fluctuations for GNCT

calculations and diabatizations are carried out using the following procedure (a Python

script performing these steps is provided on GitHub and in a Zenodo repository, see data

availability statement):

1. The ground state optimized geometry RGS
0 for Pyrazine in vacuum is computed us-
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ing 6-31+G*/CAM-B3LYP. Excited states at the reference geometry are computed

using TDDFT and the states with nπ∗ and ππ∗ character are identified to obtain the

reference geometry and transition dipole moments
{
RGS

0 ,µnπ∗
(
RGS

0

)
,µππ∗

(
RGS

0

)}
.

2. For a given MD snapshotRN , excitation energies of the four lowest states are computed

using TDDFT. The molecule and the transition dipole moments of all excited states

are rotated into the Eckart frame defined byRGS
0 (see description below, and Sec. IIA.1

of the main text).

3. Adiabatic states nπ∗ and ππ∗ are defined by selecting the two states from the excited

state manifold of RN whose Eckart-rotated transition dipoles have the largest overlaps

with µnπ∗
(
RGS

0

)
and µππ∗

(
RGS

0

)
respectively. Additionally, since the signs of the

transition dipole moments are arbitrary, signs of Eckart rotated states are flipped if

µnπ∗ (RN) · µnπ∗
(
RGS

0

)
< 0 or µππ∗ (RN) · µππ∗

(
RGS

0

)
< 0. The resulting adiabatic

states can be directly used in the GNCT formalism.

4. To define diabatic states, the resulting GNCT adiabatic states, after an Eckart ro-

tation and alignment with reference dipoles, are taken as input for the dipole-based

diabatization approach9 (outlined in Sec. IIB.2 in the main text). The approach yields

{Enπ∗ (RN) , Eππ∗ (RN) , δ12 (RN)}, the diabatic energies for the nπ∗ and ππ∗ transi-

tion, as well as their coupling.

5. Repeating steps 2. and 3. for all Nframes MD-snapshots yields adiabatic states with

correctly aligned dipoles for the GNCT approach, and diabatic energies and couplings

with correctly chosen signs for tensor-network based calculations.

While the above procedure is specific for the chosen molecule, we expect it to work for

a large variety of molecules where the mixing between adiabatic states along the trajectory

remains sufficiently small such that states can be identified by the overlap of their respective

transition dipoles with a set of reference dipole moments computed for a single reference

geometry. The Python script performing both the rotation and selection of states can be

easily adapted to other systems.

Transforming the transition dipole moments along the trajectory into the Eckart frame

reduces to applying a 3D rotation matrix U to the transition dipole moment computed

for a given frame RN . In defining the Eckart rotation matrix, we follow the algorithm
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outlined by Krasnoshcheckov and coworkers.10 First, both the reference geometry RGS
0 and

the geometry of a given MD snapshot RN are transformed into the center-of-mass frame

with respect to the chromophore coordinates only (ignoring any potential solvent molecules

or other condensed phase environment). The 3D rotation matrix U rotating the transition

dipole moments into the reference frame is then given by

U =




(q20 + q21 − q22 − q23) 2 (q1q2 + q0q3) 2 (q1q3 − q0q2)

2 (q1q2 − q0q3) (q20 − q21 + q22 − q23) 2 (q2q3 + q0q1)

2 (q1q3 + q0q2) 2 (q2q3 − q0q1) (q20 − q21 − q22 + q23)


 . (1)

Here, q = [q0, q1, q2, q3] is the eigenvector with the lowest eigenvalue of the 4x4 symmetric

matrix C, whose elements are

C11 =
N∑

a

ma

(
x2
−a + y2−a + z2−a

)
; C12 =

N∑

a

ma (y+az−a − y−az+a)

C13 =
N∑

a

ma (x−az+a − x+az−a) ; C14 =
N∑

a

ma (x+ay−a − x−ay+a)

C22 =
N∑

a

ma

(
x2
−a + y2+a + z2+a

)
; C23 =

N∑

a

ma (x−ay−a − x+ay+a) (2)

C24 =
N∑

a

ma (x−az−a − x+az+a) ; C33 =
N∑

a

ma

(
x2
+a + y2−a + z2+a

)

C34 =
N∑

a

ma (y−az−a − y+az+a) ; C44 =
N∑

a

ma

(
x2
+a + y2+a + z2−a

)

N denotes the number of atoms and ma is the mass of atom a. We have introduced the

notation of x+a = xa,ref + xa and x−a = xa,ref − xa, where xa,ref denotes the x-coordinate of

the a-th atom of the reference geometry RGS
0 in the center-of-mass frame, and xa denotes the

x-coordinate of the a-th atom of the given MD geometry RN that is to be transformed into

the Eckart frame, again in the center-of-mass frame. Constructing the rotation matrix for

a given MD snapshot thus reduces to calculating the matrix elements of C and computing

its lowest eigenvalue and corresponding eigenvector.
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III. FULL MATHEMATICAL EXPRESSION FOR THE GNCT

As stated in the main text, the response function for the absorption lineshape of a

molecule in the GNCT formalism11 can be expressed as

χ01
GNCT(t) = AδµδU

[
J 01

δµ ,J 01
δµδU

]
(t)e−iωav

01t−g2[J01](t). (3)

where J 01
δµδU(ω) and J 01

δµδµ(ω) are mixed dipole-energy and dipole-dipole spectral densities.

A full derivation of the response function can be found in Ref. 11. Here, we just present the

numerical expression for the AδµδU(t) term. The AδµδU(t) term can be written as

AδµδU(t) = |µav
01|2 − 2µav

01 ·A
[J 01

δµδU(ω)
]
(t) +A [J 01

δµδU(ω)
]
(t) ·A [J 01

δµδU(ω)
]
(t)

+B
[
J 01

δµδµ(ω)
]
(t) (4)

A [J 01
δµδU(ω)

]
(t) =

1

π

∫
dω

J 01
δµδU(ω)

ω

[
(cos(ωt)− 1)− i coth

(
βω

2

)
sin(ωt)

]
(5)

B
[
J 01

δµδµ(ω)
]
(t) =

1

π

∫
dωJ 01

δµδµ(ω)

[
coth

(
βω

2

)
cos(ωt)− i sin(ωt)

]
(6)

Evaluating the necessary terms to compute the prefactor AδµδU(t) thus comes at a negligible

additional computational cost with respect to computing a cumulant spectrum within the

Condon approximation.

IV. CHAIN MAPPING

To allow for an efficient representation of the many-body wavefunction in terms of a

matrix product state (MPS), we apply a unitary transformation to the Hamiltonian resulting

in a 1D or quasi-1D (tree)-like topology, known as a chain mapping. This chain mapping

can be naturally formulated in terms of orthonormal polynomials.12 For a Hamiltonian with

linear vibronic coupling to the |S1⟩ state described by a spectral density J (ω), the energy

level interaction Hamiltonian can be expressed as:

ĤS1
I =

∫
dω
√
J (ω)

(
a†(ω) + a(ω)

)
|S1⟩⟨S1|. (7)

To bring the Hamiltonian into chain form, we start by finding the set of polynomials

{p̃n ∈ Pn, n = 0, 1, 2, ...} which are orthonormal with respect to the measure J (ω)dω, such

that: ∫
dωJ (ω)p̃n(ω)p̃m(ω) = δnm. (8)
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This allows us to define a unitary transformation Un(ω) =
√
J (ω)p̃n(ω) that maps the

infinite bath of bosonic operators described by the spectral density to a discrete set of chain

modes. Due to special properties of the orthogonal polynomials, namely their orthogonality

and the fact that they satisfy a three term recurrence relation, the resulting chain modes

couple only to their nearest neighbours and only the first chain mode (n=0) couples to the

system. Introducing the new set of chain modes as b†n, the bath modes α(ω) and semi-infinite

chain modes are related through the following transformations:

b†n =

∫
dω Un(ω)a

†(ω) =

∫
dω
√
J (ω)p̃n(ω)a

†(ω) (9)

a†(ω) =
∞∑

n

Un(ω)b
†
n =

∞∑

n

√
J (ω)p̃n(ω)b

†
n (10)

and the interaction Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

HEL
S1

=
∞∑

n=0




∫
dωJ (ω)p̃n(ω)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=δn,0/p̃0

|S1⟩⟨S1|



(
b†n + bn

)
(11)

where, thanks to the orthogonality of the polynomials, the coupling reduces to a local

interaction of between the system energy level and the first (n = 0) site on the chain. In

practice, the semi-infinite chain is truncated to a finite, user-defined length N . However,

this approximation to the unitary transformation does not influence the system dynamics

as long as the chain is chosen sufficiently long such that the last chain element does not get

significantly populated during propagation.

To map the full three level Hamiltonian to a tree-like topology, a unitary transformation

with a separate set of orthogonal polynomials needs to be constructed for the S1, S2 and

the coupling spectral density. For the S1 and S2 tuning modes, we additionally account for

cross correlations (see SI Sec. VI), which, in practice, leads to an extra set of long-range

couplings in Eqn. 11 to |S2⟩ (see Refs. 13 and 14).

The task to perform the chain mapping thus reduces to finding sets of orthogonal poly-

nomials using J01(ω), J02(ω), and J12(ω) as a measure. The site energies and hopping

strengths for the chain components are directly determined from the recurrence coefficients

of the polynomials. Whereas for certain model spectral densities, these coefficients can be de-

termined analytically, for the arbitrary spectral densities resulting from MD, this is instead

done numerically. Here, we use a Python implementation of the ORTHOPOL package15
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(see script spectral dens to chain in Data Availability). Care is taken to guarantee the

orthogonality of the polynomials with respect to the measure, by avoiding numerical ar-

tifacts due to insufficient frequency resolution of the spectral density. This is achieved

through both a cubic spline interpolation of MD energy gap fluctuations, and a Fourier in-

terpolation by padding the classical time-correlation function with zeros (see Python script

compute diabatic sds.py for details).

V. FLUORESCENCE SPECTRA FROM TENSOR NETWORKS

In a matrix product state (MPS) format, the relaxed state |Ψabs(t
max
abs )⟩ at the end of an

absorption calculation must take the following form:

|Ψabs(t
max
abs )⟩ =

∑

iE

(
A0

SA
iE
E |S0⟩|EiE⟩+ A1

SA
iE
E |S1⟩|EiE⟩+ A2

SA
iE
E |S2⟩|EiE⟩

)
(12)

where Ai
S is the tensor corresponding to the ith electronic state |Si⟩, and AiE

E is a product

of all tensors corresponding to environmental state configurations. We note that |S0⟩ is

completely decoupled from the excited state manifold in our model, such that the tensor A0
S

does not evolve during the absorption calculation. Since the dipole operator is independent

of nuclear degrees of freedom for the diabatic states defining the Hamiltonian, it does not

act on environmental states. Thus |ϕR⟩ = µ− |Ψabs(t
max
abs )⟩ can be expressed as

|ϕR⟩ =
∑

iE

(
µ1A

1
SA

iE
E |S0⟩|EiE⟩+ µ2A

2
SA

iE
E |S0⟩|EiE⟩

)
(13)

= Ã0
S|S0⟩|EiE⟩, (14)

where Ã0
S = µ1A

1
S + µ2A

2
S is a new tensor that can be expressed in terms of tensors A1

S and

A2
S that make up the final state of the absorption calculation |Ψabs(t

max
abs )⟩.

For the calculation of emission spectra, we need to construct the state |χR(0)⟩, formed

from |ϕR⟩ and the components of |Ψabs(t
max
abs )⟩ involving the excited electronic states only.

In other words, |χR(0)⟩ can be expressed in MPS format as

|χR(0)⟩ =
∑

iE

(
Ã0

SA
iE
E |S0⟩|EiE⟩+ A1

SA
iE
E |S1⟩|EiE⟩+ A2

SA
iE
E |S2⟩|EiE⟩

)
. (15)

It follows that to construct the required initial state for an emission calculation, all that is

needed is to take |Ψabs(t
max
abs )⟩ and overwrite the tensor A0

S with Ã0
S = µ1A

1
S + µ2A

2
S, with

no manipulation of the (generally very large) environment object AiE
E required.

8



FIG. 1. Comparison of the MSA200 (a) absorption and (b) emission spectra in the cases of FNC,

uncorrelated (UC) and FPC cross-correlation spectral densities.

VI. BATH CORRELATIONS

The spectral densities of the tuning modes, J01(ω) and J02(ω), are positive semi-definite

functions and thus can only encode strength of the couplings to S1 and S2 energy gap fluc-

tuations, but not the relative sign. The degree to which fluctuations in S1 are correlated

or anti-correlated with fluctuations in S2 is therefore introduced into the outlined formal-

ism through long-range couplings in the baths describing the two spectral densities.13,14

In an MD-based formalism, these long-range couplings can be directly computed from

the cross correlation spectral density Jcross(ω) and its normalized counterpart J̃cross (ω) =

Jcross (ω) /
√
J01 (ω)J02 (ω). Here, J̃cross (ω) = 1 indicates fully correlated S1 and S2 fluctu-

ations, whereas J̃cross (ω) = −1 indicates anti-correlated fluctuations. In the MD sampling

procedure, where all system fluctuations are mapped to an infinite bath of harmonic oscil-

lators, J̃cross (ω) can take any value between −1 and 1 for a given frequency, whereas for

a system with a finite number of modes, individual modes can only be correlated, anti-

correlated, or uncorrelated
(
J̃cross (ω) = 0

)

In all model system calculations presented in the main manuscript, we assume fully pos-

itively correlated
(
FPC, J̃cross (ω) = 1

)
tuning modes. However, previous results obtained

for realistic systems13,14 have demonstrated that in general a variety of degrees of cross

correlations between fluctuations exist in real molecules, and these correlations can have a

strong impact on the resulting quantum dynamics and spectroscopic observables. To confirm

9



this impact for our two-mode model system of a conical intersection, we perform additional

calculations on model system parameterization MSA, assuming fully negatively correlated(
FNC, J̃cross (ω) = −1

)
and uncorrelated

(
J̃cross (ω) = 0

)
fluctuations. The results are pre-

sented in Fig. 1.

We note that bath correlations also have a strong influence on the simple two-mode model

system. Specifically, FPC S1 and S2 fluctuations are found to strongly enhance nonadia-

batic effects, resulting in a very broad emission lineshape, with FNC fluctuations yielding

a significantly reduced low energy tail of the spectrum. Interestingly, for the absorption

lineshape, the FNC spectrum, while narrower than the FPC is found to gain additionally

vibronic fine-structure not present in the fully positively correlated lineshape.

This phenomenon is likely driven by the fact that for FNC fluctuations, the effective

S1-S2 gap in the Condon region periodically increases and decreases, whereas it stays more

constant for the FPC parameterization. Since the S1-S2 gap at the Condon point is 0.2 eV in

the model system, for FPC fluctuations, the impact of nonadiabatic effects on the absorption

spectrum is minimal, but the periodically reduced gap for FNC fluctuations is sufficient to

induce some nonadiabatic coupling effects in the lineshape. For the emission spectrum on

the other hand, the strong nonadiabatic effects are driven by the relaxed S1-S2 minima being

close in energy to allow for strong intensity borrowing, and this intensity borrowing is most

effective for FPC baths.

VII. CONVERGENCE OF THE QUANTUM DYNAMICS

The convergence of the quantum dynamics and resulting optical spectra in the T-

TEDOPA formalism is controlled by three parameters: the bond dimension D controlling

the expressiveness of the tensor network in representing the many-body wavefunction, the

chain length N defining the number of effective modes involved in the system dynamics

after the chain-mapping procedure, and the size of the local Fock space d controlling the

physical dimensions of the tensor network.

Convergence tests involving all three quantities can be found in SI Fig. 2. The results

show a systematic convergence of the absorption lineshape, with D = 40, N = 75, and

d = 12 yielding results indistinguishable from the fully converged benchmark results that

were calculated for D = 50, N = 150, and d = 30. All results presented for pyrazine in the
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FIG. 2. Convergence of the absorption spectrum for pyrazine in vacuum with respect to (a) bond

dimension D, (b) chain length N and (c) local Fock space dimension d. In all cases, the fully

converged reference spectrum is obtained for D = 50, N = 150, and d = 30.

main text are computed at the benchmark convergence settings.

For the 2D model systems, similar convergence tests reveal that absorption and fluores-

cence lineshapes are well converged for D = 35, N = 125, and d = 18, and these parameters

are used throughout for results presented in the main text.

VIII. MODEL SYSTEM PARAMETERS

For each of the model systems presented in the main text, vertical S1 and S2 energy gaps

were set at 3.0 eV and 3.2 eV with coresponding dipole moments of 2.54 a.u. and 0.0 a.u.

The central frequencies of the Gaussian portion of the tuning and coupling spectral densities

were 1000 cm−1 and 500 cm−1 with standard deviations of 8.493 cm−1. The peak heights of

the S1, S2 and coupling spectral density lineshapes were then fixed using the reorganization

energies specified in Table I. The total reorganization energy in the S2 and coupling spectral

densities of each model system was set to 124.0 meV. However, the A and B model systems

differ in that MSA has an additional 99.2 meV of reorganization energy in the S1 tuning

spectral density. The frequency ωenv characterizing the environmental, Debye contributions

to the spectral densities were set to 30 cm−1 in MSA30 and MSB30, and 200 cm−1 in MSA200

and MSB200. Tuning modes were FPC in each model system.
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λt,1 (meV) λenv,1 (meV) λt,2 (meV) λenv,2 (meV) λc (meV) λenv,c (meV)

MSA 12.4 12.4 117.8 6.2 111.6 12.4

MSB 111.6 12.4 62.0 62.0 111.6 12.4

TABLE I. Reorganization energies used for the “MSA” and “MSB” model systems introduced in

the main text. The same cutoff frequency ωenv for the Debye spectral densities was used in the

tuning and coupling spectral densities of each model system.

IX. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: SYSTEM PARAMETERS AND

COMPARISON OF SPECTRAL DENSITIES FOR PYRAZINE

Beyond the chain coefficients, the main parameters entering the tensor network simula-

tions are the average diabatic energies of the excited states, computed directly from MD,

and the average magnitudes of the transition dipole moments. Table II shows the computed

parameters for the pyrazine molecule in vacuum, cyclohexane and water. Additionally, the

total reorganization energies λreorg contained in the nπ∗, the ππ∗ and the coupling spectral

densities are also displayed, where the reorganization energy is defined as:

λreorg [J ] =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dω
J (ω)

ω
. (16)

The CAM-B3LYP functional overestimates the average energy of the ππ∗ transition rela-

tive to the nπ∗ transition, leading to a poor agreement of the computed absorption lineshape

with experiment when left unaltered. Instead, we adjust the value such that the minimum

of the diabatic ππ∗ PES is 0.84 eV higher in energy than the minimum of the nπ∗ PES

in vacuum, in agreement with earlier model calculations based on MCTDH.16 Here, the

minimum of the PES is defined as Eav, the average diabatic energy in the Condon region,

minus the reorganization energy λreorg for each electronic state. The same relative shift

obtained for vacuum is applied to the ππ∗ transitions in cyclohexane and water, resulting in

the Eav
ππ∗(adjusted) values specified in Table II that are used throughout the main text. We

note that these are the only adjustments made to the quantum dynamics Hamiltonian and

all other system parameters are directly obtained from the MD sampling.
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Vacuum Cyclohexane Water

Eav
nπ∗ (eV) 4.241 4.247 4.484

Eav
ππ∗(DFT) (eV) 5.598 5.619 5.573

Eav
ππ∗(adjusted) (eV) 5.129 5.150 5.104

|µav
nπ∗ | (D) 0.727 0.727 0.717

|µav
ππ∗ | (D) 2.336 2.339 2.556

λreorg
nπ∗ (eV) 0.138 0.147 0.209

λreorg
ππ∗ (eV) 0.186 0.187 0.250

λreorg
coupling (eV) 0.206 0.206 0.214

TABLE II. System parameters for pyrazine in vacuum as computed from the MD sampling. Aver-

age diabatic energies and reorganization energies are given in eV, average transition dipole moments

are given in Debye. For the diabatic energy Eav
ππ∗ , two values are quoted: The average obtained

directly from the (TD)DFT calculations, and an adjusted value used in calculations in the main

manuscript.

The results in Table II reveal that system parameters undergo minor changes between

vacuum and cyclohexane, as would be expected in a non-polar solvent environment. How-

ever, in water, the average energy of the nπ∗ transition undergoes a strong hypsochromic

shift of around 0.24 eV, whereas the ππ∗ transition undergoes a much weaker bathochromic

shift of around 50 meV. Additionally, the reorganization energies of the ππ∗ and nπ∗ tran-

sition increase significantly due to the contribution of low frequency solvent coupling. The

coupling spectral density mixing the two excited states on the other hand is significantly

less impacted by solvent interactions.

Fig. 3 shows computed nπ∗, ππ∗, coupling and cross-correlation spectral densities for

pyrazine in vacuum, cyclohexane and water. We note that the nπ∗ and ππ∗ are very similar

in cyclohexane and vacuum, both in terms of peak position and intensity. This is expected

for a small, rigid molecule in a non-polar solvent. For pyrazine in water, some peaks undergo

significant frequency shifts and intensity changes, showing that hydrogen bonding interac-

tions and polarization effects influence the energy gap fluctuations. Additionally, the nπ∗

spectral density has a very significant low frequency (< 250 cm−1) contribution, that can be

directly ascribed to solvent fluctuations and polarization effects, as the lowest vibrational
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FIG. 3. Comparison of pyrazine spectral densities computed based on the 20 ps AIMD trajectory in

vacuum (orange) and 20 ps QM/MM trajectories in cyclohexane (green) and water (blue). (a) and

(b) represent the diabatic nπ∗ and ππ∗ spectral densities, respectively. (c) illustrates the coupling

spectral densities. (d) is the cross correlation spectral density. Prominent peaks are assigned to

vibrational frequencies computed via a normal mode analysis of the molecule in vacuum performed

in Gaussian.17

frequency of the molecule itself is approximately 370 cm−1. For the cross-correlation spectral

density, we note that the strong mid-frequency vibration at approximately 610 cm−1 is anti-

correlated between nπ∗ and ππ∗, whereas higher energy vibrations are mostly correlated.

The coupling spectral density has only a single clearly identifiable peak at approximately

960 cm−1. Contrary to findings in recent work of some of the authors14 on the proflavine

molecule, the coupling spectral density for pyrazine is relatively insensitive to coupling to

solvent environment. However, given the significant changes to the spectral densities de-

scribing the tuning modes modulating the fluctuations of the nπ∗ and ππ∗ transitions, the
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FIG. 4. The nπ∗ (a) and the ππ∗ (b) dipole-dipole spectral densities for the pyrazine molecule,

as used in the GNCT. Prominent peaks are assigned to vibrational frequencies computed via a

normal mode analysis of the molecule in vacuum.

quantum dynamics are still expected to be significantly impacted by condensed phase en-

vironment interactions, and the approach described here is ideally suited to modeling these

interactions from first principles.

We note that several features of the pyrazine PES encoded in our spectral densities match

the model system parameterization obtained by Raab and coworkers.16 Specifically, the low

frequency mode at 610 cm−1 (experimentally observed at approximately 600 cm−1) causes

anti-correlated fluctuations in the nπ∗ and ππ∗ transition energies, with higher frequency

vibrations mostly correlated, and only a single mode is found to strongly couple the two

electronic states.

X. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: GNCT DIPOLE-DIPOLE SPECTRAL

DENSITIES

Fig. 4 shows the dipole-dipole spectral density Jδµ(ω) for the nπ∗ and the ππ∗ state of

pyrazine in vacuum and in solution, as computed in the GNCT approach (see SI Sec. III).

We note that for the nπ∗ state, non-Condon effects in the lineshape as captured by the

GNCT are driven by the same out-of-plane mode that strongly couples the diabatic nπ∗

and ππ∗ states in the tensor network formalism. Solvent effects have a significant impact
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FIG. 5. Comparison between GCT, GNCT and T-TEDOPA absorption lineshapes for pyrazine

in vacuum, in comparison with the experimental spectrum.18 For T-TEDOPA, we include the

predicted lineshapes from the unaltered coupling spectral density J12 (ω) and a modified coupling

spectral density, uniformly scaled by 1/1000.

on the intensity of the dipole fluctuations driven by this mode, with water leading to a

significantly stronger coupling than cyclohexane or vacuum. For the adiabatic ππ∗ dipole-

dipole spectral densities, we note an even stronger influence of solvent interactions, with

water fully quenching coupling to a low frequency symmetric stretching mode of the pyrazine

ring. This is likely caused by direct solute-solvent interactions in form of hydrogen bonding

that can couple strongly to the dipole moment of the ππ∗ transition. The results highlight

the importance of treating environmental interactions on the same footing with nuclear

vibrations of the chromophore, as is done in the MD-based approaches outlined in this

work.

XI. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: TENSOR NETWORK SIMULATIONS

WITH REDUCED DIABATIC COUPLING

Fig. 5 shows the spectrum of pyrazine in vacuum, as computed with the GCT and GNCT

approaches based on decoupled adiabatic states and the T-TEDOPA approach based on non-

perturbative quantum dynamics of fully coupled diabatic states. To provide a cross-check of

the diabatization procedure used, it is interesting to confirm that the two approaches begin
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FIG. 6. GNCT and T-TEDOPA absorption lineshapes for pyrazine in vacuum. We compare the

influence on the predicted T-TEDOPA lineshape when the MD coupling spectral density is made

strictly positive (|JMD
cross (ω) |) and reduced by a factor of 2 (JMD

cross (ω) /2).

to resemble each other in certain limits. Specifically, we assess the influence of reducing

the nπ∗-ππ∗ coupling in the T-TEDOPA formalism, by scaling the coupling spectral density

J12(ω) by a constant factor. As can be seen in Fig. 5, reducing the coupling by a factor of

1000 in the T-TEDOPA formalism yields an absorption lineshape in close agreement with

that of the GCT. The results indicate that the diabatic states largely retain the character

of their adiabatic counterparts, producing very similar energy gap fluctuations and spectral

densities for the tuning modes. Differences in the predicted lineshapes between GNCT and

T-TEDOPA can thus be directly ascribed to the different treatment of non-Condon effects,

through accounting for Gaussian fluctuations in the transition dipole moment for GNCT,

and explicit non-perturbative quantum dynamics of coupled diabatic states in T-TEDOPA.

XII. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: TENSOR NETWORK SIMULATIONS

WITH VARYING CROSS-CORRELATION

Fig. 6 shows the predicted absorption spectra for pyrazine in vacuum using GNCT and

T-TEDOPA with varied cross-correlation spectral densities. When the cross-correlation

spectral densities are made strictly positive, the T-TEDOPA lineshape becomes very similar

to that of GNCT (up to an arbitrary shift between the S1 and S2 spectral features in GNCT).
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We note that, as suggested by SI Fig. 3(d), making the vacuum pyrazine cross-correlation

spectral density strictly positive is essentially equivalent to the FPC limit, since correlated

and anti-correlated tuning modes are well-separated in frequency. Fig. 6 also contains a

lineshape computed where the cross-correlation spectral density has been scaled down by

a factor of 2, reducing the cross correlations between the S1 and S2 baths over the entire

frequency range (thus pushing the system towards the uncorrelated bath limit). We find that

the spectral lineshape of the ππ∗ transition for the reduced cross correlations shows some

features more closely aligned with the spectrum generated for MD-derived cross-correlations

(like the lowest energy peak in the ππ∗ transition showing the highest intensity), whereas

others more closely resemble the GNCT (such as an additional peak appearing in between

the most prominent peaks of the standard MD-based cross-correlated spectrum).

The results reveal that bath correlations are crucial in determining the spectral lineshape

of pyrazine, and in particular the fact that nπ∗ and ππ∗ fluctuations are strongly anti-

correlated with respect to the dominant tuning mode at 610 cm−1 (see SI Sec. IX).

XIII. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: PYRAZINE SPECTRAL DENSITIES

WITH REPARAMETERIZED COUPLINGS

An apparent shortcoming of the T-TEDOPA method is the absence of the low-energy

vibronic band seen in the experimental S2 spectrum of pyrazine (c.f. Fig. 6 of the main

text). In order to determine whether this absence is due to the T-TEDOPA method itself,

or the spectral densities used to perform the T-TEDOPA dynamics, we investigate the case

where specific peaks in the spectral densities are rescaled to be consistent with couplings

previously obtained through extensive multireference configuration interaction (MRCI) cal-

culations of Pyrazine in vacuum.19 This is done by fitting Lorentzian lineshapes to each

mode in the spectral density and scaling their height to reproduce the correct coupling

strength/reorganization energy over the appropriate interval.

The MRCI couplings have previously shown to produce very accurate absorption spectra

from dynamics simulated through path integral and MCTDH methods.16,20 Moreover, 20 of

the 24 modes previously considered in pyrazine are having a relatively minor impact on the

overall absorption lineshape,21–24 so we only modify the four most relevant ones. These four

modes, one coupling (ν10a) and three tuning (ν6a, ν1, ν9a), are indicated with image insets
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in Fig. 3.

Table III shows the comparison of linear couplings obtained from both MD-based

TDDFT/CAM-B3LYP sampling (this work) and static MRCI calculations. Note that

the couplings appearing in the S1 and S2 rows of the table are the coefficient of the linear

displacement terms appearing in Eqn. 10 and 11 of the main text, but scaled by an additional

factor 1/
√
ωj. On the other hand, the couplings listed in the ν10a coupling mode correspond

to the vibronic couplings (Λ10a) appearing in main text Eqn. 8. While the frequencies of

the three tuning modes obtained via TDDFT/CAM-B3LYP were consistent with those

obtained through MRCI to within 40 cm−1, the frequency of the coupling mode ν10a shows a

considerable difference of nearly 205 cm−1. Hence, in order to maintain consistency with the

parameterizations used in Refs. 20 and 25, we have shifted the central frequency of the peak

in the coupling spectral density down from 960 cm−1 to 755 cm−1. The central frequency of

all other modes was left unaltered.

The predicted pyrazine absorption lineshape computed from T-TEDOPA dynamics with

altered spectral densities is shown in Fig. 7. It is clear that this lineshape is in much better

agreement with experiment than the other three considered and serves to demonstrate that

the accuracy of the calculation is mainly limited by the accuracy of the TDDFT method

used to parameterize the spectral densities.

ν6a (610 cm−1) ν1 (1065 cm−1) ν9a (1271 cm−1) ν10a (755 cm−1)

TDDFT MRCI TDDFT MRCI TDDFT MRCI TDDFT MRCI

S1 0.095 0.096 0.032 0.047 0.113 0.159 - -

S2 0.102 0.119 0.128 0.201 0.053 0.048 - -

Coupling - - - - - - 0.215 0.183

TABLE III. Linear couplings in eV for the four-mode model of pyrazine as computed from

TDDFT/CAM-B3LYP and MRCI19 techniques. The central frequencies used in the altered spec-

tral densities are indicated in the parentheses of each header column.
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FIG. 7. Reproduced Fig. 6(a) from the main text but with reparameterized spectral densities

according to the MRCI couplings listed in Table III.

FIG. 8. Absorption and averaged emission spectra of (a) MSA30-S and (b) MSB30-S. The emission

spectra in each case are formed from the average of 30 uniformly-spaced samples of the trajectory

between 116.1 and 203.2 fs.

XIV. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: MODEL SYSTEMS WITH DARK S1 AND

BRIGHT S2

Throughout this work, the model systems we have considered possess respective diabatic

S1 and S2 transition dipole moments of magnitude 2.54 and 0 a.u. In this section, we

consider modified versions of the MSA30 and MSB30 model systems, labeled MSA30-S and

MSB30-S, in which transition dipole moments are swapped so that instead S2 is bright with

20



FIG. 9. Comparison of the S2 population dynamics between model systems MSA30, MSA30-S,

MSB30, and MSB30-S.

a moment of 2.54 a.u. and S1 is completely dark with no net moment.

Fig. 8 shows the absorption and averaged emission spectra for the MSA30-S and MSB30-S

model systems computed using the T-TEDOPA approach described in the main text. Note

that this figure is identical to Fig. 3 in the main text but with diabatic S1 and S2 states

in each model system having swapped transition dipole moments. These model systems

exhibit many of the same spectral features seen in Fig. 3 of the main text, such as broken

mirror symmetry between absorption and emission, intensity borrowing between bright and

dark states in the emission of both systems, and the distortion of regularly-spaced vibronic

progressions into more diffuse, irregular profiles.

Fig. 9 outlines the S2 population of the swapped model systems during the initial ex-

cited state relaxation, in comparison with the standard model system population dynamics

described in the main text. We note that both system parameterizations evolve under the

same underlying Hamiltonian, and the only difference lies in the nature of the initial state

(either 100%population in S1, for the model system described in the main text, or 100%

population in S2, for the model systems with swapped intensity). The resulting population

dynamics however do not reach the same final relaxed excited state, which is particularly

apparent for MSB, where the swapped dipole parameterization retains a significantly larger

population in the S2 state after 200 fs of relaxation.

There is evidence that neither MSB30 or MSB30-S population dynamics are fully con-
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verged at the end of the 200 fs propagation time, with MSB30-S in particular undergoing a

continued slow population shift from S2 to S1 between 75 fs and 200 fs. Similarly, for MSA30-

S, the population dynamics remain highly oscillatory up to 200 fs of dynamics. Insufficient

propagation time to reach a steady state is potentially the reason for the large overlap be-

tween absorption and emission lineshapes in Fig. 8, suggesting that the initial state used in

the emission spectrum is not fully relaxed. We note that this issue is exacerbated in our

model system calculations due to the small number of modes coupling to the system, the

small amount of reorganization energy confined to low frequency “solvent” modes, and the

slow solvent bath. In realistic condensed phase systems, population dynamics often quickly

reach a steady state,13,14 such that the relatively short propagation times easily accessible

through T-TEDOPA are sufficient for obtaining converged steady state emission lineshapes.

We also note a small negative intensity in the emission spectrum of the MSA30-S model

system in Fig. 8. This is likely due to a slight underconvergence in the averaging over relaxed

states, although other factors (see below in Sec. XV) may also contribute.

XV. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON OBTAINING CONVERGED

SPECTRA

While a time-step of 10 a.u. in the 1TDVP propagation was found to be sufficient for

the convergence of most optical spectra computed using the T-TEDOPA formalism, we also

found that this time-step led to a slight underconvergence in the absorption spectrum of

the MSB30 and MSB200 model systems. Fig. 10 shows that while the main features of the

MSB30 absorption lineshape are converged, there exists a small, negative intensity region

at the onset of the spectrum at ≈ 2.7 eV, which is systematically removed by running the

dynamics with a reduced time-step of 5 a.u.
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