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We study the ultrafast dynamics initiated by a coherent superposition of core-excited states of
nitrous oxide molecule. Using high-level ab-initio methods, we show that the decoherence caused by
the electronic decay and the nuclear dynamics is substantially slower than the induced ultrafast
quantum beatings, allowing the system to undergo several oscillations before it dephases. We
propose a proof-of-concept experiment using the harmonic up-conversion scheme available at X-
ray free-electron laser facilities to trace the evolution of the created core-excited-state coherence
through a time-resolved X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy.

Direct observation of electron dynamics processes has
attracted a lot of interest in the last two decades, fos-
tered by the observation of charge-directed reactivity in
peptide chains [1–3] and, from it, the emerging concept of
charge migration that involves the ionization of molecules
[3, 4]. The possibility to initiate, monitor, and eventu-
ally control the charge-migration process has led to the
paradigm of attochemistry, namely steering the chemical
reactivity of a molecular system by directly controlling
its electron dynamics [5–7].

Charge migration is a pure quantum effect that results
from the coherent population of electronic states, arising
either due to the electron correlation [4, 7, 8] or sim-
ply due to the broad bandwidth of the ionizing pulse [9].
The phenomenon, manifesting in ultrafast variations of
the charge density throughout the molecule, has been ex-
tensively studied theoretically, see for example Refs. [10–
20]. First experiments have also been performed using
table-top attosecond light sources [21–23] and X-ray Free-
Electron Lasers (XFELs) [24]. Although typically inves-
tigated in ionized systems, charge migration initiated by
electronic excitation has also been considered [25–27] and
recently observed experimentally [28], and extended to
solids [29].

Although mostly studied after valence ionization or ex-
citation, electronic coherences can be created also after
core ionization [30] or even after the core-hole relaxation
in dicationic states [31]. A first study in nitrosobenzine
showed that due to strong electronic-relaxation effects,
N-1s ionization induces sub-femtosecond charge oscilla-
tions in the valence shell [30]. Coherent population of
core-ionized or core-excited states associated with differ-
ent atoms in a molecule can also be created [32]. Here,
we investigate such physical scenario. Analogously to the
case of a quantum superposition of valence states, an x-

ray pulse with a large enough bandwidth can also induce
a coherent population of core-excited states. We aim at
exploiting the possibility to use the recent ultrafast ca-
pabilities at XFELs facilities to resolve in time the elec-
tron dynamics triggered by an attosecond XFEL pulse.
For this purpose, the N2O molecule appears especially
suitable. The different chemical environment of the two
nitrogen atoms results in a chemical shift of about 4 eV
between the core-excited (CE) states corresponding to
Nt,c1s → 3π∗ transitions, where t and c indicate whether
the excitation is from the terminal or the central nitro-
gen atom, respectively. A coherent population of the two
excited states will thus initiate quantum beatings with
a period of T = 2πℏ/∆E, that is, T ∼ 1 fs. With a
decay time of 4.3 fs and 5.6 fs for Nt and Nc, respec-
tively [33], the core-excited transient system will be able
to perform several quantum oscillations before undergo-
ing a resonant-Auger process. How can one initiate and
detect such a process?

The development of XFEL technology has paved the
way for a new era in ultrafast spectroscopy. These sources
provide a unique combination of high temporal and spa-
tial resolution with high intensity (∼ 1022 photons/cm2)
[34, 35]. Recent advancements have opened the possibil-
ity to use a pump-probe harmonic up-conversion scheme
in the soft X-ray regime, where the probing frequency is a
harmonic of the pump frequency [35–37]. This setup pro-
vides sub-femtosecond time-delay control between pulses,
enabling to explore nonlinear-spectroscopy techniques for
tracing ultrafast electronic dynamics.

We propose to use the harmonic up-conversion XFEL
scheme to trace the evolution of the created core-excited-
state coherence through a time-resolved X-ray photoelec-
tron spectroscopy (TR-XPS), see figure 1. An attosec-
ond pump pulse with a carrier frequency lying between
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FIG. 1: Scheme of the proposed time-resolved X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy of N2O

the two excitations and a bandwidth that encompasses
the two CE resonances coherently excites the system and
initiates electron dynamics. A delayed intense pulse of
double frequency then ionizes from either of the two N-
1s orbitals, creating a two-hole–one-particle (2h1p) state
with two core holes. The photoelectrons carry informa-
tion about the electronic configuration of the system at
the moment of ionization, allowing in this way to trace
the evolution of the coherent CE state.

XPS is a powerful tool for identifying the chemical
state of the system constituents [38, 39]. It is element
specific [40] and sensitive to the local chemical environ-
ment (through the chemical shift) [41]. Although the
transient absorption spectroscopy [28, 42] has similar se-
lectivity, XPS might be advantageous in situations where
different charge states of the studied species coexist in the
sample, as the signal can be easily separated. Moreover,
recent experiments have demonstrated the possibility to
use XPS to track chemical bond changes in real time
[43, 44]. However, the sensitivity of XPS to coherent elec-
tronic dynamics has not yet been proven. In this work
we present a numerical experiment on N2O that shows
the potential of TR-XPS for tracking coherent core-hole
dynamics.

The construction of the TR-XPS signal relies on an
accurate computation of the electronic states involved.
This was achieved using extended multi-state second-
order perturbation theory (XMS-CASPT2) [45, 46] on
top of a Complete Active Space Self-Consistent Field
(CASSCF) wave function as implemented in the Open-
Molcas program package [47]. The calculations used the
state-average approach including all states within the
bandwidth of the excitation pump pulse (taken to be
4 eV), and a large Atomic Natural Orbitals (ANO-L) ba-
sis set [48] with an active space composed of 16 electrons
in 12 molecular orbitals. Further details are given in the

Supplemental Material (SM). The results of these calcu-
lations are summarized in Table I and compared, when
available, to previously reported experimental data. We
see that the calculations are in a very good agreement
with experiment. Importantly, the calculations show that
although there are other excited states within the as-
sumed excitation-pulse bandwidth, they have either neg-
ligibly small transition dipole moment or result from a
double excitation of the system.

TABLE I: Transition energies of the core-excited (CE)
and the two-site core-excited-core-ionized (ts-CECI)

states. Transition dipole moments (µ) from the ground
state to the CE states. Calculations performed at the
XMS-CASPT2/ANO-L level of theory. Comparison

with experimental data.

Energy [eV] µ [a.u.]

CE Nt CE Nc ts-CECI µNt µNc

Theory 400.96 404.59 812.48 -7.3×10−2 7.8×10−2

Exp. [49] 401.1 404.7 - - -

The description of the continuum state was approached
through a discretization, that is, all photoelectrons with
energies Epe, covering the bandwidth of the pulse (4 eV
[50]) with a grid step of 0.01 eV, and satisfying the energy
conservation Epe = Eprobe + ECE − Ets-CECI were taken
into account. The wave functions of these discretized
states were calculated using an in-house code based on
the single-center method [51, 52]. This approach involves
a molecular orbital expansion in spherical harmonics ba-
sis, centered on a selected single center, specifically the
core-ionized N1s orbital. Subsequently, the system of
coupled Hartree-Fock differential equations is solved for
a specific Epe value. Given the non-centrosymmetric na-
ture of N2O, the eigenstates obtained are taken as super-
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positions of spherical harmonics basis functions up to l
and m quantum numbers equal to 10, where convergence
was achieved.

FIG. 2: Upper panel: Time-resolved XPS computed for
a pulse intensity of 1016 W/cm2 at equilibrium

geometry. Lower panel: Slice through the central energy
of the interference.

Finally, the TR-XPS signal was obtained by evaluating
the ionization probability of the CE states as a function
of the time delay between the pump and probe pulses (for
detailed procedure see SM). The parameters of the XFEL
assumed are a pulse duration of 0.7 fs FWHM (σ = 0.42),
an intensity of 1016W/cm2, and central frequencies of
402.8 eV and 805.6 eV for the pump and probe pulses,
respectively. We note that these parameters are currently
within reach at XFEL facilities.

The resulting TR-XPS trace is shown in the upper
panel of Fig. 2. We see that the trace enables to distin-
guish the photoelectrons emitted from the core-excited
Nt and Nc state, as they are located at about 394 and
398 eV, respectively. This is indicated in the leftmost
part of Fig. 2, where the two distinct photoelectron prob-
ability distributions are depicted, each corresponding to
one of the two nitrogen sites at a time delay = 0 (no cou-
pling terms are present). In the energy region in-between,
therefore, where one cannot determine the source of pho-
toelectrons (the probability distributions overlap), we see
the quantum beats resulting from the interference be-
tween the two continuum wave functions. This inter-
ference is of course a result of the coherent population
of the CE states and encodes the coherent core-electron
dynamics. A slice through this region of the TR-XPS,
at 396 eV, is shown in the lower panel of Fig. 2. We
clearly see that the modulations of the signal, reflecting
the alternating constructive and destructive interference,
appear with a period of about 1.14 fs, as expected from

the energy difference between the two CE states. The
overall decrease of the signal is due to the Auger decay
of the CE states. As we mentioned above, the decay
is slow enough to allow the observation of the CE-state
coherence.

The calculations presented above were performed at
fixed nuclear geometry. It is well-known, however, that
the nuclear dynamics may destroy the electronic coher-
ence rather fast. Sometimes, it might take only 2-3 fs
[17, 53, 54], which strongly limits the possibility to ex-
perimentally observe such electronic coherences. It is,
therefore, necessary to examine the influence of the nu-
clear dynamics on the evolution of the initially prepared
CE-state electronic wave packet. For this purpose, us-
ing the same level of theory XMS-CASPT2 for the elec-
tronic structure, we construct the potential-energy sur-
faces (PES) of the two CE states taking into account
the N–N and N–O internuclear distances, thus account-
ing for the two fast vibrational modes of the molecule
(symmetric and asymmetric stretch). With a harmonic
vibrational frequency of 596.31 cm−1 [55], corresponding
to a vibrational period of about 56 fs, and an initially
linear structure, the bending mode is too slow to play
a significant role in the first few femtoseconds. How-
ever, for the sake of completeness, we incorporate it into
the model, although the stretching and bending contri-
butions are considered separately (see below).

The nuclear dynamics in the two CE states is simu-
lated by propagating the initial nuclear wave packet on
the 2D (stretching) and 1D (bending) PESs of the two CE
states. We assume the Condon approximation in coher-
ent population of the two CE states by the broad-band
excitation. Thus, the initial wave packet promoted to
each CE state is taken to be the vibrational ground state
of the molecule. The weights of the initial wave packets
reflect the corresponding transition dipole moments ob-
tained for the equilibrium geometry and given in Table I.
The wave packets were propagated using the multicon-
figurational time-dependent Hartree (MCTDH) method
[56, 57]. It is important to note that the non-adiabatic
couplings between the CE states were found to be neg-
ligible in the region of interest and thus diabatization of
the PES was not necessary.

Knowing how the nuclear wave packets propagate on
the two coherently populated electronic potentials allows
us to calculate the evolution of the electronic purity of
the system in time. The electronic purity can be quanti-
fied using the trace of the square of the reduced density
matrix, denoted as Tr(ρ2). In the case of a two-state sys-
tem, such as the one under investigation in this study,
Tr(ρ2) = ρ211 + ρ222 + 2|ρ12|2, see SM for more details.
The first two terms correspond to the incoherent contri-
butions, while the last term represents the coherence of
the system. Consequently, the value of Tr(ρ2) becomes
0.5 when coherence is completely lost, indicating that the
system has undergone full decoherence, see Refs. [54, 58].
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FIG. 3: Upper panel: Time-dependent electronic purity
of the superposition of core-excited states for the
stretching and bending motions. Middle panel:

Time-resolved XPS for a pulse intensity of 1016 W/cm2

including full-dimensional nuclear motion contributions.
Lower panel: Slice through the central energy of the
interference including full-dimensional nuclear motion

contributions.

When this occurs, the coherent contribution to the TR-
XPS signal disappears (see SM for details). The elec-
tronic purity is depicted in the upper panel of Fig. 3.
We see that the electronic coherence is kept for about
7 fs for the stretching motion, while the bending mode
affects only slightly the coherence during the first few
femtoseconds. We see that although the nuclear dynam-
ics noticeably affects the created electronic coherences
(compare the middle panels of Figs. 2 and 3), the sys-
tem still has enough time to undergo several oscillations
before the coherent oscillatory contributions disappear,
as seen in the lower panel of Fig. 3. Interestingly, we
could use this same methodology for more complex sys-
tems and perform a preliminary investigation of which
are the nuclear degrees of freedom that would contribute

more to the dephasing of the electronic beatings via the
purity analysis.

Before concluding we would like to touch upon an-
other issue that might affect the contrast of the signal.
Due to the stochastic character of the pulse-generating
process, the XFEL pulses exhibit shot-to-shot variations
in shape, frequency, and intensity that might in princi-
ple blur the XPS trace. The influence of these varia-
tions on the charge-migration dynamics following coher-
ent population of cationic states was thoroughly studied
recently by Grell et al. [59]. Performing extensive com-
putations and averaging over 100 different pulses, it was
shown that the effect is negligible and the results differ
only slightly from those obtained with an ideal Gaussian
pulse, as used in the present calculations. Moreover, the
shot-to-shot variations will change the population of core-
excited states and the ionization yield intensities, but in
a possible experiment this can be overcome by measur-
ing the shot-to-shot spectra of the pulses and doing a
post-selection. Hence, implementing our scheme should
be feasible within the current capabilities to produce at-
tosecond pulses at XFELs.

In summary, we demonstrate the possibility to cre-
ate and measure electronic coherences in a very short
timescale of an evolving quantum system created by core-
excited states. Specifically, given N2O’s not extremely
fast Auger decay and relatively long vibronic coherence
time, we anticipate observing multiple oscillations using
our proposed nonlinear scheme, making it a potential
candidate for a proof-of-concept gas-phase experiment
at an XFEL facility. Our study on N2O can be fur-
ther extended to other molecules, for example to organic
molecules with phenyl groups, ideal candidates to create
core-excited states at the carbon sites, which the sensi-
tivity of the chemical shifts and of the double-core-hole
states to the distance between their holes may be essen-
tial to discern different signals.

The main prerequisite for observing a clear signal is
that the created electronic coherences have to manifest
in quantum beatings with a period that is shorter than
the decoherence time, which is determined by the Auger
decay lifetime and the dephasing induced by the nuclear
motion. The lifetime of core-excited nitrogen will be
on the order of several femtoseconds in every nitrogen-
containing molecule. This is also the usual timescale of
core-excited carbon and oxygen. This suggests that the
decay time would not be the limiting factor for a large
number of bio-relevant molecules, provided the energy
gap between the coherently populated states is at least
about of 1 eV. The timescale of the dephasing induced
by the nuclear motion is very much system- and state-
dependent, and is largely unexplored. If the timescale for
the core-excited states is not very different from what we
know from the valence regime (from several to few tens
of femtoseconds), the TR-XPS should be applicable in
most of the cases. The proposed nonlinear scheme will
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thus provide information both on the electron relaxation
and nuclear dynamics via the study of coherences, which
is a fundamental and necessary step towards four-wave
mixing schemes [60–62].
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L. Hornỳ, E. F. Penka, G. Grassi, O. I. Tolstikhin,
J. Schneider, F. Jensen, et al., Science 350, 790 (2015).
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