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Abstract

We show that a phase space electronic Hamiltonian ĤPS(X,P ), parameterized by both

nuclear position X and momentum P , can recover not just experimental vibrational circu-

lar dichroism (VCD) signals, but also a meaningful electronic current density that explains

the features of the VCD rotatory strengths. Combined with earlier demonstrations that such

Hamiltonians can also recover qualitatively correct electronic momenta with electronic densi-

ties that approximately satisfy a continuity equation, the data would suggest that we have iso-

lated a meaningful alternative approach to electronic structure theory, one that entirely avoids

Born-Oppenheimer theory and frozen nuclei. While the dynamical implications of such a
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phase space electronic Hamiltonian are not yet known, we hypothesize that, by offering classi-

cal trajectories the conserve the total angular momentum (unlike Born-Oppenheimer theory),

this new phase space electronic structure Hamiltonian may well explain some fraction of the

chiral-induced spin selectivity effect.

Introduction: Electronic Current Density and Vibrational Cir-

cular Dichroism

Born-Oppenheimer (BO)1 theory is the fundamental paradigm for understanding modern chem-

istry. The BO framework stipulates that we should consider a set of electronic states and potential

energy surfaces parametrized by nuclear position (R) and the BO approximation stipulates that

all nuclear dynamics proceed along a single surface; in practice, one often runs classical (rather

than quantum dynamics). For many applications, the BO approximation can provide valuable in-

sight, and BO molecular dynamics are especially useful for large-scale complex systems, where

one must sample highly dimensional potential energy surfaces in order to ascertain how thermal

processes occur and for which computational efficiency is absolutely crucial. The BO framework

also provides a means to model and understand non-adiabatic processes, through inexpensive clas-

sical dynamical trajectories that hop between multiple electronic states (so-called surface-hopping

trajectories).2

Now, unfortunately, classical BO dynamics has one major problem: it does not conserve the

total momentum of a molecular or material systems. The reason is simple: classical BO dynamics

effectively ignores electronic momentum. More precisely, if one runs a classical BO trajectory

along a BO adiabatic surface R(t) (with energy EJ(R) and electronic eigenstate ΦJ(r;R)), one

computes a vanishing electronic momentum ⟨ΦJ|p̂e|ΦJ⟩= 0 — even though the kinetic electronic

momentum is clearly nonzero me
d
dt ⟨ΦJ|r̂e|ΦJ⟩ ̸= 0. Indeed, it is well known that the expectation

value for any electronic Hermitian operator that is odd under time reversal symmetry will van-

ish within the BO approximation.3,4 From a mathematical perspective, we have recently shown
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that within a BO dynamics framework, the total momentum (nuclear+electronic) operator is repre-

sented by the nuclear canonical momentum,5 fully quantum BO dynamics will conserve momen-

tum. For standard classical mechanics, however, there is no momentum conservation. Admittedly,

momentum conservation can be restored if one includes the Berry force6 (which is the curl of

the Berry connection), but evaluating a Berry force is expensive and rarely implemented. More-

over, even if one were to include the Berry force, classical BO theory never calculates the correct

electronic wavefunction, and so classical BO theory is unable to evaluate many other electronic

observables. In particular, classical BO theory cannot recover either the electronic magnetic dipole

moments me (just like it cannot recover the electronic momentum pe); and of course, classical BO

theory cannot recover the electronic current densities J(r), which is a more difficult observable to

recover accurately.7

Let us now discuss J(r) in more detail (a figure of which is shown below in Figs. 4 and 6).

The electronic current density J(r) is of great interest to chemists because it offers the latter clear

mechanistic insight (beyond the static electronic charge density)8 into the dynamics of a chemical

reaction: for example, during an SN2 reaction, how does the momentum of the nucleophile lead to

an electronic rearrangement (and how fast does that rearrangement occur)? BO theory does not pre-

dict a well-defined electronic current density (erroneously) to answer such a question.9 Moreover,

in the context of nuclear vibrational transitions, the electronic current densities associated with

each vibrational transition, also known as the vibrational transition current densities (VTCD),10

are directly related to the velocity-form of the electronic transition dipole moments (µv
e) and mag-

netic transition dipole moments (me) , which are the fundamental quantities for infrared (IR) and

vibrational circular dichroism (VCD) spectra.11–14 Clearly, if we wish to match experiment, there

is a strong need for electronic structure beyond the BO approximation.

Long ago, Nafie realized this need to go beyond the BO approximation in order to recover

the missing electronic momentum and electronic current density (and thus develop a theory that

could capture VCD experimental signals). To that end, Nafie introduced a "complete adiabatic"

formalism that included nuclear momentum dependence for the electronic degree of freedom.15
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Within this framework, Nafie showed that, by calculating the electronic response to the nuclear

momentum through a complete sum over of states,15 one could recover the electronic momentum

and current densities (and hence VCD spectra); see below. Unfortunately, a complete sum of states

is not practical for large systems, and over the last few decades, alternative ways that avoid a sum-

of-states have been developed, including magnetic field perturbation (MFP) theory16,17 and nuclear

velocity perturbation theory.18 The former introduces a magnetic field as a mathematical construct

to recover a non-zero magnetic transition moment, often resulting in accurate results compared to

experiments (especially when gauge invariant atomic orbitals are invoked). The latter models a

nuclear velocity by introducing a velocity gauge factor for every Gaussian atomic orbitals (AO),

and a combination of AOs and plane-wave basis sets has been shown to give good VCD spectra

(using a distributed magnetic origin).19 A different NVP approach has also been derived rigorously

from the exact-factorization of the electron-nuclear wavefunction20,21 and the corresponding VCD

spectra have been examined.22

Recently we have argued that, rather than through perturbation theory, the optimal means to go

beyond BO theory in a practical manner is to simply replace the standard BO Hamiltonian (which

is parameterized by nuclear coordinate X) with a phase-space electronic Hamiltonian (which is

parameterized by both nuclear position [X] and nuclear momentum [P ]).23,24 Here, the nuclear

momentum dependence is introduced to the electronic Hamiltonian through a simple one-electron

−ih̄ P
M · Γ̂ coupling, also denoted as the Γ-coupling.24 Many different one-electron Γ̂ operators

are in principle possible, as there are many ways25,26 to assign a given electron at position r to

a nucleus A, so as to boost that electron into the frame of the nucleus and ensure that the total

linear and angular momentum are naturally conserved. In Ref. 27, we originally proposed a one-

electron Γ̂ operator that assigned the local nucleus based on the atomic orbital (AO) basis of a

given quantum chemistry calculation, and showed that this approach was able to recover accurate

electronic momenta24 and VCD signals.28 Very recently, in Ref.,29 we argued that one could also

employ an alternative basis-free (BF) approach, whereby we partition three-dimensional space

based on the raw distances to the nearest nucleus (in the spirit of a Voronoi diagram, with no need
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for atomic atomic orbitals) and integrate the Γ operator along a grid in space (much like a density

functional theory calculation). See Fig. 1 for a simple illustration.

Figure 1: Schematic plots of the (a) AO-based and basis-free momentum partition schemes used
by the two different Γ̂ operators. For simple visualization purposes, here we consider what the
partitioning would look like for the BH3 molecule. In (a), we show the 1s orbitals of hydrogen
(blue) and 1s, 2s, 2px orbitals of boron (orange). The electronic momentum carried by those
atomic orbitals are assigned to the nuclei they are centered on. In (b), we plot the BF partitioning
in real-space. In such a case, the electronic momentum is assigned to a nucleus based on the
distance between the electron and the different nuclei. The hydrogen spaces are shown in blue and
the boron spaces are shown in orange.

In this manuscript, we will now show that the latter, basis-free (BF) electronic phase space

Hamiltonian is able to recover not just experimental VCD rotatory strengths but also the underly-

ing electronic current density (which represent a far more stringent test). Combined with earlier

demonstrations that BF approaches can recover reasonably accurate electronic momenta, as well

as the fact that electronic density approximately satisfies the continuity equation (see Ref. 29) we

may now conclude that we have found a meaningful, inexpensive alternative that completely avoids

BO framework; we never diagonalize the BO Hamiltonian. We note that, in a separate article, we

have also demonstrated that phase space approaches outperform BO as far as vibrational energies.

Thus, in the future, we anticipate that theoretical chemistry can expect a new wave of electronic

structure calculations, whereby we solve the electronic Schrodinger equation as a function of both

nuclear positions and momentum. In what follows below, in the theory and results section, we

review the electronic phase space theory and offer VTCD and VCD data supporting the strong
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claims above. Thereafter, in the outlook and conclusions section, we will argue that, beyond the

observables already cited, there are likely many more physical phenomena that can be addressed

with a phase space approach, including the chiral-induced spin selectivity effect (CISS)30–32 and

perhaps even superconductivity.

Theory

Vibrational Transition Current Density Within BO Theory

As shown by Nafie,10 the standard post-BO approach to recover electronic momentum and current

density is to apply perturbation theory in the BO framework with −ih̄ P
M · ∂

∂R as the perturbation.

The perturbed electronic wavefunction |ΨI⟩ is then written in terms of the unperturbed BO elec-

tronic wavefunctions |ΦI⟩ (the eigenstates of the BO electronic Hamiltonian, which are assumed

to be non-degenerate).

|ΨI⟩= |ΦI⟩− ih̄ ∑
J ̸=I

P

M
·

〈
ΦJ

∣∣∣ ∂

∂R

∣∣∣ΦI

〉
EI −EJ

|ΦJ⟩ (1)

The missing electronic current density at position r within the BO approximation becomes a sum

of states,

⟨ΨI| ĵe(r) |ΨI⟩= 2h̄Im ∑
J ̸=I

P

M
·

〈
ΦJ

∣∣∣ ∂

∂R

∣∣∣ΦI

〉
EI −EJ

⟨ΦI| ĵe(r) |ΦJ⟩ (2)

where the current density operator is defined as:

ĵe(r) =− ih̄
2me

[
ψ̂

†(r)∇rψ̂(r)−
(

∇rψ̂
†(r)

)
ψ̂(r)

]
(3)

Here, ψ̂†(r)/ψ̂(r) is the creation and annihilation operator for an electron at position r, and note

that ⟨ΨI| ĵe(r) |ΨI⟩ ̸= 0 even though ⟨ΦI| ĵe(r) |ΦI⟩= 0.
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In the vibronically adiabatic limit, the vibronic wavefunction can be written as a product of the

electronic wacefunction Φ(r;R) and the nuclear vibrational wavefunction χ(R):

Ψtot(r,R) = Φ(r;R)χ(R) (4)

For a fundamental vibrational transition in the kth normal mode, the corresponding VTCD (J0k) is

defined as the change of electronic current density along the conjugate momentum Πk of normal

mode Qk,10,33

J0k(r) =
∂

∂Πk
⟨ΨI| ĵe |ΨI⟩

∣∣∣
Π=0

⟨χ0| iΠk |χk⟩ (5)

=
( h̄ωk

2

)1/2 ∂

∂Πk
⟨ΨI| ĵe |ΨI⟩

∣∣∣
Π=0

(6)

=
( h̄ωk

2

)1/2
MSk ·

∂

∂P
⟨ΨI| ĵe |ΨI⟩

∣∣∣
P=0

(7)

= (2h̄ωk)
1/2Im ∑

J ̸=I

Sk ·
〈

ΦJ

∣∣∣ ∂

∂R

∣∣∣ΦI

〉
ωI −ωJ

⟨ΦI| ĵe |ΦJ⟩ (8)

= (2h̄ωk)
1/2Im ∑

J ̸=I

〈
ΦJ

∣∣∣ ∂

∂Qk

∣∣∣ΦI

〉
ωI −ωJ

⟨ΦI| ĵe |ΦJ⟩ (9)

To go from Eq. 5 to Eq. 6, we evaluate the standard matrix element for the harmonic oscillator

momentum operator

⟨χ0|Πk |χk⟩=−⟨χk|Πk |χ0⟩=−i
( h̄ωk

2

) 1
2
M (10)

where ωk is the vibrational frequency of the fundamental vibrational mode k. To go from Eq. 6 to

Eq. 7, we introduced the well-known S-vector that describes the Cartesian nuclear displacements

in normal mode k.

Sk =
∂R

∂Qk

∣∣∣
Q=0

=
∂P

∂Πk

∣∣∣
Π=0

(11)
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The ωI(J) values in Eq. 8 and Eq. 9 are the angular frequencies of electronic excited states I(J).

The ability of an electronic structure method to recover an accurate VTCD is a stringent test of

the method, as the VTCD is directly related to the electronic velocity-form electric dipole transition

moment µe,v
k0 and magnetic dipole transition moment me

k0:10,33

µe,v
k0 =−ie

∫
J0k(r)dr (12)

me
k0 =− ie

2c

∫
r×J0k(r)dr (13)

Moreover, in turn, µe,v
k0 and me

k0 are directly proportional to the electronic contributions of the

VCD rotatory strengths (which is experimentally measurable).33,34

Rk = Im(µtot
0k ·m

tot
k0 ) (14)

= ω
−1
k Re(µtot,v

0k ·mtot
k0 ) (15)

where µtot
0k , µtot,v

0k , and mtot
0k are the length-form, the velocity form of the total (electronic + nuclear)

electric transition dipole moment, and the total magnetic transition dipole moments.

Phase-Space Approach

Eqs. 8-9 express the VTCD in terms of a sum over states. An alternative approach for calculating

such a current density (that avoids a sum over states) is to build a phase-space electronic Hamil-

tonian24,28 and then evaluate Eq. 7 directly. Mathematically, for the form of such a phase space

electronic Hamiltonian, we add an approximate nuclear momentum coupling −ih̄ P
M · Γ̂ on top of

the usual BO electronic Hamiltonian, so that the resulting eigenstates automatically include some

electronic dynamics in response to the nuclear momentum.

ĤPS = ∑
A

1
2MA

(
PA − ih̄Γ̂A

)
·
(
PA − ih̄Γ̂A

)
+ Ĥel, (16)

ĤPS(X,P ) |ΨPS(X,P )⟩= EPS(X,P ) |ΨPS(X,P )⟩ , (17)
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Here A labels the index of atoms.

Of course, the essential question is: How do we construct the proper Γ̂ in Eq. 16 so as to

best match experiment? BO theory has many failures, but in order to correctly reproduce VCD

experimental data, it is clear that one must have the capacity to observe accurate electronic mo-

menta. And in that vein, our strong feeling is that nuclear vibrational motion along the relevant

potential energy surface generated from such an electronic structure approach must conserve the

total (nuclear + electronic) linear and angular momentum. (Of course, it also goes without saying

that these phase-space energy surfaces should be translationally and rotationally invariant).

In a series of recent papers, we have shown that momentum conservation is guaranteed pro-

vided that we choose Γ̂ of the form, Γ̂= Γ̂′+ Γ̂′′, where Γ̂′ ensures linear momentum conservation

and Γ̂′′ ensures angular momentum conservation. For the form of Γ̂′′ see the SI. For the form of

Γ′, the simplest possible approach (from Ref. 27) is to define the matrix elements of Γ̂ in an AO

basis µν , where µ centers on atom B and ν centers on atom C:

Γ′A
µν =

1
2ih̄

pe
µν (δBA +δCA) (AO-based) (18)

An alternative approach does not rely on the atomic basis at all, but instead defines the Γ̂ operator

as:

Γ̂′A =
1

2ih̄
(ΘA(r̂)p̂e + p̂eΘA(r̂)) (Basis-Free) (19)

The key to Eq. 19 is to partition the electronic momentum according to nearby nuclei. To that end,

in the basis-free data presented below, we have calculated all observables using a space-partitioning

operator of the form

ΘA(r̂) =
MAe−|r̂−RA|2/σ2

A

∑B MBe−|r̂−RB|2/σ2
B

(20)

where σA is a parameter that determines the nuclear-electronic momentum coupling distance for
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nuclei A. Clearly, there are many different ways to choose such parameters σ; all such choices

are guaranteed to conserve momentum, but some will be more accurate than others. Below, we

have chosen the ratio of σ between different atoms to be the ratio of their electronegativities (ζ ),

σ2
A/σ2

B = ζA/ζB. Furthermore, we have parameterized σ for hydrogen by making sure that the

electronic momentum for the normal modes of water and formaldehyde molecules are in reason-

able agreement with finite difference benchmarks me
d
dt ⟨ΦJ|r̂e|ΦJ⟩. Our final choice of values for

hydrogen, carbon, and oxygen are 1/σ2
H = 3.79, 1/σ2

C = 3.27, and 1/σ2
O = 2.42, respectively. As

discussed in Ref. 29, using the nuclear mass as the prefactors in Eq.20 ensures the electrons only

couple to nuclear center-of-mass in the limit of large σ (when electrons are considered as com-

pletely delocalized over the nuclei). We will show below that this form of ΘA(r̂) in Eq. 20 and the

simple choice of parameters yields goods VCD rotatory strengths and VTCDs for (2S,3S)-oxirane-

d2.

Results

To demonstrate the applicability of the electronic phase space theory above, we have calculated the

VCD rotatory strengths as well as the VTCD for (2S,3S)-oxirane-d2 (shown in Fig. 2) using both

the AO-based and the basis-free forms for Γ̂. See SI for the computational details. The second-

order Γ2 term in Eq. 16 is included for all the calculations using the AO-based Γ form but not for

those using the basis-free Γ form as it is found to be crucial for the former approach28 but not so

much for the latter.29 In Fig. 3, we compare the experimental VCD spectra (black),35,36 the MFP

results with GIAOs (purple), and the phase-space results with different basis sets computed using

the AO-defined Γ̂ form. The MFP data is converged for a large aug-cc-pVQZ basis set. For the

phase-space method with the AO-defined Γ̂, as shown previously in Ref. 28, the data in Fig. 3

confirms that we find very good results with a large aug-cc-pVQZ basis set (shown in red) – often

even better than the MFP results (for peaks like v5 at 914 cm−1). However, Fig. 3 also shows that,

when smaller basis sets are used, the VCD rotatory strengths are sensitive to the choice of basis set
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and do not show clear basis set convergence behavior. For example, for v10 with frequency 1339

cm−1, all of the results give the correct sign as compared to MFP and experimental data except

the cc-pVTZ data; as another example, for v4 with frequency 885 cm−1, only the aug-cc-pVQZ

data gives the correct sign compared to MFP and experimental data. Clearly, convergence with

basis set is difficult for this AO-defined Γ. As a side note, as pointed out previously,28 for v8 with

frequency 1112 cm−1, all of the computational methods give the incorrect sign as compared to

experimental data; historically, this failure has been attributed to the lack of electronic-electron

correlation37 (as we used Hartree-Forck for all the computational results), or a lack of sampling

of nuclear geometries or solvent effects (as the experimental value for the v8 was performed in

solution36).

Figure 2: (a) v4 and (b) v13 normal modes (shown in magenta arrows) of (2S,3S)-oxirane-d2. The
oxygen, carbon, hydrogen atoms are shown in red, black, and grey colors. To distinguish the two
deuterium atoms from the hydrogen atoms, the deuterium atoms are highlighted in red.
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Figure 3: VCD rotatory strengths as computed using the phase-space approach with the AO-
defined Γ̂, and compared to MFP (purple) and experimental data (black). No experimental data
are available for v1 - v3. All theoretical computations are in gas phase. The phase-space re-
sults are shown with different basis sets: cc-pVDZ (DZ/blue), cc-pVTZ (TZ/orange), aug-cc-
pVTZ(aTZ/green), aug-cc-pVQZ(aQZ/red). Data for each normal mode (as calculated with dif-
ferent basis sets) is listed according to experimental frequencies on the y-axis. The phase-space
results are sensitive to basis sets and do not show obvious convergence; nevertheless, for aug-cc-
pVQZ level, the results do give accurate VCD rotatory strengths.

To better understand the basis set dependence of the AO-based phase-space results, consider

the data from Fig. 3 showing that, for one bending mode (v4), the rotatory strength is sensitive
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to the choice of basis set, with the correct sign obtained only when using the aug-cc-pVQZ basis

set; while for one stretching mode (v13), the correct sign is obtained with all the basis sets tested

and increasing basis set size gives more negative rotatory strengths. In Table 1, we further inves-

tigate this trend by listing the corresponding length-form electric (Eq. 58) and magnetic transition

dipole moments (Eq. 53) that are used to compute the rotatory strengths for different basis sets

(using the distributed origin gauge as discussed in details in the SI). We demonstrate that, while

the length-form electric transition dipole moments converge reasonably well with basis sets, the

magnetic transition dipole moments become more negative with larger basis sets, which explains

the trend in VCD rotatory strengths found in Fig. 3. To understand why the magnetic transition

dipole moments become more negative with larger basis sets, we further examine the VTCDs with

different basis sets in Fig. 4.

Table 1: Transition Dipole Moments for v4 and v13 with Different Basis Sets.

v4 v13

(a.u.) me
z mtot∗

z µ tot
z me

z mtot∗
z µ tot

z

ΓAO

DZ 0.0941 0.1290 -0.1582 -0.0078 -0.0147 -0.0651
TZ 0.0506 0.0854 -0.1608 -0.0211 -0.0280 -0.0772
aTZ -0.0051 0.0298 -0.1649 -0.0284 -0.0353 -0.0820
aQZ -0.0443 -0.0095 -0.1642 -0.0510 -0.0579 -0.0810

ΓBF

DZ -0.0484 -0.0135 -0.1580 -0.0487 -0.0556 -0.0652
TZ -0.0443 -0.0095 -0.1604 -0.0295 -0.0364 -0.0777
aTZ -0.0512 -0.0164 -0.1644 -0.0178 -0.0247 -0.0810
aQZ -0.0514 -0.0166 -0.1643 -0.0181 -0.0250 -0.0811

∗ Here, mtot =me +mn. We used the same geometries and normal modes for all the
different basis sets, so the nuclear transition magnetic moments are the same for all
basis sets (mz

n is 0.0348 a.u. for v4 and -0.0069 a.u. for v13).

In Fig. 4, we graph the VTCDs for v4 (top six plots) and v13 (bottom six plots) using the

cc-pVDZ, cc-pVTZ and aug-cc-pVQZ basis sets, respectively. Similar to previous studies,34,38,39

we find that the electronic current densities flow in the the direction of the nuclear motion. Let

us begin our analysis focusing on v4 . For VTCDs in the xy plane, in Fig. 4, we find that the

counter-clockwise angular motions of the carbon atoms and the clockwise angular motions of

the deuterium atoms, shown by magenta arrows, drag the electronic densities so as to flow in a
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counter-clockwise and a clockwise fashion, respectively. These kinds of angular current density

flows in the xy plane give rise to a non-zero me
z as shown in Table 1. The magnitudes of these two

opposite current density flows determine the sign of me
z for v4. Specifically, the counter-clockwise

electronic current density flowing due to the carbon motions gives a negative value of me
z (taking

into account the negative electronic charges in evaluating me
z for v4), while the opposite is true

for the clockwise electronic current density flowing due to the deuterium motions. For smaller

basis sets (cc-pVDZ and cc-pVTZ), the magnitude of the latter is larger than the former, which

gives a positive me
z in Table 1. As the basis set becomes larger (from top to bottom in Fig. 4),

we observe that the magnitudes of the counter-clockwise electronic current density flowing in the

xy plane becomes larger around the oxygen atom while the clockwise flow stays about the same,

which leads me
z to become negative in Table 1. Finally, note that the nuclear transition magnetic

dipole moment gives a positive transition magnetic dipole moment. Thus, altogether, the electronic

contribution becomes more negative at aug-cc-pVQZ than the nuclear contribution (as shown in

Table 1), the total magnetic dipole moment mtot
z becomes negative, which explains a change of

sign in the rotatory strength for v4 in Fig. 3.

Next, let us focus on v13. For this mode, from Fig. 4 we find that the carbon-deuterium

stretching motions (shown by magenta arrows) are effectively a clockwise angular motion of the

carbon atoms plus a counter-clockwise angular motions of the deuteriums atoms, which then gives

rise to a negative and a positive contributions to the mn
z . The electronic densities dragged by these

nuclear motions also give rise to a clockwise and counter-clockwise electronic current density

flows, which gives rise to a positive and a negative contributions to the mz
e due to the negative

charge of the electrons. In Table 1, we find that increasing the basis set size yields a more negative

me
z and hence a more negative rotatory strength signal in Fig. 3. This state of affairs implies that

the magnitude of the circular electronic current density flowing due to deuterium motion becomes

larger and larger compared with that due to the carbon motion. Unfortunately, however, this trend

is difficult to observe with the naked eye in the VTCDs plotted in Fig. 3 where increasing basis

set sizes also clearly introduces a complicated (unphysical) nodal structures. Alas, this unphysical
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sensitivity to basis sets is perhaps not surprising given that the AO-based Γ̂ operator is defined

explicitly in the atomic orbital basis, so that electronic momenta of atomic orbitals are partitioned

to specific nuclei motion based on where the atomic orbitals are centered. (see SI for details.) For

this AO-based Γ̂, for relative small and local basis sets, the electrons are moving locally with the

nuclei they are centered on; for larger and more diffuse basis functions, electrons are moving with

a much more delocalized fashion, which results in the complicated (and spurious) structures shown

in Fig. 4.

15



Figure 4: VTCDs for v4 (top six plots) and v13 (bottom six plots) vibrational modes as computed
with the phase-space approach using the AO-defined Γ̂. In the 6 plots for each vibrational mode,
the left and right panel correspond to the VTCDs projected on xy plane and xz plane respectively.
In each panel, VTCDs calculated with three basis sets are shown (cc-pVDZ/DZ, cc-pVTZ/TZ, and
aug-cc-pVQZ/aQZ) arranged from small to large in size. The nuclear motion (MSk) are shown
in magenta arrows. Larger basis sets give complicated (and unphysical) nodal structures for this
AO-based phase space electronic Hamiltonian.
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Whereas Fig. 3 demonstrates that a phase space calculation with Γ̂AO can recover the VCD

data accurately using a large basis set data, the VTCD data in Fig. 4 suggests that this finding may

be quite fortuitous and that the overall electronic structure description might not be that robust. To

that end, in Fig. 5, we next turn to phase-space results using basis-free Γ̂ form. For a collection of

different basis sets, we compare phase results versus the MFP approach (shown in purple) and the

experimental data (shown in black). In contrast to the AO-based approach, the phase-space results

with the basis-free Γ̂ form now converge well with basis sets and strong results as compared with

experiments can be obtained even at the cc-pVTZ level. From Fig. 5 and Table 1, we immediately

see that the sign of me
z are correct for all basis sets for both v4 and v13. To understand this improved

basis set convergence behaviors, we examine the VTCDs shown in Fig. 6. We find that, as the

basis set size increases, the electronic motion remains guided by the local nuclear motion (unlike

Fig. 4) and the main features of the VTCDs stay the same. One interesting trend is the magnitude

of the VTCD centered on carbon atoms become more dominant with larger basis sets. This leads

to a more negative me
z for v4 (a counter-clockwise electronic current density flowing due to carbon

motion in the xy plane) and a more positive me
z for v13 (a clockwise electronic current density

flowing due to carbon motion in the xy plane) with larger basis sets. Nevertheless, this trend is not

relatively minor such that convergence across basis functions appears quite achievable (and again,

the signs of the rotatory strengths never change with basis). Altogether, the data in Figs. 5 and

Figs. 6 make clear that using a basis-free Γ̂ and partitioning three dimensional space that electronic

motion is dragged by the local nuclear motion, is a robust approach for building a meaningful and

accurate phase-space electronic Hamiltonian.
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Figure 5: VCD rotatory strengths as computed with the phase-space approach and a basis-free Γ̂,
as compared to MFP (purple) and experimental data (black). No experimental data are available
for v1 - v3. All theoretical computations are in gas phase. The phase-space results are shown with
different basis sets: cc-pVDZ (DZ/blue), cc-pVTZ (TZ/orange), aug-cc-pVTZ(aTZ/green), aug-
cc-pVQZ(aQZ/red). Data for each normal mode (as calculated with different basis sets) is listed
according to experimental frequencies on the y-axis. These phase-space results converge quickly
with basis set size and give strong results already at the cc-pVTZ level.
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Figure 6: VTCDs for v4 (top six plots) and v13 (bottom six plots) vibrational modes as computed
with the phase-space approach and the basis-free Γ̂. In the 6 plots for each vibrational mode, the
left and right panel correspond to the VTCDs projected on xy plane and xz plane respectively. In
each panel, VTCDs calculated with three basis sets are shown (cc-pVDZ/DZ, cc-pVTZ/TZ, and
aug-cc-pVQZ/aQZ) arranged from small to large in size. Nuclear motion (MSk) is shown with
magenta arrows. This data does not suffer from the artificial nodes that are present with the AO-
based approach.
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Discussion: The Form of the Momentum Coupling Γ̂

In Fig. 4 and Fig. 6, for normal mode v4, one can clearly identify a circular electronic currents

about the oxygen atom. Although not visible to the naked eye, there is also a circular current about

the oxygen for the v13 normal mode. These circular currents are important features that give rise

to magnetic dipole moments perpendicular to the plane of the current density (and ultimately the

VCD signal) and have been discussed previously by Nafie14,38 using a rigorous sum over states

approach to perturbation theory. Of note, such circular currents do not necessarily require any

vibrational motion of the atom around which there is a circular current, and as such, the origin

of such currents has not been obvious historically. Nafie himself proposed that these circular

electronic currents must arise intuitively due to the total angular momentum conservation.14,38

Using the explicit form of the Γ̂ operator in Eqs. 19 and 30, we can naturally test this hypoth-

esis. As mentioned above, the Γ coupling in our phase-space framework consists of two compo-

nents: Γ′ to conserve the total linear momentum and Γ′′ to conserve the total angular momentum.

Hence, by examining the effects of Γ′ or Γ′′ on VTCDs, we can gain further insight into the origin

of these circular current densities. In Fig. 7, we show the VTCDs for v4 and v13 as computed with

Γ′ or Γ′′ using the basis-free form of Γ (note that the sum of these two components give the full

VTCDs shown in Fig. 6). For both v4 and v13, we find that the Γ′ contribution dominantly gives

rise to the linear current density flow, whereas the Γ′′ contribution gives rise to the circular cur-

rent density flow. Thus, we must conclude that Nafie’s reasoning was sound: one can recover the

correct the circular current density (i.e. one that gives an accurate experimental VCD spectrum)

simply by requiring conservation of the total angular momentum. At the same time, this finding

also emphasizes that both Γ′ and Γ′′ terms are needed to recover the correct coupling of electronic

motion to nuclear dynamics.
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Figure 7: VTCDs for v4 (top four plots) and v13 (bottom four plots) vibrational modes computed
with Γ′ and Γ′′ only with cc-pVTZ basis set. In the four plots for each vibrational mode, the left
and right panel correspond to the VTCDs projected on xy plane and xz plane respectively. The
nuclear motion (MSk) are shown in magenta arrows. The Γ′ contribution, which conserves the
total linear momentum, dominantly gives rise to linear current density flow and the Γ′′ contribution,
which conserves the total angular momentum, gives rise to circular current density flow.

Altogether, the present phase space approach would appear to be a very fruitful path forward

for post-Born Oppenheimer electronic structure theory. That being said, it is almost certainly true

that we have not yet found the optimal partitioning operator ΘA(r̂) needed to parameterize Γ̂. For

the present calculations, we have simply used our intuition to to choose parameters: we parame-
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terized the width of an H tatom to obtain accurate momentum in the normal mode directions for

water and formaldehyde, and then the parameters for O and C are scaled with respect to H based

on electronegativities. Despite the intuitive simplicity of this approach, VTCDs and electronic

magnetic transition dipole moments can be recovered and we find accurate VCD rotatory strengths

as compared to experiments. In the SI, we further demonstrate that we also accurately recover

another missing quantity missing in the BO approximation, the velocity form of the electronic

electric transition dipole moments, which is directly related to the VTCD as shown in Eq. 12.

This simple approach would seem to demonstrate some transferability of the choice of parameters,

but for future work, one important progress can likely be achieved through a systematic and care-

ful parameterization, benchmarking electronic momentum at different nuclear geometries versus

Ehrenfest’s theorem and benchmarking VCD rotatory strengths against experiment.

Conclusions and Outlook

We have shown that a phase-space electronic Hamiltonian that includes the nuclear momentum

coupling via a simple one-electron Γ̂ operator can capture the missing electronic current density

– a key experimental observable that is not available through Born-Oppenheimer theory. We have

further shown that such a phase-space approach can yield VCD rotatory strengths that match with

experiment for the (2S,3S)-oxirane-d2 molecule, and we have analyzed the corresponding VTCD

to understand the physical origins of the signal. In this paper, we have studied two different possible

forms for the one-electron Γ̂, and we have demonstrated conclusively that the optimal is to use a

basis-free Γ̂ operator rather than an operator that depends on the nature of the atomic orbital basis.

The former converges for much smaller basis sets compared with the latter (cc-pVTZ vs. aug-

cc-pVQZ), and the corresponding VTCDs also do not show unphysical nodal structures for larger

basis sets. While future work will be helpful as far as parameterizing the partitioning operator Θ(r̂)

in the basis-free Γ̂, it is already clear that a phase space electronic Hamiltonian operator captures

some first-order non-BO electronic response to nuclear motion – and with negligible additional
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computational costs as compared with a the traditional BO electronic Hamiltonian.

Looking forward, one important next step will be to include electronic spin. By including

spin-orbit coupling, a phase-space electronic Hamiltonian can naturally account for the electronic

spin angular momentum transfer between the nuclear momentum, while maintaining the total mo-

mentum conservation.24,29 One can imagine propagating nonadiabatic nuclear dynamics on spin-

dependent electronic phase-space adiabats and then studying the spin-dependent nuclear motion in

events such as electron transfer. An obvious target for this research will be to model chiral-induced

spin-selectivity (CISS)30–32 and to investigate whether momentum transfer between electronic spin

and nuclear degrees of freedom can account for the fact that electron transport is highly spin po-

larized in chiral environments.

Finally, the momentum coupling term is a small correction, and therefore one can expect that

the most important consequences of this term will be for systems where the ground state is de-

generate or nearly degenerate, e.g. a metal or a large metal cluster. Given that the new basis-free

Γ̂ operator no longer relies on the existence of an AO basis and the Hamiltonian can be solved

within a plane-wave basis (as relevant to solid state calculations), one must wonder if the present

approach will yield new insight into superconductivity, where the electron-phonon couplings are

known to be important.40
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Supporting Information

The One-Electron Gamma Operator Expressions

In this section, we briefly review the definition of the one-electron Γ̂ operator used in the main body

of the manuscript, as constructed from two previously published papers.27,29 The one-electron Γ̂

operator must satisfy the following four constraints.29

−ih̄∑
A
Γ̂A + p̂= 0, (21)[

− ih̄∑
B
P̂B + p̂, Γ̂A

]
= 0, (22)

−ih̄∑
A
RA × Γ̂A + l̂+ ŝ= 0, (23)[

− ih̄∑
B

(
RB × P̂B

)
γ
+ l̂γ + ŝγ , Γ̂Aδ

]
= ih̄∑

α

εαγδ Γ̂Aα , (24)

The conditions in Eq.22 and Eq.24 ensure that the phase-space Hamiltonian is invariant when we

translate or rotate both the nuclear and electronic degrees of freedom. The conditions in Eq.21 and

Eq.23 ensures total linear momentum Ptot = ∑A MAṘA+⟨p⟩ and angular momentum conservation

Ltot =∑A MARA×ṘA+⟨l+s⟩ , respectively. (Note that here the expectation values are computed

with the phase-space eigenstates– which in general lead to non-zero electronic linear and angular

momentum.)

To see momentum conservation, one needs only to recognize that, by introducing the nuclear

momentum coupling in the conventional electronic Hamiltonian, the nuclear kinetic momentum

MṘ differs from the nuclear canonical momentum P by −ih̄⟨Γ̂⟩. Using this fact, we find that

the total calculated linear momentum equals the nuclear canonical momentum Ptot = ∑APA. A

similar argument holds for the total angular momentum Ltot =∑A MARA×PA according to Eq. 23.

Because the nuclear (linear and angular) canonical momentum is conserved by the translational and

rotational invariance of the phase-space energy surfaces (Eq. 22 and Eq. 24 ), we must conclude

the total momentum is conserved.
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With these constraints in mind, we have developed two forms of the one-electron Γ̂ operator.

The first form24,27 of the Γ̂ operator is defined explicitly in the atomic orbital (AO) basis Γ̂ =

S−1
ηµΓµνS−1

νσ a†
ηaσ , where S is the overlap matrix of the atomic orbitals µνση . The second form29

depends on a space-partition operator ΘA(r̂) and is a general operator that can be defined in any

basis. Both forms consist of two components Γ̂= Γ̂′+Γ̂′′ : one accounting for the electronic linear

momentum (Γ̂′) and the other one accounting for the electronic angular momentum (Γ̂′′) dragged

by the nuclear motion. For the AO-basis expression, our ansatz for Γ′ is:

Γ′A
µν =

1
2ih̄

pe
µν (δBA +δCA) (AO-based) (25)

where the atomic orbitals µ and ν are centered on nuclei B and C, respectively. Within the basis-

free expression, our ansatz for Γ̂′ is:

Γ̂′A =
1

2ih̄
(ΘA(r̂)p̂e + p̂eΘA(r̂)) (Basis-free) (26)

where the space-partition ΘA(r̂) is defined as,

ΘA(r̂) =
MAe−|r̂−RA|2/σ2

A

∑B MBe−|r̂−RB|2/σ2
B

(27)

Here the parameter σA determines the electronic-nuclear momentum coupling region for nucleus

A within which electronic momentum is partitioned to the motion of the nucleus A.

We next present the expression of Γ̂′′ for the AO-defined Γ̂ operator.

Γ′′A
µν = ζ

A
BC

(
RA −R0

BC
)
×
(
K−1

BCJ
A
µν

)
(AO-based) (28)

JA
µν = ⟨µ|(r−RA)× Γ̂′A

BC |ν⟩ (29)

where Γ̂′A
BC = 1

2ih̄ p̂e (δBA +δCA) and the atomic orbitals µ and ν are centered on atom B and C,
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respectively. For the basis-free Γ̂′′,

Γ̂′′A = ∑
BC

ζ
A
BC

(
RA −R0

BC
)
×
(
K−1

BC Ĵ
B)

δBC (Basis-free) (30)

ĴB = (r−RB)× Γ̂′B (31)

In Eqs. 28 and 30, ζ A
BC is a locality function that depends on the distance between the atom A and

atoms B and C with a locality parameter wBC.

ζ
A
BC = exp

(
−wBC

2|(RA −RB)|2|(RA −RC)|2

|(RA −RB)|2 + |(RA −RC)|2

)
(32)

Eqs. 28 and 30 further define a center R0
BC, which removes the translation variance part of the Γ̂′′

operator.

R0
BC = ∑

A
ζ

A
BCRA/∑

A
ζ

A
BC. (33)

The K−1 matrix in Eqs. 28 and 30 has a form similar to the moment-of-inertia tensor,

KBC =−∑
A

ζ
A
BC

(
RA −R0

BC
)⊤ (

RA −R0
BC
)
I3 +∑

A
ζ

A
BC

(
RA −R0

BC
)(

RA −R0
BC
)⊤

(34)

where I3 is the 3x3 identity matrix.

Computational Details

The (2S,3S)-oxirane-d2 molecule was optimized at the restricted Hartree-Fock (HF) level with an

aug-cc-pVQZ basis set followed by a Hessian frequency calculation, from which the S-vector for

each normal mode is obtained. This optimized geometry and the set of S-vectors are used for all

calculations in the paper.

26



Vibrational Transition Current Densities

The VTCDs for v4 and v13 are computed according to Eq. 7 in the main manuscript and also given

here,

Jk(r) =
( h̄ωk

2

) 1
2
MSk ·

∂

∂P
⟨ΨPS| ĵe(r) |ΨPS⟩ |P=0 (35)

Note that for Fig. 4 and 6 in the main paper, the prefactor
(

h̄ωk
2

) 1
2 has been ignored. To evaluate

the momentum derivative of the current densities within the phase-sapce framework, we first write

down the current density expression in atomic orbital basis µν .

⟨ΨPS| ĵe(r) |ΨPS⟩=− ih̄
2me

⟨ΨPS|
[
ψ̂

†(r)∇rψ̂(r)−
(

∇rψ̂
†(r)

)
ψ̂(r)

]
|ΨPS⟩ (36)

=− ih̄
2me

∑
pq

[
ψ

∗
p(r)∇rψq(r)−

(
∇rψ

∗
p(r)

)
ψq(r)

]
⟨ΨPS| â†

pâq |ΨPS⟩ (37)

=
h̄

me
∑

i
Im

[
ψ

∗
i (r)∇rψi(r)

]
(38)

=
h̄

me
Im∑

µν

ρµνφν(r)∇rφµ(r) (39)

To go from Eq. 36 to Eq. 37, we express the creation/annihilation operator in terms of molecular or-

bitals pq, ψ̂(r) = ∑q ψq(r)aq. To go from Eq. 37 to Eq. 38, we recognize that ⟨ΨPS| â†
pâq |ΨPS⟩=

δpiδqi, where the index i runs over occupied molecular orbitals ψi = ∑µ Cµiφµ . The density matrix

is defined as: ρµν = ∑iCµiC∗
ν i Hence, the momentum derivative of the phase-space current density

is,

∂

∂P
⟨ΨPS| ĵe(r) |ΨPS⟩ |P=0 =

h̄
me

Im∑
µν

∂ρµν

∂P

∣∣∣
P=0

φµ(r)∇rφν(r) (40)

The phase-space density matrix derivative with respect to nuclear momentum ∂ρµν

∂P

∣∣∣
P=0

can be

solved with standard coupled-perturbed HF and more details can be found in Ref. 28.
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Vibrational Circular Dichroism Rotatory Strengths

The VCD rotatory strength for a normal mode k, Rk, presented in this paper is computed as the

imaginary component of the dot product between the total length-form electric µtot and the total

magnetic transition dipole moments mtot

Rk = Im(µtot
0k ·m

tot
k0 ) (41)

where the transition dipole moments are calculated at the optimized geometry with zero normal

mode conjugate momentum,

µtot
0k =

∂ µ tot

∂Qk

∣∣∣
Qk=0

· ⟨χ0|Qk |χk⟩=
∂ µ tot

∂R

∣∣∣
R=0

Sk · ⟨χ0|Qk |χk⟩ (42)

mtot
0k =

∂mtot

∂Πk

∣∣∣
Πk=0

· ⟨χ0|Πk |χk⟩=
∂mtot

∂P

∣∣∣
P=0

Sk · ⟨χ0|Πk |χk⟩ . (43)

Here the standard matrix elements for the harmonic oscillator position and momentum operator

are

⟨χ0|Qk |χk⟩= ⟨χk|Qk |χ0⟩= (
h̄

2ωk
)

1
2 (44)

⟨χ0|Πk |χk⟩=−⟨χk|Πk |χ0⟩=−i
( h̄ωk

2

) 1
2
M (45)

The terms ∂ µtot

∂R and ∂mtot

∂P are known as the atomic polar tensor (APT) and atomic axial tensor

(AAT). As noted above, the APT and AAT are both evaluated at the optimized geometry and zero

momentum (and so we will now drop this explicit notation for simplicity). If we plug Eqs. 42-45

into Eq.41, we find that the rotatory strength can be calculated in terms of AAT and APT,

Rk =
h̄
2

[(
∂ µ tot

∂R
·Sk

)
·
(
M

∂mtot

∂P
·Sk

)]
(46)
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Now, both the APT and AAT have an electronic and a nuclear contribution:

∂ µ tot

∂R
=

∂ µe

∂R
+

∂ µn

∂R
(47)

∂mtot

∂P
=

∂me

∂P
+

∂mn

∂P
(48)

The nuclear contributions are computed classically

∂ µn
α

∂Rβ

=
∂ZeRα

∂Rβ

=Zeδαβ (49)

∂mn
α

∂Pβ

= ∑
λ

Ze
2Mc

εαλβRλ (50)

The electronic contributions are computed using the phase-space electronic Hamiltonian. To avoid

the gauge origin dependence in the AAT, distributed origins are used to evaluate AAT ∂mtot

∂P . The

AAT computed at the distributed origin
(

∂mtot

∂P

)DO
can be calculated from the common origin

form
(

∂mtot
α

∂Pβ

)CO
using the relationship

(
∂mtot

α

∂Pβ

)DO
=
(

∂mtot
α

∂Pβ

)CO
−
(R

2c
× ∂µtot,v

∂Pβ

)
α

(51)

As shown by Nafie previously33 and also discussed more in the next section , the length and

velocity form of the APT are equivalent when evaluated using the exact electronic wavefunction,

∂µtot,v

∂Pβ

∣∣∣
P=0

=
∂µtot

∂Rβ

∣∣∣
R=0

(52)

Substituting Eq. 52 into Eq. 51, the DO gauge-corrected form of AAT becomes

∂mtot
α

∂Pβ

=
(

∂mtot
α

∂Pβ

)DO
+
(R

2c
× ∂µtot

∂Rβ

)
α

(53)

Using Eq. 46, the VCD rotatory strength calculated with the form of the AAT in Eq. 53 is gauge

independent because the VCD contribution from the second (gauge-dependent) term on the right-
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hand-side of Eq. 53 vanishes.

Rk =
h̄
2

[(
∂ µ tot

∂R
·Sk

)
·
(
M

(
∂mtot

∂P

)DO
·Sk

)
+ ∑

αβγ

∂ µ tot
α

∂Rγ

·
(R

2c
× ∂µtot

∂Rβ

)
α
MS

β

k S
γ

k

]
(54)

=
h̄
2

[(
∂ µ tot

∂R
·Sk

)
·
(
M

(
∂mtot

∂P

)DO
·Sk

)]
(55)

For more discussion of the distributed origin approach, see Ref. 28,33. Eq. 54 is the final expres-

sion that we have used in Figs. 3 and 5 in the main text.

Electronic Electric Transition Dipole Moments

The electronic electric dipole operator can be calculated in the length form µ̂e =−er or the veloc-

ity form µ̂e,v = −e p̂
m . The corresponding electric transition dipole moments for the fundamental

vibrational transition in normal mode k are defined as

µe
0k =

∂µe

∂Qk
⟨χ0|Qk |χk⟩=

∂µe

∂R
Sk ⟨χ0|Qk |χk⟩ (56)

µe,v
0k =

∂µe,v

∂Πk
⟨χ0| iΠk |χk⟩=

∂µe,v

∂P
Sk ⟨χ0| iΠk |χk⟩ (57)

Using the phase-space electronic Hamiltonian, we can calculate both the length and the velocity

form of the electronic electric transition dipole moments. For simplicity, we ignore the contribution

from the nuclear vibrational states and define

µe
k =

∂µe

∂R
·Sk (58)

µe,v
k =M

∂µe,v

∂P
·Sk (59)

As shown previously by Nafie using perturbation theory,15 these definitions of µe
k and µe,v

k are

equivalent when evaluating at the equilibrium geometry and when the exact ground state electronic

wavefunction is used.

In Table 2, we list the z components of the length and velocity forms of the electronic electric
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transition dipole moments for the v4 and v13 as computed at equilibrium geometry with zero mo-

mentum using the two forms of the Γ̂ operator. Note that, for the µe
z value, given the expression

in Eq. 58 and the fact that we evaluate the expression at P = 0, the AO-based and basis-free Γ

values in Table 2 should agree exactly; that being said, however, there is a slight difference here

as we have included the second-order Γ2 term only for AO-based calculations but not for the BF

calculations; recall that, in Ref. 28, we found that AO-based calculations were unstable without

the Γ2 term, whereas BF-calculations do not require such a term for stability.

Overall, as shown in Table 2, the results using the basis-free Γ form clearly outperform the

results using the AO-based Γ form gives insofar as the sign of µ
e,v
z is consistent for all basis

sets with former but changes with the latter, and in the case of the BF results, the signs of the

µ
e,v
z and µe

z values are consistent. Moreover, for very large basis sets, using the BF form, we

also find empirically that (especially for v13, µ
e,v
z ≈ µe

z , where an exact equality is predicted by

the off-diagonal hypervirial theorem41 (Eq. 52) that Nafie demonstrated should hold according

to perturbation theory.15 Lastly, the trend whereby increasing the size of the basis set leads to

increasing values of µ
e,v
z within the BF results can be intuitively understood by examining the

VTCDs in Fig. 6 in the main paper. Looking at the VTCDs plots in the xz plane, for both v4 and

v13, we see a clear increase in the magnitudes of the linear current densities due to the motion of

carbon atoms. Taking into account the negative charge of the electrons, this increasing flow of

electronic current densities along the negative z axis in Fig. 6 with larger basis sets gives rise to a

more positive µ
e,v
z in Table 2. The BF data appears converged with a cc-pVQZ or aug-cc-pVQZ

basis.
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Table 2: Electronic Electric Transition Dipole Moments for v4 and v13 with Different Basis Sets.

v4 v13

(a.u.) µe
z µ

e,v
z µe

z µ
e,v
z

ΓAO

DZ 0.153 0.208 -0.072 0.084
TZ 0.151 0.303 -0.084 0.059
aTZ 0.147 0.290 -0.089 0.002
aQZ 0.147 0.251 -0.088 -0.055

ΓBF

DZ 0.154 0.047 -0.072 -0.150
TZ 0.151 0.128 -0.084 -0.110
aTZ 0.147 0.146 -0.088 -0.106
QZ 0.150 0.165 -0.086 -0.093
aQZ 0.147 0.170 -0.088 -0.094
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