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We address the challenge of incorporating non-Markovian electronic friction effects in quantum-
mechanical approximations of dynamical observables. A generalized Langevin equation (GLE) is
formulated for ring-polymer molecular dynamics (RPMD) rate calculations, which combines elec-
tronic friction with a description of nuclear quantum effects (NQEs) for adsorbates on metal sur-
faces. An efficient propagation algorithm is introduced that captures both the spatial dependence
of friction strength and non-Markovian frictional memory. This framework is applied to a model of
hydrogen diffusing on Cu(111) derived from ab initio density functional theory (DFT) calculations,
revealing significant alterations in rate constants and tunnelling crossover temperatures due to non-
Markovian effects. Our findings explain why previous classical molecular dynamics simulations with
Markovian friction showed unexpectedly good agreement with experiment, highlighting the critical
role of non-Markovian effects in first-principles atomistic simulations.

Introduction.—Dissipative forces, i.e., friction, arising
from dynamical coarse-graining, play a crucial role in
modelling multi-timescale systems [1]. A wide range of
phenomena, including charge-transfer reactions in polar
solvents, vibrational relaxation in liquids, and interfacial
dynamics, can be effectively described as dissipative rate
processes [2–4]. In particular, the dynamics of molecules
on metal surfaces, influenced by electron–nuclear nonadi-
abatic coupling, are well-captured by electronic friction
models [5–7]. While classical molecular dynamics with
electronic friction (MDEF) has been successfully applied
to various problems, such as vibrational relaxation [8],
dissociative chemisorption [9], and molecule-surface scat-
tering [10, 11], it is limited by two significant shortcom-
ings: the neglect of NQEs and the prevalent assumption
of Markovian friction.

Path integral-based methods [12] have proven espe-
cially effective at incorporating NQEs into rate calcula-
tions, with semiclassical instantons [13] and ring-polymer
molecular dynamics (RPMD) [14] being standout ap-
proaches. The core strength of these methods lies in
their ability to faithfully capture zero-point energy ef-
fects and incoherent quantum tunnelling, by harnessing
the isomorphism between imaginary-time path integrals
and the canonical partition function of an extended clas-
sical system [15]. This makes them very efficient and
enables the inclusion of NQEs into simulations of multi-
dimensional anharmonic systems, with a computational
overhead comparable to that of a geometry optimization
or a classical MD simulation in an extended phase space.

A semiclassical instanton rate theory incorporating
first-principles electronic friction was developed by Lit-
man and co-workers [16, 17]. The theory accurately
describes the tunnelling-suppressing effects of friction,
but is not suited, e.g., to surface dynamics in the low-
friction regime, which is rate-limited by energy diffu-
sion [18, 19]. Instanton theory struggles to accurately

capture this regime [20], adding to its inherent challenges
in describing low-barrier systems and reactions above the
tunnelling crossover temperature [21].

Unlike instanton theory, RPMD does not suffer from
these limitations and performs well across a wide range of
friction strengths, as long as coherent nuclear tunnelling
remains negligible [22–24]. Benchmarks against reac-
tion rates calculated using the multi-configuration time-
dependent Hartree (MCTDH) method for model systems
showed that RPMD can capture NQEs related to the spa-
tial variation of the friction forces across a wide-range of
friction strengths [24]. Recently, Bi and Dou [25] per-
formed RPMD simulations applying frictional forces to
the ring-polymer centroids and assuming Markovian fric-
tion. Under these assumptions, the dissipative dynamics
could be propagated efficiently, using a modified version
of the path-integral Langevin equation (PILE) propaga-
tion algorithm [26]. The restriction of frictional forces
to the centroids, however, means that the suppression of
the tunnelling probability is not captured [16, 17]. Fur-
thermore, the description of non-Markovian effects is ac-
knowledged as an outstanding challenge by the authors,
highlighting the need for a more comprehensive solution.

Achieving a rigorous and, at the same time, effi-
cient formulation of RPMD for dissipative systems thus
remains an unsolved problem [24, 25]. Previously,
Lawrence et al. [27] formulated a path-integral GLE for
position-independent friction. Here, we generalize the
derivation to include position-dependence of the friction
and adopt the more efficient auxiliary variable propaga-
tion method [1]. This technique, explored by Ceriotti
and co-workers for enhancing sampling in classical and
path-integral MD [26, 28–30], is repurposed to simulate
the dissipative dynamics driven by an ab initio electronic
memory–friction kernel. Using our implementation, we
analyse a model of hydrogen diffusion on Cu(111), for
which earlier classical MD simulations by Gu et al. [31]
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showed close agreement with experimental measurements
at 200K [32]. This is unexpected given the significance of
zero-point energy and shallow tunnelling in such systems
around room temperature [33, 34]. Our findings reveal
that non-Markovian effects can explain this anomalous
agreement.

Theory.—We begin by considering the classical Hamil-
tonian of an (f + 1)-dimensional system,

H(p,q) =

f∑

ν=0

p2ν
2mν

+ V (q), (1)

where p = (p0, . . . , pf) and q = (q0, . . . , qf ) denote the
Cartesian momentum and position coordinates, respec-
tively, and V is the potential energy. To construct the
RPMD Hamiltonian [35], we introduce N replicas of the
original system, also referred to as beads, which are con-
nected into a ring polymer by harmonic springs. The
RPMD Hamiltonian is given by

HN (p, q) =

N−1∑

l=0

H
(
p(l),q(l)

)
+

f∑

ν=0

SN

(
qν

)
, (2)

where q(l) = (q
(l)
0 , . . . , q

(l)
f ) represents the position co-

ordinates of the l-th replica and qν = (q
(0)
ν , . . . , q

(l−1)
ν )

denotes the ν-th components of the position coordinates
of all replicas. The harmonic spring term,

SN

(
qν

)
=

N−1∑

l=0

mνω
2
N

2

(
q(l+1)
ν − q(l)ν

)2

(3)

depends on temperature T through the harmonic fre-
quency ωN = N/βh̄, where β = 1/kBT .
In the limit of largeN , typically aroundO(10)–O(100),

the classical canonical distribution of RPMD position
coordinates converges to the exact quantum Boltzmann
distribution. This property, along with others discussed
in Refs. 22, 36, and 37, ensures that RPMD reaction
rates provide a good approximation to quantum ther-
mal rates in the absence of substantial quantum coher-
ence [38, 39]. RPMD rates can be computed using the
Bennett–Chandler approach [40], which expresses the
thermal rate as the product

k(T ) = κ(tp)kQTST(T ), (4)

where kQTST(T ) is the quantum transition-state theory
rate [36, 41] and κ(tp) is the dynamical transmission co-
efficient. The latter is calculated as the value of the flux-
side correlation function at a plateau time tp [38, 39].
Equation (4) relies on a separation of timescales between
the recrossing dynamics and the reaction [42]. For low-
barrier systems, where this assumption may not hold, a
modified expression can be used instead, given in Ref. [27]
and in the Supplemental Material (SM) [43].

Friction.—To incorporate electronic friction into
RPMD, we consider a potential energy function of the
form

V (q) = V ext(Q) +

nbath∑

ν=1

mω2
ν

2

[
qν −

cνF (Q)

mω2
ν

]2
, (5)

where (P,Q) ≡ (p0, q0) denotes the nuclear coordinates—
here taken to be one-dimensional—of a species with
mass m. V ext(Q) denotes the Born–Oppenheimer po-
tential energy surface, and the sum over ν represents the
coupling to a bath of harmonic oscillators. The mapping
of the dissipative environment onto a harmonic system-
bath potential is general; it does not assume that the dis-
sipative environment is itself harmonic [44]. The coupling
coefficients cν and the bath frequencies ων are encoded
in the spectral density

J(ω) =
π

2

nbath∑

ν=1

c2ν
mων

δ(ω − ων) (6)

or, equivalently, the spectrum

Λ(ω) = J(ω)/ω. (7)

The friction kernel η(Q, t, t′) is proportional to the cosine
transform of Λ(ω), as defined in the SM [43]. Any phys-
ical friction can be accurately represented using a suffi-
ciently large nbath. In this study, we obtain the spectrum
Λ(ω) and the interaction potential F (Q) from ab initio

DFT calculations, identifying F (Q)2Λ(ω) with Eq. (14)
of Ref. [45], as implemented in the FHI-aims electronic
structure package.
The system-bath Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) can be con-

structed by a direct harmonic discretization of the spec-
tral density [46] and ring-polymerized as in Eq. (2). This
approach provides an “explicit” representation of the dis-
sipative environment in RPMD, which was employed by
Bridge et al. in a previous study comparing dissipative
RPMD rates to exact quantum benchmarks [24]. The
explicit representation requires a large number of bath
modes to converge the dissipative dynamics, introducing
a prohibitive computational overhead.

Path-Integral GLE.—To reduce the computational
overhead, we solve for the motion of the harmonic bath
modes analytically, as done in Ref. 27 for position-
independent friction, i.e., F (Q) = Q. In the SM [43],
we present all equations of motion for a general F (Q),
which encompasses position-dependent friction. We for-
mulate the path-integral GLE in ring-polymer “normal-
mode” coordinates, Q̃ = (Q̃(0), Q̃(±1), Q̃(±2), . . .). These
are the normal modes of a free ring-polymer (Vsys is con-
stant), which are known analytically and used routinely
in RPMD calculations. Their definition is given in the
SM [43] along with the derivation of the ring-polymer
GLE.
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The dissipative bath renormalizes the ring-polymer po-
tential, leading to

Ṽ ren
N (Q̃) = Ṽ sys

N (Q̃) +
1

2

∑

n

α(n)
[
F̃ (n)

]2
, (8a)

α(n) =
2

π

∫ ∞

0

Λ(ω)ω̃2
n

ω2 + ω̃2
n

dω , (8b)

where Ṽ sys
N is the potential of an N -bead ring

polymer in the absence of friction, F̃ (n) are
normal-mode interaction potentials, related to{
F (Q(0)), F (Q(1)), . . . , F (Q(N−1))

}
by a linear transfor-

mation, and

ω̃n =
2N

βh̄
sin

(
π|n|

N

)
(9)

are the harmonic frequencies associated with normal
modes Q̃(±n). Equation (8) is a reformulation of Eq. (34)
in Ref. [16]. It accounts for the suppression of tunnelling
probability and is the only modification needed to obtain
the QTST rate [kQTST(T ) in Eq. (4)] in the presence of
friction.
The dynamical transmission coefficient [κ(tp) in

Eq. (4)] is further influenced by the dissipative and
stochastic forces acting on the normal-mode momenta
P̃ (n). These forces are described by the GLE

dP̃ (n)

dt
= −

∂Ṽ ren
N

∂Q̃(n)
−

∫ t∑

n′

η(n,n
′)(t, t′; Q̃)

P̃ (n′)(t′)

m
dt′

+
∑

n′

∂F̃ (n)(t)

∂Q̃(n′)
ζ(n

′)(t), (10)

where the ring-polymer friction tensor is given by

η(n,n
′)(t, t′; Q̃) =

∑

n′′

∂F̃ (n′′)(t)

∂Q̃(n)
K(n′′)(t− t′)

∂F̃ (n′′)(t′)

∂Q̃(n′)
,

(11)

and the “resolvent” associated with P̃ (n) is

K(n)(t) =
2

π

∫ ∞

0

Λ(ω)ω2

ω2 + ω̃2
n

cos
(
t
√
ω2 + ω̃2

n

)
dω . (12)

The stochastic forces ζ(n) satisfy the second fluctuation-
dissipation theorem [47]

〈ζ(n)(t)ζ(n)(t′)〉 = kBTK
(n)(t− t′). (13)

For simplicity, all expressions are given for a one-
dimensional system but can be straightforwardly gener-
alized to the multidimensional case.
For the centroid coordinate P̃ (0), the normal-mode fre-

quency ω̃0 = 0, so that the centroid resolvent K(0)(t) is
identical to the resolvent of the classical GLE. For a con-
stant friction spectrum [Λ(ω) = const.] the centroid resol-
vent produces a Markovian friction, K(0)(t) ∝ δ(t). The

other resolvents have a more complicated time depen-
dence, even for constant Λ(ω) [27], and will always gener-
ate non-Markovian friction. To propagate the dissipative
dynamics, we map the non-Markovian GLE onto a sys-
tem of multivariate Ornstein–Uhlenbeck equations [48].
The mapping consists in coupling naux pairs of fictitious
auxiliary dynamical variables to every momentum coor-
dinate. The coupling parameters are fitted so that the
interactions with the auxiliary variables reproduce the
dissipative and random forces in Eq. (10) (see SM [43]
for details of the parametrization and propagation). This
approach generalizes the path-integral stochastic ther-
mostatting algorithm [28–30], and requires only a few
auxiliary variables (naux ≪ nbath) to converge the dis-
sipative dynamics, significantly reducing the computa-
tional overhead.

Reaction Model.—To study the diffusion of atomic hy-
drogen on Cu(111), we mapped the potential connecting
the hcp and fcc adsorption sites [Fig. 1(a,b)]. We con-
sidered the effects of surface relaxation, basis set and
choice of functional on the potential energy curve and
corresponding rates, as reported in the SM [43]. In the
following, we show results for a substrate lattice that was
fixed at the bare-slab equilibrium geometry. For the map-
ping, the hydrogen atom was constrained at equidistant
points along the line connecting the two adsorption sites,
optimizing the displacement perpendicular to the slab
surface. We calculated the potential energy using DFT
with the PBE exchange-correlation functional [49] and
the Tkatchenko–Scheffler screened van der Waals disper-
sion corrections [50], as implemented in FHI-aims [51]
(see the SM [43]). The electronic friction was computed
from the electron-phonon coupling matrix elements, also
obtained using FHI-aims [45]. Deviations of the interac-
tion potential F (Q) from linearity were negligible for this
system, and all results presented below were derived from
simulations using the linear approximation, F (Q) = Q.
Dynamical simulations were performed with an in-house
code [52], where the algorithms developed in this letter
were implemented for one-dimensional potential energy
profiles.

QTST Rates.—In a typical calculation, the “raw”
ab initio electronic friction spectrum is convolved with
a Gaussian window of width σ to extrapolate to the in-
finitely large k-grid limit. In order to approximate the
friction as Markovian, σ is set to be large, typically be-
tween 0.3 eV and 0.6 eV. However, this washes out the
spectral detail at the low energy scales relevant to surface
diffusion. A narrower window [Fig. 1(c) and (d)] reveals
that for hydrogen on Cu(111) electronic friction is super-
Ohmic [53] at low energies. This feature has a significant
impact on calculated reaction rates. The choice of σ di-
rectly impacts the renormalized ring-polymer potential
in Eq. (8), which modulates tunnelling probabilities and
the computed QTST rates.
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Using the renormalized ring-polymer potential instead
of the system-bath representation in Eq. (5) greatly accel-
erated the convergence of QTST rate calculations. The
acceleration is twofold: firstly, there are many fewer de-
grees of freedom to propagate, so that the computational
cost of a single propagation step is reduced. Secondly,
we are not explicitly sampling the thermal distribution
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FIG. 1. (a) Potential energy along the reaction coordinate
connecting the hcp site of Cu(111) at 0 Å and the fcc site
at 1.5 Å, computed using DFT with the PBE exchange–
correlation functional and Tkatchenko–Scheffler screened van
der Waals correction (see SM [43]). (b) Hydrogen atom ad-
sorbed at the hcp site of Cu(111), with the three neighbour-
ing fcc sites marked by blue hexagons. (c) Spectra of the
electronic-friction tensor projected onto the reaction coordi-
nate and convolved with a σ = 0.02 eV Gaussian window.
The solid, dashed, and dotted line show spectra at the re-
actant minimum (hcp), transition state (bridge) and product
minimum (fcc), respectively. The fcc and hcp spectra are near
identical. (d) Same, but for a σ = 0.04 eV window. (e) QTST
rates for the potential in panel (a), coupled to a bath with ei-
ther the fcc spectrum from panel (c), panel (d), or an Ohmic
bath with η0 = 2ps−1. Rates are also shown for systems with
rescaled friction, ηscaled(Q, t, t′) = ςη(Q, t, t′), where ς is the
friction scale factor.
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FIG. 2. (a) Classical (N = 1) transmission coefficient at
200K for the fcc friction spectrum in Fig. 1(c) damped by

w(ω) = e−ω/ωc , ωc = 4000 cm−1. Calculations using har-
monic bath discretization [46] are shown in shades of red (see
legend for the number of bath modes). Simulation results us-
ing the auxiliary variable propagator with naux = 5 are shown
in cyan. (b) Same but for friction scaled by a factor of 10.
(c) Classical (MD) and ring-polymer (RPMD) transmission
coefficients computed for the same friction spectrum as in
panel (a) and an Ohmic friction with η0 = 2ps−1. (d) Same,
but for friction scaled by a factor of 10.

of the harmonic bath modes, so that a given sampling ac-
curacy is reached for a smaller total number of steps (see
SM [43]). Simulation times in our study were reduced by
a factor of 100 for some friction and temperature regimes.
To facilitate comparison with experimental results, all

calculated QTST rates are multiplied by a factor of 3, in
order to account for hops to all three equivalent neigh-
bouring fcc sites [Fig. 1(b)]. For the ab initio friction, the
relative differences between rates calculated with Ohmic
and super-Ohmic profiles significantly increase when the
friction strength is varied within the range spanned by
typical metal substrates, as shown in Fig. 1(e). Thus, we
predict that non-Markovian effects will have a stronger
impact on low-temperature QTST rates for certain sur-
faces, e.g., Ru(0001) [32, 54],

Transmission coefficients.—The transmission coeffi-
cient κ(tp) is also strongly influenced by the low-
frequency part of the friction spectrum. Calculating
κ for our system is especially challenging due to the
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weak damping exerted by the electronic friction, although
we still expect RPMD to provide a good description of
the quantum reaction rates, since quantum coherence
should be negligible for low-frequency, low-barrier pro-
cesses [24, 55]. However, weak friction results in a flux-
side correlation function that is slow to reach a plateau.
If one were to simulate the dissipative dynamics using a
harmonic system-bath mapping in Eq. (5) and the dis-
cretization procedure in Ref. 46, over 500 modes would
be needed to converge the calculation [Fig. 2(a) and (b)].
Simulations using the method of auxiliary variables to
propagate the GLE in Eq. (10) reach convergence with
only naux = 5.

As shown in Fig. 2(c) and (d), approximating elec-
tronic friction as Markovian leads to a substantial over-
estimation of the transmission coefficient. This can be
attributed to the fact that, in the low-friction regime,
the rate is limited by the efficiency of energy dissipa-
tion [18, 19]. The characteristic frequencies associated
with the motion along the reaction coordinate are of
O(50meV), a spectral range where Ohmic friction ex-
hibits enhanced spectral density compared to the actual
friction spectra in Fig. 1(c). This results in Ohmic fric-
tion artificially enhancing energy dissipation, leading to
an overestimation of the rate.

Overall rates.—A comparison of our low-friction cal-
culation results with the hcp-site escape rates extracted
from helium-3 surface spin-echo (HeSE) measurements
by Townsend and co-workers [32] confirms that classical
dynamics with Markovian friction provides a surprisingly
good fit to the data, as noted previously [31]. However,
a closer examination of the temperature dependence re-
veals the limitations of the classical model. Specifically,
for hydrogen [Fig. 3(c)], the experimental rates at low
temperatures (< 200K) exceed the predictions of a classi-
cal Arrhenius curve (see also Fig. S5 in the SM [43]). This
discrepancy arises from the contribution of activationless
deep tunnelling, which becomes the dominant reaction
mechanism below the crossover temperature (≈ 100K).
The onset of this effect is already apparent at the experi-
mentally probed temperatures, indicating a non-classical
behaviour that cannot be captured by the classical model
alone.

In contrast to hydrogen, the experimental rates for
deuterium [Fig. 3(d)] deviate from the linear Arrhe-
nius trend in the opposite sense, falling slightly below
the expected values at low temperatures. For this re-
action, the crossover to deep tunnelling occurs around
70K and does not significantly impact the temperature
range in Fig. 3(d). However, the heavier mass of deu-
terium leads to RPMD rates converging on the classical
predictions already at around 250K, due to the dimin-
ishing importance of zero-point energy and shallow tun-
nelling effects [57, 58]. Consequently, the RPMD data for
T > 200K, when fitted to a straight line, create the ap-
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FIG. 3. (a) Hydrogen escape rates from the hcp site of
Cu(111) for the potential in Fig. 1(a), computed using the
same methods and friction profiles as in Fig. 2(c) and com-
pared against HeSE measurements [32] (black crosses). The
black dash-dotted line is the QTST rate, which is essentially
identical with the semiclassical Wolynes rates [56] computed
in Ref. 32. The grey line shows the linear Arrhenius fit to
RPMD rates between 200 and 250K. (b) Same as (a), but
for deuterium on Cu(111).

pearance of a low-temperature rate “suppression”, mir-
roring the experimental observation.

Outlook.—In this letter, we described how non-
Markovian friction effects can be incorporated into
RPMD simulations using a GLE framework and an
auxiliary-variable propagator algorithm. This method is
readily applicable to multidimensional systems and it is
generalizable to different types of frictional forces. It of-
fers a practical tool for atomistic modelling, requiring
only minor modifications to existing path-integral GLE
infrastructure, such as that implemented in i-PI [59].

By applying this approach to the problem of hydro-
gen diffusion on Cu(111), we could study the inter-
play between friction memory and NQEs in reaction
rates. Our results revealed that friction memory can sig-
nificantly influence reaction rates above the tunnelling
crossover temperature, effectively masking NQEs. This
provides a nuanced understanding of the previously re-
ported agreement between classical molecular dynamics
and experiment [31], highlighting the importance of ac-
curate electronic structure, NQEs, and dissipative dy-
namics for quantitative modelling. Furthermore, our
auxiliary-variable GLE formulation is applicable to sys-
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tems with strongly position-dependent friction, where we
expect it to yield new physical insights [16, 17]. Com-
bined with advances in embedding techniques [60, 61]
and machine learning potentials [62], our method will be
a powerful approach for studying reactions in metallic
environments.
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J. Chem. Theory Comput. 6, 1170 (2010).

[30] M. Ceriotti and D. E. Manolopoulos, Efficient

mailto:george.trenins@mpsd.mpg.de
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.1c01120
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.478667
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.464723
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.4c00899
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.469915
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.217601
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5035412
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.115432
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.9b00523
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.7b03182
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.3c03591
https://books.google.ch/books?id=JkMuDAAAQBAJ
https://doi.org/10.1080/0144235X.2018.1472353
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.6b07140
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.441588
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0088399
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0088400
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.456837
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.022242
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0237368
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3267318
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpclett.3c01154
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0216823
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0187646
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3489925
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.1045
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5116800
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.09882
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.030603
https://doi.org/10.1021/ct900563s


7

First-Principles Calculation of the Quantum Ki-
netic Energy and Momentum Distribution of Nuclei,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 100604 (2012).

[31] K. Gu, C. Li, B. Jiang, S. Lin, and H. Guo, Short- and
Long-Time Dynamics of Hydrogen Spillover from a Single
Atom Platinum Active Site to the Cu(111) Host Surface,
J. Phys. Chem. C 126, 17093 (2022).

[32] P. S. M. Townsend, Diffusion of Light Adsorbates on
Transition Metal Surfaces, Ph.D. thesis, University of
Cambridge (2017).

[33] G. X. Cao, E. Nabighian, and X. D. Zhu, Diffusion
of Hydrogen on Ni(111) over a Wide Range of Tem-
perature: Exploring Quantum Diffusion on Metals,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 3696 (1997).

[34] T. Firmino, R. Marquardt, F. Gatti, and W. Dong,
Diffusion Rates for Hydrogen on Pd(111) from
Molecular Quantum Dynamics Calculations,
J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 5, 4270 (2014).

[35] I. R. Craig and D. E. Manolopoulos, Quantum statis-
tics and classical mechanics: Real time correla-
tion functions from ring polymer molecular dynamics,
J. Chem. Phys. 121, 3368 (2004).

[36] T. J. H. Hele and S. C. Althorpe, Derivation
of a true (t → 0+) quantum transition-state
theory. I. Uniqueness and equivalence to ring-
polymer molecular dynamics transition-state-theory,
J. Chem. Phys. 138, 084108 (2013), arXiv:1307.3729v1.

[37] T. J. H. Hele, M. J. Willatt, A. Muolo, and S. C. Al-
thorpe, Communication: Relation of centroid molecular
dynamics and ring-polymer molecular dynamics to exact
quantum dynamics, J. Chem. Phys. 142, 191101 (2015),
arXiv:1505.05065.

[38] I. R. Craig and D. E. Manolopoulos, Chemical re-
action rates from ring polymer molecular dynamics,
J. Chem. Phys. 122, 084106 (2005).

[39] I. R. Craig and D. E. Manolopoulos, A refined ring
polymer molecular dynamics theory of chemical reaction
rates, J. Chem. Phys. 123, 034102 (2005).

[40] R. Collepardo-Guevara, I. R. Craig, and D. E.
Manolopoulos, Proton transfer in a polar sol-
vent from ring polymer reaction rate theory,
J. Chem. Phys. 128, 144502 (2008).

[41] S. C. Althorpe and T. J. H. Hele, Derivation of a true
(t → 0+) quantum transition-state theory. II. Recovery
of the exact quantum rate in the absence of recrossing,
J. Chem. Phys. 139, 0 (2013), arXiv:1307.3020v2.

[42] I. R. Craig, M. Thoss, and H. Wang, Proton trans-
fer reactions in model condensed-phase environments:
Accurate quantum dynamics using the multilayer
multiconfiguration time-dependent Hartree approach,
J. Chem. Phys. 127, 144503 (2007).

[43] See Supplemental Material at [URL will be inserted by
publisher] for details of the DFT calculations; variations
in the potential energy surface and rates upon surface re-
laxation and change of exchange–correlation functional;
derivation of the ring-polymer GLE; details of the auxil-
iary variable propagation algorithm for the ring-polymer
GLE; computational details and convergence test for the
RPMD rate calculations. The Supplemental Material also
includes Refs. [19, 26, 27, 42, 46–51, 53, 63–72].

[44] A. Caldeira and A. Leggett, Quantum tunnelling in a
dissipative system, Ann. Phys. 149, 374 (1983).

[45] C. L. Box, W. G. Stark, and R. J. Maurer,
Ab initio calculation of electron-phonon linewidths

and molecular dynamics with electronic friction at
metal surfaces with numeric atom-centred orbitals,
Electron. Struct. 5, 035005 (2023).

[46] P. L. Walters, T. C. Allen, and N. Makri, Di-
rect determination of discrete harmonic bath pa-
rameters from molecular dynamics simulations,
J. Comput. Chem. 38, 110 (2017).

[47] R. Kubo, The fluctuation-dissipation theorem,
Rep. Prog. Phys. 29, 306 (1966).

[48] C. W. Gardiner, Handbook of Stochastic Methods for
Physics, Chemistry, and the Natural Sciences (Springer-
Verlag, 1985).

[49] J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Gen-
eralized Gradient Approximation Made Simple,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).

[50] V. G. Ruiz, W. Liu, E. Zojer, M. Scheffler,
and A. Tkatchenko, Density-Functional Theory
with Screened van der Waals Interactions for the
Modeling of Hybrid Inorganic-Organic Systems,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 146103 (2012).

[51] V. Blum, R. Gehrke, F. Hanke, P. Havu, V. Havu,
X. Ren, K. Reuter, and M. Scheffler, Ab initio molec-
ular simulations with numeric atom-centered orbitals,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 180, 2175 (2009).

[52] G. Trenins, https://github.com/GeorgeTrenins/rpmd-
gle/.

[53] U. Weiss, Quantum Dissipative Systems (Fourth Edition)
(World Scientific, 2012).

[54] N. Gerrits, J. I. Juaristi, and J. Meyer, Electronic friction
coefficients from the atom-in-jellium model for Z = 1 −

92, Phys. Rev. B 102, 155130 (2020).
[55] M. R. Fiechter, J. E. Runeson, J. E. Lawrence,

and J. O. Richardson, How Quantum is the Reso-
nance Behavior in Vibrational Polariton Chemistry?,
J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 14, 8261 (2023).

[56] P. G. Wolynes, Quantum Theory of Activated Events in
Condensed Phases, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 968 (1981).

[57] R. Bell, The Tunnel Effect in Chemistry (Springer US,
2013).

[58] J. O. Richardson, Microcanonical and thermal instanton
rate theory for chemical reactions at all temperatures,
Faraday Discuss. 195, 49 (2016).

[59] Y. Litman, V. Kapil, Y. M. Y. Feldman, D. Tisi,
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