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Abstract

Accurate simulation the many-electronic nonadiabatic dynamics process at metal surfaces
remains as a significant task. In this work, we present an orbital surface hopping (OSH) al-
gorithm rigorously derived from the orbital quantum classical Liouville equation (0-QCLE)
to deal with nonadiabatic dynamics for many-electron systems. This OSH algorithm closely
connects with the popular Independent Electron Surface Hopping (IESH) method, which has

shown remarkable success in addressing these nonadiabatic phenomena, except that electrons
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hop between orbitals. We compare OSH with IESH approach and benchmark these two algo-
rithms against the surface hopping method with a full Configuration Interaction (FCI) wave-
function. Our approach shows strong agreement with IESH and FCI-SH results for molec-
ular orbital populations and kinetic energy relaxation and in high efficiency, demonstrating
the ability of the new OSH method in capturing key aspects of many-electronic nonadiabatic

dynamics.

1 Introduction

Nonadiabatic effects on metal surfaces, such as vibrational energy relaxation and electron trans-

fer, play a crucial role in many physical and chemical processes, such as inelastic collision, 1
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chemisorption,® ™ electrochemistry,? 1Y heterogeneous catalysis, and molecular junctions.
Accurately describing these effects, particularly the interaction between nuclear motion and elec-
tronic degrees of freedom, presents a significant challenge due to the severe breakdown of the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation. Moreover, the metal electronic orbitals form a continuum, facilitat-
ing surface electron-hole pair excitations. Consequently, treating these systems fully quantum me-
chanically would require considering an astronomical number of excited states.These factors make
full quantum mechanic methods like Multi Configuration Time Dependent Hartree (MCTDH), 12
Hierarchical Quantum Master Equation (HQME) 16 impractical for such systems.

For efficient simulations of more realistic metal interface systems, a mixed quantum-classical
approach is necessary. Indeed, a variety of methods such as electron friction theory (EF),7-20
independent electron surface hopping (IESH) method,*”* Mapping Mode,® broached classical
master equation (BCME) methods®"3!' have recently been used to study the dynamics of metal
surface. Among these methods, the EF and IESH methods are the most popular and widely used.
Although EF theory is straightforward to implement and has seen significant development in recent
years,22 3 it is inherently limited to the weak coupling regime. Specifically, its applicability

requires low nuclear momenta and weak nuclei-electron interactions. Furthermore, when analyzing

vibrational energy dissipation, EF theory can accurately predict the average vibrational energy but



fails to provide the correct vibrational state distribution.2®

To address the limitations of the EF method, Tully’s group developed the IESH method in
2009.22 The original IESH method was applied to the inelastic scattering of NO-Au(111) system,
where it successfully reproduces trapping probabilities and equilibrium vibrational energy distri-
butions that align well with experimental results.** This demonstrates that IESH can capture key
experimental trends with reasonable accuracy. Furthermore, it is computationally efficient due to
the independent electron assumption, making it a highly practical and effective model. Since its
development, IESH has been widely applied to open-shell species on metal surfaces.*Despite its
successes, IESH remains an ansétz without rigorous proof. In this article, we demonstrate why
the independent electron ansitz of IESH works by directly analyzing the many-body quantum dy-
namics of a non-interacting system. The main theoretical result is an orbital quantum classical
Liouville equation (0-QCLE), which can naturally lead to an orbital surface hopping (OSH) al-
gorithm. In addition, we perform full configuration space surface hopping dynamics for small
systems to demonstrate both OSH and IESH capture the essential many body dynamics despite
being evolved with single-particle equations of motions.

This article is organized as follows. Section[2] comprises a comprehensive description of meth-
ods and theory used in this paper, where Sec. [2.1| presents the derivation of orbital quantum clas-
sical Liouville equation. The 0-QCLE can naturally leads to the OSH approach, which presents
in Sec. 2.2} In Sec. [2.3] we reconstructed the IESH method based on 0-QCLE; Sec. [2.4] outlines
the algorithm of Full Configuration Interaction Surface Hopping (FCI-SH) algorithms. Section 3|
presents the numerical comparison of IESH, OSH, and FCI-SH over two systems, representing
thermal equilibrium (Sec. and high vibrational state (Sec. [3.2)), respectively. Finally, we sum-

marize this work in Section [l



2 Theory and Methodology

2.1 The Orbital Quantum Classical Liouville Equation

Consider a general many-electron Hamiltonian describing the coupled electron-nuclear motion,
given by
I:Itotal = Tn ‘f’ﬂel(T; R)7 (D

where T, = PM ' P /2 represents the nuclei kinetic operator, H| represents the electronic Hamil-
tonian that depends on electronic (7) and nuclear (R) coordinates. Suppose the electrons are non-

interacting, such that A, can be described by quadratic terms
A m ~
Ay(r,R) =Y hij(R)d/d;+U(R), )
ij

with d? (cf ;) denotes the creation (annihilation) operator for the i (j)-th orbital, &;;(R) is the single-
bady Hamiltonian and U (R) represents electronic state independent potential energy. This system
comprises m-spin orbitals, which are occupied by n electrons distributed among these orbitals.
The many-body quantum dynamics of this molecular system is governed by the Liouville-von
Neumann (LvN) equation, that
aa_;; = —— A (1)) 3)
where P (¢) denotes the total many-body density operator. To proceed, we first define the single-

body density operator 6 whose matrix elements are given by 6;; = Tre(ﬁdfdk). We can show that

the single-body density operator satisfies (See detailed derivations in Appendix.[A)

E__h otal»

%0 - [ags.e0) @



Here H%'> represents the total Hamiltonian in the single-body basis set {|i),i=1,...,m}:
towt = T+ U (R)+ ) hij(R) i)l (5)
ij

again, U (R) represents the pure nuclear potential energy. The single-body LvN Egq. indicates that
for a noninteracting many electronic system, the dynamics are exactly encoded in the single-body
Hamiltonian, as long as the system can be described by quadratic terms (Eq. [2).

We proceed by deriving a mixed quantum-classical Liouville equation for the orbital density
matrix. To do so, we can apply the partial Wigner transformation, which transfers the nuclear
degree of freedom from Hilbert space to phase space. For an arbitrary operator 0(1‘) Wigner

transformation reads:

N —iP- Y| A Y
OW(R,P,I):/dYe §Y<R—§ o) R+§>, (6)
and for single-body density matrix &,
—iY- Y Y
6w (R, P,1) :(27th)3N/dYe i <R—3 6(t) R+?>, %

where 3N is the size of the nuclear degrees of freedom. The trace of 6y (R, P,t) over electronic
degrees of freedom equals the number of electrons, m, as this is a many-electron system. By
applying the partial Wigner transform rules to Eq. ] and truncating the Wigner-Moyal operator to

the first order,*® we obtain the orbital quantum-classical Liouville equation (0-QCLE)

a(/\fw(R,P,l) _—i[/:l P ]_ &86‘4/
ot TRt Loy, oR, )
1 A . U d6w
+§§({hW7GW}_{GW7hW}) +§’8Ra 9P,



Here the Poisson bracket is

JA 9B JA 9B
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Finally, 0-QCLE can be projected onto the adiabatic basis. We first diagonalize the single-body

Hamiltonian to get the adiabatic orbital energy €;(R) and corresponding basis \q) i(R)):

R)[9;(R)) =¢;(R)|9;(R)).

Sandwiching both sides of Eq. by (¢j(R) ‘ : | ¢ (R)), we obtain

IGIN(R,Pt) . . & Pe i
WT:—1(91"6‘{[,(R,P,t)+zzﬁ‘;(0‘fvdlk “ow)

B ﬁacv{,k 1 Gé‘]f 8GWFlk .y oU dajy
~ M, R, 2% ~ JR, JF,’

where @/* = (g; — &) /h. We have used the fact that:

Jk ,
(0,(R)| 2200 1)) = 25D Y (ol doi),
[

here the nonadiabatic coupling matrix elements are given as:

P Fi*
?k = <¢j(R)‘ 8_Ra W’k(R» = _W’

and the force can be calculated under Hellman Feynman equation

FJ*=(9;(R)|[0h/OR.]|0(R)).

(10)
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2.2 Orbital surface hopping method (OSH)

With 0-QCLE (Egq. [TT)), we propose a orbital surface hopping (OSH) algorithm. QCLE is the

47490 and its connection with surface

starting point of many mixed quantum-classical algorithms,
hopping has been thoroughly discussed in Refs. 432021 Similarly, o-QCLE (Eq. also implies
a surface hopping algorithm which is called OSH. Without considering decoherence,*® the OSH

algorithm can be outlined step-by-step as follows.

1. We start by sampling the initial wavepacket with a swarm of trajectories. The initial po-
sition (R), momentum (P) and occupied oribtals are sampled according to the problem
being investigated. In each trajectory, nuclear position (R), nuclear momenta (P), and
adiabatic single-particle density matrix (o) are propagated. In addition, an index array
A= {A1,..., A} is used to track the occupation of n electrons in m adiabatic orbitals. Specif-

ically, o can be initialized by either occupying diabatic or adiabatic orbitals:

* Diabatic occupation. Initially, suppose n diabatic orbitals, E ={&i,...,&,}, are occu-

pied. Then, the initial diabatic density matrix is given by

djabatic .

6j i€
0; S

0 i¢¢

Adiabatic density ¢ can be obtained by ¢ = U ¢%12b3c{/ The adiabatic index array A

is then stochastically sampled from adiabatic populations diag(o).

* Adiabatic occupation. For given adiabatic occupation configuration A, ¢ is given by

Despite the initialization scheme, the initial density represent a mixed state whose trace is n.



2. Between time ¢ and ¢ + At, propagate R, P by the following equations of motion:

. P
= 1
R=-, (15)
n

U
= —— Fy 5. 16
8R+ 1 A (16)

i=

Instead of being propagated on potential energy surface of the active state, the nuclei experi-
ence the single-particle forces of the occupied orbitals. ¢ is propagated with a smaller time

step Ar'under the equation of motion for single-particle density matrix,

Gij(t) = —l(DJkG,J Z szkj — Gikdkj)- (17)

k

EI"U

3. At every smaller time step At’, we evaluate the hopping probabilities from each occupied
orbital to the unoccupied orbitals. Using the Fewest Switches Surface Hopping (FSSH)>2

scheme, the hopping probability from occupied orbital A; to orbital j is,

max{ 2Re(0%, R-dj3,)A [0y, o} jd A

. (18)
0 JeA

gj(—l, -

The stochastic hopping algorithm is identical to that of FSSH,># albeit hopping will be con-
sidered for each occupied electron. To minimize hopping, no more than one electron is

allowed to transition to a different orbital per nuclear propagating time step.

4851 Momenta are

4. When a hop occurs between A; and j, the total energy must be conserved.
rescaled in the direction of the single-particle derivative coupling d jxli-53 If the nuclei do not

have enough kinetic energy, the hop is frustrated and this hopping attempt is ignored.

5. Return to step

Similar to the original FSSH algorithm, physical quantities that are exclusively nuclear oper-

ators (e.g. position, momentum, kinetic energy and etc.) or electronic operators diagonal in the



adiabatic representation (e.g. adiabatic orbital populations) can be directly computed via averag-
ing over trajectory. Diabatic orbital populations, however, is evaluated with the density matrix
approach:>+>>

szewajijU;k)) . (19)
=J

n 2 m

Pa = Z |Ua}»i{ + Z
i=1 j=lk=

Overall, we have presented an efficient surface hopping algorithm for non-interacting multiple

electrons system. This OSH algorithm completely considers orbitals and occupations rather than

electronic state, hence will be very efficient for large systems. Readers familiar with the Indepen-

dent Electron Surface Hopping (IESH) will notice some similarity between OSH and IESH. We

will compare these two methods in Sec.[2.3]

2.3 1ESH method

We can reconstruct the IESH method starting from 0-QCLE. As derived in Sec. 2.1] the dynamics
are exactly encoded in the single-body Liouville equation, as long as the electronic interaction can
be described by quadratic terms. Each electron in this system can evolve independently under the
time-dependent Schodinger equation or single body density matrix as Eq. which is almost the
same as our OSH approach.

The main difference between IESH and OSH is that electrons hop between states. The hopping
rate between different states is achieved by constructing the many electron states with occupied
orbitals. 2 If b;r and b; are the creation and annihilation operators for a particle in adiabatic orbital
basis ‘(]) i (R)> Then the many-electron eigenstate can be obtained by populating N, of these one-

electron orbitals in one slater determinant.

|J>:b;\,evabj_2bj_l |0>:|¢]1¢]257¢1Ne| (20)

Analogy the definition of FSSH,>2 hopping probability from state |3) to state |I) can be written

as:



AlBlj

gjl:max ,0 5 (21)
AJJ

in which,

Bji = -2Re(A4R- (ji| d(R) |I;)). (22)

The j; and [; are the electron occupied orbitals in states 7 and I respectively. The subscript i for the
i"" electron. Here we follow Tully’s definition“ using this structure to remove the antisymmetry
of electrons. It is easy to verify (See detailed derivations in Appendix. [B) that the nonadiabatic
coupling is zero unless only one pair of electron orbitals different from each other, which means
only single electron hops need considered in hopping rate calculation.

The density matrix elements A;- ; and A;; are calculated with "general overlap method",>®
Aji = (J|P) (P[I). (23)
Here the total wavefunction |®) is a single Slater determinant state,

D) = |y1v2,..., Une|- (24)

Then the many electron inner product (j|®) is given by the determinant value of the overlap matrix

of occupied orbitals:

Generally, the computational cost of these determinants is proportional to N2. N is the di-
mension of the determinant. These will be the bottleneck of IESH approach if we calculate them

directly.”” Detailed discussion is given in the following section.
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2.4 Full Configuration Interaction Surface Hopping

As discussed in Section [2.3] only one Slater determinant is used for the total many-electron wave
function in the IESH method. To include the correlation energy of different electron occupation,
we borrow the idea from electronic structure theory, the exact total many-electron wavefunction is

defined as a linear combination of N, electron trial function:>®

|>—%W0+Z%W’+Z YA (26)

a<b
r<s

where |W¥) is the Hartree Fock (HF) like Slate determinant with lowest energy orbitals occupied.

|W’) are the Slate determinants involving single excitation, ab> are the State determinants in-
volving double excitation.

In this FCI-SH method, a sort of electrons evolve under many-body schddinger equation.
ih|¥) = Ha(R(2)) |¥,). 27)

The evolution of density matrix also determined by the quantum Liouville equation (Eq.3).
Under partial Wigner transformation and the adiabatic representation |®;(R)), the final quantum-

classical Liouville equation of FCI density is written as

Ipiy (R, P,t)

3 :—E(E —E)piy Z pI!Dy —Djipyy)

(28)

oplk  apil
v - JZFPw. Ik
2;<Fw ap T ap )

Start from this QCLE, we can implies the FCI-SH algorithm step-by-step as in Sec. [2.2] It worth

noting that the hop probability from surface j to surface [, g;; is also defined as

Al‘Blj
gji = max ,0 5, (29)
Ajj
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and,

Bji =-2Re(AjR - (¥;|d(R)[¥)))
(30)
= -2Re(AjR - (jil d(R) |I;))-

Which is exactly the same as the hopping probability equation in IESH approach. This indicates
that the IESH approach has considered all electron excitation. The comparison of the dynamics
results between IESH and FCI-SH would show clearly the effect of many-body wavefunction to
the dynamic process, especially, when this wavefunction is coupled with a nuclear trajectory and

ultrafast electron transfer happens in the nuclei movement.
Finally, as mentioned in to include decoherence and to use information of unoccupied state,
the population of diabetic state is calculated using the correct density matrix (CMD) method>>**

as Eq.[I9] For the evolution processes of the IESH and FCI-SH are similar as the OSH approach.

The details have shown in Sec [2.2] so we will not repeat here.

3 Results and discussions

In this work, we focus on two questions: 1. Has any many-body effects been missed in the non-adi-
abatic dynamic simulation when using a single-particle approaches such as OSH and IESH. 2. Can
the new simpler OSH approach achieve comparable, or even better results than IESH? To address
these questions, we study two nonelastic collision process between a molecule and metal surface.
One is that the molecule is under thermal equilibrium before collision, which is a simplified model
used to study the electron transfer rate in the chemisorption. The other is that the molecule is
highly vibration excited, which can show the state-to-state energy transfer mechanism in the fast
electron transfer process.

For both systems, we employ the Newns-Anderson model, which has been successfully applied
to study non-adiabatic effects at gas-metal interfaces.”* Numerous reference results using IESH

are also available.”>*°%ll For smaller systems, we use Full Configuration Space Surface Hopping

12



approach as a many-body benchmark. For larger systems, comparisons are limited to OSH and
IESH.
The Newns-Anderson Hamiltonian with one molecular orbital and a continuum of metal elec-

tron orbitals is given as:

A4(R) =Uy(R) + (U1 (R) — Up(R))clea + /E " delectce)

- 31

+ de(V(e;R)clce +V(e; R)*cley),
E-

where Up(R),U; (R) are the potential energy surfaces of the neutral and anionic molecule, respec-
tively. V(&; R) are the couplings between molecular and metal orbitals. ¢f(ce) and ] (c,) are the
fermionic creation (annihilation) operators of metal and molecule orbital, respectively.

To explicitly simulate this model, we discretize the integrals in Eq.[31] Specifically, the wide-

band spectral density function is used and the hybridization function,

[(e;R)=2nY |V(e,R)[*8(e — &), (32)
k
is assumed to be a constant I" across the interval E_ = —W /2 + u and E; = W /2 + u. Here,

W and u are the bandwidth and the chemical potential, respectively. The trapezoid discretiza-
tion procedure is adopted following Ref.,!' as it is reported to be numerically more stable®! and
equally accurate as Gauss-Legendre procedure for small bandwidths.>” For n;, metal orbitals, the

discretized energies (&) and the couplings (V. ) are given as

& = W+Wk_1
k—ﬂ 2 nb_la
33
. C (33)
ak — 277:[)7
where k = 1,...,n, and the one electron state density p = n,/W.

For the potential energy surfaces, we consider a 1D double well potential following Refs. 2276061

13



1
Up(R) = EMcoZRZ, (34)

and linear orbital energy,

Ui(R) —Up(R) = —Ma*gR + %szgz +AG. (35)

Here, the displacement parameter g is related to reorganization energy by E; = %M w’g>.
Throughout Sec. [3] the occupation of the metal orbitals are prepared at "zero temperature", i.e.,
all the diabatic orbitals below Fermi level u are occupied. The impurity molecular orbital, on the
other hand, is unoccupied. Sec. shows the thermal equilibrium results, hence the trajectories
are initialized at thermal equilibrium in the Uy well. In this case, an additional nuclear friction
Yext = 2@ is applied to all trajectories to include the phononic energy dissipation on the surface.®!
Sec. [3.2] shows the vibrational relaxation results, where the trajectories are initialized at a high
vibrational state (v = 16) by the Wigner distribution sampling® of the Uy harmonic potential.

Finally, parameters used in Sec. [3.1]and Sec. [3.2] are summarized in Table

Table 1: Parameters used in the two systems

Parameters?® Systems
Equilibrium® Relaxation®
M 2.0x10° 29164.4
® 20x107% 9.0x1073
Yext 4.0%x 1074 0
r 1.0x107*  0.03675
g 20.6097 0.1
AG —3.8x 1073 0.09356
kgT 9.5x10~% —
Time step (fs) 0.25 0.005
Niaj 500 5000

4 All physical parameters are expressed in
atomic units unless otherwise specified.

b Adopted from Ref.®!

¢ Approximated from Ref.® See SI for de-
tails.
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3.1 Equilibrium system simulation

The 1D Newns-Anderson model (Eq. [31)) is widely used to model equilibrium charge transfer be-
tween adsorbed molecules and metal surfaces.®” Among the methods compared in previous stud-
ies,>>> 606U TESH stands out for its accuracy and adaptability to realistic systems. However, its
computational cost becomes prohibitive when many bath orbitals are included.>¢!' In this subsec-
tion, we show that our OSH algorithm achieves the same results as IESH but with significantly
improved efficiency.

Figure |1|illustrates the impurity hole population (1 — <c2ca>) dynamics, where both OSH and
IESH agree well with FCI-SH. We highlight that despite being completely single-particle, OSH
shows good agreement with FCI-SH in short-time dynamics, equilibrium population, and the over-
all population relaxation rate. Our result here numerically validates both OSH and the IESH ansiitz,
at least for a smaller system (n, = 10). Applying FCI-SH to larger systems becomes impractical
because the configuration space scales combinatorially with ny, (462 for np = 10). It is worth noting
that a similar comparison between FCI-SH and IESH was conducted by Pradhan and Jain,>> but

their results differ from ours, showing considerable disagreement.

1.0 ; ; .
§ | — IESH 1.0y
g —— OSH
2. 0.8F ) .
8 FCI-FSSH | o g
z 0 2
206
o, V.0 A 7]
E '\\,\
N
(]
= rpralytieen, aad T/ ;
] (o A
T 0.4f S
0 50 100 150 200
Time (1/w)

Figure 1: Impurity hole population dynamics as a function of time for OSH, IESH and FCI-SH.
The inset shows the short-time behavior of the same dynamics. n, = 10. Ny,j = 128 for FCI-SH.

Figure 2 shows the convergence of hole population dynamics as we increase orbitals ny,. Notice
that OSH agrees very well with IESH, and both results are consistent with FIG. 2 (a) of Ref.®!

Here, OSH converges slightly faster with respect to ny. Notably, the simulation cost of OSH is
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much lower than that of IESH especially for large systems, where we observe a 4 time speed
up when ny = 100. The remarkable speedup of OSH arises from its simplicity: it only requires
orbital density matrix elements 0;; to calculate the hopping rate, whereas IESH must evaluate the
determinant of overlap matrices for each possible hop. This well-known limitation of IESH which
necessitates optimized numerical algorithm for hopping probability®! or upper bound filtering>’
to mitigate, but OSH inherently avoids this issue. A comparison of the efficiency between OSH

and IESH is provided in the Supporting Information (SI).
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< 1.0
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= 0.8}
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Figure 2: Convergence of the population dynamics over ny,. The left and right panels show results
for IESH and OSH, respectively. Line colors correspond to the number of bath metal orbitals,
as indicated in the top color palette. The inset in the right panel compares IESH and OSH when
ny = 100.

3.2 Vibrational relaxation simulation

In this subsection, we showcase the performance of OSH in modeling the relaxation of a highly
excited vibrational mode near a metal surface. Specifically, we investigate the relaxation of NO
(v =16) on a Au(111) surface, a system previously studied using IESH by various groups.27>764
For simplicity, our simulations focus solely on the NO stretching mode. The double-well potential
used in this study is parametrized based on Ref.®? (see Supporting Information for details).

Similarly as in Sect. [3.1]} we start by comparing OSH and IESH with FCI-SH for a smaller ny,.

Figure [3] (a) shows consistent agreement among these methods, validating OSH can predict the
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correct electron transfer dynamics even when the nuclear system is highly excited. Figure (3| (b)
depicts the kinetic energy relaxation dynamics of the NO molecule. In particular, all three methods
predict identical short (< 20/®) and long (> 12/®) time behavior of the kinetic energy. However,
OSH predicts faster kinetic energy relaxation in the middle portion and relaxes to a slightly lower

final kinetic energy than both IESH and FCI-SH.

(a) 1.0¢ . (b) — .

g | — IESH N — IESH

g 09 — OSH 13 1ot , ]— OSH

=) 1 -

§ 0.82— FCI-FSSH @ gl FCI-FSSH ]

2 o.7} -

§06 \ # g o) M‘”\ )

8 Belig WA A \ B \ _‘ 'g |l ‘

B '\ AAA L T

i ANNVAVIGUVUERIL | —
0 20 10 60 0 50 100 150

Time (1/w) Time (1/w)

Figure 3: Comparison of OSH, IESH, and FCI-FSSH in modeling the relaxation of NO (v = 16) at
Au (111) surface. (a) Impurity hole population dynamics over time. (b) Kinetic energy evolution
over time. np = 10. Ny,j = 512 for FCI-FSSH.

Finally, we examine the convergence of NO’s final vibrational distribution as ny, increases.
Figure [ shows that the converged v distribution peaks at v = 0 and decreases with increasing v, a
trend shared by OSH and IESH. However, OSH predicts higher probabilities for lower vibrational
states, indicating greater relaxation to lower kinetic energy. Specifically, OSH converges to a final
kinetic energy of 1.25h®, compared to 27i for IESH (see Figure [5)). Additionally, IESH shows
significantly higher kinetic energy than OSH during the transient period (r < 50/®). Notably, these
simulations are highly expensive, requiring n, > 120 and over 5000 trajectories to converge the v
distribution. Despite this, OSH can achieve a 1.7x times faster even when compared with a highly

optimized IESH implementation®!' (see Supporting Information for details).
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Figure 4: Convergence of final vibrational state v over n,. The left and right panels show results
for IESH and OSH, respectively. Line colors correspond to the number of bath metal orbitals,
as indicated in the top color palette. The inset in the right panel compares IESH and OSH when
ny = 150.
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Figure 5: Kinetic energy of NO as function of time for OSH and IESH. ny = 150.
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4 Conclusion

We have introduced Orbital Surface Hopping (OSH), a novel and efficient algorithm for model-
ing non-interacting multi-electron systems. This algorithm is motivated by the orbital Quantum-
Classical Liouville Equation (0-QCLE), which is exactly derived as a quantum-classical approx-
imation of the Liouville equation for the reduced many-body density matrix. OSH is applied to
study electron and energy transfer dynamics in the molecule-metal surface, demonstrating results
that are identical or comparable to those of the Independent Electron Surface Hopping (IESH) al-
gorithm, but at significantly lower computational cost. Two scenarios are examined: for electron
transfer at thermal equilibrium, OSH and IESH produced nearly identical results. For vibrational
relaxation of highly excited molecules, OSH and IESH yielded similar vibrational distributions,
though OSH predicted greater energy transfer from molecular vibrations to the metal surface. No-
tably, for large systems with over 100 orbitals, OSH achieves approximately 2x speedup compared
to an efficient implementation of IESH. We believe that the improved computation efficiency of

OSH would make it a competitive approach in real complex systems.
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A Derivation of Orbital Liouville-von Neumann Equation (Eq. 4)

Apply deA ; from the right to both sides of Eq. (3} and then take trace over the electronic degrees of

freedom,
d6ji i N AR 6H, d d
> = ~ [Tre(Htotalpdi dj) — Tre(thotaldi dj) : (36)

Realize that 7}, and U (R) commute with the creation and annihilation operators and can be moved

out of the trace, hence
26 VA R
- _Z [h,d )Tre(d dpd]d;) — Tre(pdjd,d?dj)hk,(R)]

i

. (37)
1
h

Q)

Th, 6] — - [U(R),

_ﬁ[

A~

Then, apply the anti-commutation relation {a’?,d j} = §;; and the cyclic properties of trace, we

have
Tre(d] dipd! d}) = 618, — Tre(d d}d;dip),

Tre(pd dyd} d}) = 648il — Tre(pdd] dyd)).
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The second terms of the above two equations cancel each other out since { di,d j} = {d?, dj} 0.

While for the first term, swap the dummy index k <+ / for the second line leads to

7

Zh,d [Treddlpaﬁd) Tre(pd d)d ci)]

_Z hi(R)6; Ojk — hi (R )O'ﬂ&k]

Hence, we have proved Eq.[] i.e., the LvN for single body orbitals .

B  Derivation of the fist order derivative coupling (DC) of dif-
ferent states.

Considered the DC between two adiabatic stats j (|5) = |j1j2,---,jne|) and k (|k) = |k1ka,. .. knel|):

&Hel k
(i) - 1k . .

OR Ep—E;j

Use the unit projector 1 =Y, |m) (m| =Y, |n) (n|
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. Of
(3] %%t | )

Ey —E;
Nor ) a]:]e
_ Lo {glm) (m| gt n) (nk)
E—E;

_ Zn\;‘h’b (F|m) dpn (€0 — &m) (n|k)
Lo (e —¢)
Nort (5| dyun (€5 — €m )b bp | K)
N,
Yoo (g — g))
b i (€0 — €m) (G| bf-bp | K)

N,
Yy (&c—g))

=dy; ;-

The last step uses the orthonormality property of the adiabatic orbital. The subscript of i stands

for the i"* electron, which is used to accomplish the antisymmetry of electrons.
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TOC Graphic

Orbital Surface Hopping (OSH)

Fp=hH+1s
E=hHh+h

Reduced density matrix:
= o1j(t) = Tr[p(6)¢] ]
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