STOCHASTIC AND DETERMINISTIC MOLECULAR DYNAMICS
DERIVED FROM THE TIME-INDEPENDENT SCHRODINGER
EQUATION

ANDERS SZEPESSY

ABSTRACT. Born-Oppenheimer, Smoluchowski, Langevin, Ehrenfest and surface-hopping
dynamics are shown to be accurate approximations of time-independent Schrodinger ob-
servables for a molecular system, in the limit of large ratio of nuclei and electron masses,
without assuming that the nuclei are localized to vanishing domains. The derivation, based
on characteristics for the Schrodinger equation, bypasses the usual separation of nuclei and
electron wave functions and gives a different perspective on initial and boundary conditions,
caustics and irreversibility, the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, hopping, computation of
observables and stochastic electron equilibrium states in molecular dynamics modeling.
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1. THE SCHRODINGER AND EHRENFEST MODELS

The time-independent Schrodinger equation
(1.1) H(z, X)®(z, X) = E®(z, X),

models nuclei-electron systems and is obtained from minimization of the energy in the solution
space of wave functions, cf. [36] 4] [38] 10]. It is an eigenvalue problem for the energy E € R of
the system in the solution space, described by wave functions, ® : R3/ x R3" — C, depending
on electron coordinates x = (z!,...,27) € R% nuclei coordinates X = (X!, ..., XV) € R,
and a Hamiltonian operator H (z, X)

N
1
Hw, X) =V (@, X) = > Ay
n=1

The nuclei masses M are assumed to be large and the interaction potential V' (independent
of M) is in the canonical setting,

J
1 1
Vi, X)=—= A
(z, X) 2; x1+1<;<J| F— |
(1.2) N
Tt T ek
> - 5] X — X
n=1 j=1 1<n<m<N

composed of the kinetic energy of the electrons, the electron-electron repulsion, the electron-
nuclei attraction, and the repulsion of nuclei (with charge Z,,), in the Hartree atomic units
where the electron mass, electron charge, reduced Planck constant, and the Coulomb force
constant (4mey)~! all are one. The mass of the nuclei, which are much greater than one
(electron mass), are the diagonal elements in the diagonal matrix M.

An essential feature of the partial differential equation (L)) is the high computational
complexity to determine the solution, in an antisymmetricﬂ subset of the Sobolev space
HY(R3V+N)): in contrast, a molecular dynamics model of nuclei with a given potential V4
requires solution of the ordinary differential equation

(1.3) MX, = —0xVo(X,)

Lantisymmetric functions satisfy ®(z',...,27,... 2%, ... 2/ X) = —®(z',...,2F,... 27,... 2/ X) for
any 1 < j, k < J and model the Pauli exclusion principle, cf. [4].
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with X : [0,7] — R3", which is feasible also for large N. It is therefore desirable to derive
molecular dynamics models from the Schrodinger equation. The model (L3) simulates dy-
namics at constant energy M|X|?/2 + V;(X), constant number of particles N and constant
volume, i.e. the microcanonical ensemble. The alternative to simulate with constant number
of particles, constant volume and constant temperature 7', i.e. the canonical ensemble, is
possible for instance with the stochastic Langevin dynamics

dX, =v.dr

1.4
(1.4) Mdv, = —0xVo(X,)dr — Kvdr 4+ (2TK)Y2dW,

or Smoluchowski dynamics
(1.5) dX, = —0xVo(X,) + (27)Y2dW,,

where W, is the standard Brownian process (at time 7) in R*" with independent components
and K is a positive friction parameter.

A wuseful sub step to derive molecular dynamics from the Schédinger equation is Ehrenfest
dynamics, for classical ab initio motion of the nuclei coupled to Scrodinger dynamics for the
electrons,

MX" = — (4, X,) 0xnV (-, X2) 6:(-, X)) d
(1.6) ’ RBJ@(, ) OxnV (-, X7) &7 (-, X7) da

iQr = V(, XT>¢T'

The Ehrenfest dynamics (I.6)) has been derived from the time-dependent Schrédinger equation
through the self consistent field equations, see [8, 33 39]. Equation (L6 can be used for ab
initio computation of molecular dynamics, cf. [33| BI]. A next step is the Born-Oppenheimer
approximation, where X, solves the classical ab initio molecular dynamics (L3)) with the
potential V; : R3* — R determined as an eigenvalue of the electron Hamiltonian V (-, X)
for a given nuclei position X, that is V(-, X)po(X) = Vo(X)po(X), for instance with the
electron ground state ¢o(X). The Born-Oppenheimer approximation has been derived from
the time-dependent Schrodinger equation in [22, [35].

This paper derives the Ehrenfest dynamics (L) and the Born-Oppenheimer approximation
from the time-independent Schrédinger equation (ILIl). The time-independent Schrodinger
equation has convincing agreement with experimental results, as the basis for computational
chemistry and solid state physics. The time-dependent Schrodinger equation on the other
hand is less well established from experiments and that motivates to present a derivation of
molecular dynamics from the time-independent Schrodinger equation.

The main idea in this paper, inspired by [34, [ [6], is to introduce the time-dependence
from the classical characteristics in the Hamilton-Jacobi equation obtained by writing the
time-independent eigenfunction (L) in WKB-form. The work [34] [, [6] derives the time-
dependent Schrédinger dynamics of an z—system, iW = H, W, from the time-independent
Schrodinger equation (with the Hamiltonian H;(z) + 0H(x, X)) by a classical limit for the
environment variable X, as the coupling parameter ¢ vanishes and the mass M tends to
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infinity; in particular [34] 5 6] show that the time derivative enters through the coupling of
U with the classical velocity.

Here we refine the use of characteristics to study classical ab initio molecular dynamics,
where the coupling does not vanish, and we establish error estimates for Born-Oppenheimer,
Ehrenfest and surface-hopping approximations of Schrodinger observables. The small scale,
introduced by the perturbation —(2M)~* Y Ay, of the potential V, is identified in a stan-
dard WKB eikonal equation, while its transport equation is analyzed as a time-dependent
Schrodinger equation along characteristics, instead of as a usual series expansion [24]. The
analysis based on the characteristics for the time-independent Schrédinger equation, bypasses
the usual separation of nuclei and electron wave functions in the time-dependent self consis-
tent field equations [8, 33, 39]. The characteristic particle paths that may or may not return
to the inflow domain, gives a different perspective on initial and boundary conditions, caus-
tics and irreversibility, the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, hopping, and computation of
observables. Section [3] shows that the Ehrenfest and surface-hopping dynamics are the same
when derived from the time-independent and time-dependent Schrédinger equations.

Theorems[6.1]and [6.3] present conditions for approximating observables from the Schrodinger
equation by observables from the Ehrenfest dynamics and the Born-Oppenheimer dynamics
with error O(M ™) respectively O(M~'/?), using that these approximate solutions generate
approximate eigenstates to the Schrodinger equation. The derivation does not assume that the
nuclei are supported on small domains; in contrast, derivations based on the time-dependent
self consistent field equations require nuclei to be supported on small domains. The reason
that small support is not needed here comes from the combination of the characteristics and
sampling from an equilibrium density, that is, for large M the nuclei paths behave classically
although they may not be supported on small domains. A large nuclei system, N > M,
is used in Remark to motivate an assumption on perturbations of the solutions to the
Schrodinger equation (L]).

Section applies the Ehrenfest approximation result to derive the Langevin and Smolu-
chowski dynamics from the Ehrenfest dynamics, when the electron ground state is stochastic
perturbed from its ground state. The derivation uses a classical equilibrium Gibbs-Boltzmann
distribution for the electron states and an assumption of a large spectral gap, showing in The-
orem that observables of Langevin and Smoluchowski dynamics accurately approximate
Schrodinger observables. The main idea here is the non-standard view of a classical Gibbs-
Boltzmann equilibrium distribution of electrons states, motivated by nuclei acting as heat
bath for the electrons in the Ehrenfest Hamiltonian system.

It is my hope that the ideas in this paper stimulates more research on the conditions for
molecular dynamics approximation. In particular it would be desirable to

— have more explicit conditions for the L?(dzdX)-bound on the X-Laplacian of the
Ehrenfest electron wave function in (6.3)), used in the approximation results and mo-
tivated in Remark [6.2] and

— further investigate the irreversibility of molecular dynamics caused by colliding char-
acteristic paths, presented in Section 2.2
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2. EHRENFEST DYNAMICS DERIVED FROM THE TIME-INDEPENDENT SCHRODINGER
EQUATION

2.1. Exact Schrodinger dynamics. Assume for simplicity that all nuclei have the same
massf The singular perturbation —(2M)~'>" Ay, of the potential V' introduces an addi-
tional small scale M~/2 of high frequency oscillations, as shown by a WKB-expansion, see
[24]. We will construct solutions to (L.I]) in such WKB-form

(2.1) D(2, X) =y (x, X)eM X)),

where the wave function 1, is complex valued, the phase 6,, is real valued and the factor
M2 is introduced to have well defined limits of v, and 6,, as M — oco. The standard WKB-
construction [24] is based on a series expansion in powers of M*/2, we introduce instead a time-
dependent Schrodinger transport equation. In the next section we use a linear combination
of such eigensolutions - therefore the index n is introduced. The Schrédinger equation (L)
implies that

0= (H — E)ie™ "
Dx 0,2
(2.2) = <(% +V = E),
! : 1 iM/20,,(X)
- o ; Axitn = 31175 > (OxsnOxi6, + §¢naxjxjen)> ¢ _

J

Introduce the complex-valued scalar product

v e /R o(z, )V w(z, Ydz = (vjw)

on L?(R*/) and the notation X oY for the standard scalar product on R*. To find an equation
for 6,,, multiply (22)) by ¢ and integrate over R3’; similarly take the complex conjugate of

2If this is not the case, change to new coordinates M11 12Xk = M ,1/ ’x k_which transform the Hamiltonian

to the form we want V (z, M}/>M~1/2X) — AT, SN Ag
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(2:2), multiply by 1, and integrate over R3/; and finally add the two expressions to obtain

|8X9n‘2
=2 Vi
1
= o7 (U 2 Awwn) + (3 M) -4
(2.3) i ’ ]

+Mm(%(%%o@%%%@%o%%y%>

~~

—2i% (- (9x no0x0))

(=0 D" Do)

=0

l

+ 2M1/2

The purpose of the phase function 6, is to generate an accurate approximation in the limit
as M — oo: therefore we define 6,, by the formal limit of (23] as M — oo, which is the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation (also called the eikonal equation)

2
(2.4) |@?|:E—%,
where the function V,, : R*V — R is

Define also the density function p := 1, -1,,. For the energy E chosen larger than the potential
energy, that is such that E > V,,, the method of characteristics, cf. [13],

dX,
d—tt - aXen()(t) =P,
dpy
2.5 = — X
dz
d—tt = ‘pt|2 = 2(E - Vn(Xt))v

yields a solution (X, p, z) : [0,T] — U x R3" x R to the eikonal equation (2.4 locally in a
neighborhood U C R3*¥ | for regular compatible data (Xo, po, 20) given on a 3N —1 dimensional
inflow-domain I C U; here z; := 6,(X};). The work [24] proves the existence of a C* solution
0,, to the eikonal equation (2.4)) in a neighborhood of a global minimum point of a given C*
non negative potential E — V,, : R* — [0, c0); this handles the type of caustic (i.e. colliding
characteristics) where 0x6, vanishes. The phase function 6, : U — R becomes globally
defined in U C R3" for instance when there is a unique characteristic path X, going through
each point in U. Section 2.2 presents conditions for the case when characteristic paths collide,
that lead to irreversible molecular dynamics.
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Definition (2.4]) implies that ,, solves the so called transport equation

1 ) 1
(26) - m zj: Aijn + (V - Vn)wn = W ZJ: (an'lvbnanen + 58X1X19n¢n)~

Time enters into the Schrodinger equation through the characteristics and the chain rule
dXt o dlpn(flf,Xt)
a — dt

cf. [34, 5, 6]. Chose a coordinate system with the X|-direction parallel to the momentum

p=(p},0,...,0) to evaluate the divergence

8len o 8X‘gn = 8Xwn ©

1
ol _ F b _ &bl _d
2.7 Oxixily =divp = —2 = 90 L _dr’ _ )
( ) zj: XX wp 8X11 aa_)ill p% 2|p|2 dt 0og |p|
which leads to the integrating factor G; := +/|p:| with the time derivative
alpl G
G=Gu = —divp;
2pl 2

here our derivation differs from [34], 5, [6] which approximates the last term in (2.6]),
Z an X en'lvbrw
J

by zero in their case of vanishing coupling between the quantum system and the environment;
here the coupling between the nuclei and electrons does not vanish. The right hand side
in (Z.6) becomes the time derivative 1M ~Y/2G~! d(Gy,)/dt and we have derived the time-

dependent Schrodinger equation, for the variable ¢, := G,

0=(H—E)<I>
:<( men (V = V,) ZGAXJ b G7H) G
(2.8)
+(|8X29‘ Vo = B) thy )M

S

~~

=0

p— / 2 = / [ 2/ G
RSJ RSJ

and therefore the second equation in (2.5)) yields the nuclei dynamics

G- Vil
0
N U

The density can be written

X = —
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In conclusion, we have derived the exact Schrodinger dynamics along the characteristics

- 1 -
7 = (V= Vi = 532 > GAG (/).
(2.9) ’
Un - wn
The derivatives 0xG and OxxG can be determined from (p, dxp, Oxxp), which satisfy the
following characteristic equations obtained from X-differentiation of (2.4)

%8)(7"]9]{ = [;pjaxj)(rpk = ;p]&XTka]}

= —aX

(2.10) ’

Eﬁ)(fxqp — [ijaxjxrmpk = ijaxrxkxqu]
J J

= - Z 8X7'Pjaxkxqu - Z 8XT'qu78kaj — OxrxrxaVa.
J J

2.2. Irreversibility in Hamilton-Jacobi equations generated by shock waves. We
will here show that colliding characteristic paths lead to irreversible Ehrenfest dynamics,
although it is a Hamiltonian system. We will do that by requiring stability of the Hamilton-
Jacobi and Schrédinger system (2.9]) for a case with colliding characteristic paths.

We do not need a unique solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, since we study an
eigenvalue problem with multiple solutions, but we want to sort out stable solutions: if the
data for 6,, and 1, is slightly perturbed in the maximum norm, there should be a solution 6,
and 1), which is close to the non perturbed solution in maximum norm. A stable generalized
solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation with colliding paths can be irreversible in the sense
that the solution is only stable when the initial data is given and not the final data, as
explained in the example below.

At a point X of two colliding characteristic paths, (X,p™,27) and (X, p*, z"), we need
first that

(2.11) the constructed phase 6, is continuous, i.e. z= = z*.

Typically this condition yields a co-dimension one surface I' in R3Y (called a shock wave)
where the characteristic paths collide; at the other points in R3¥ \ T" the characteristic paths
do not collide. Secondly, to have a stable solution ), the right hand side in the Schrodinger

equation (2.9)

(2.12)

p|'” .
e = (V = Vo)t = G 37 Asallpl ™)
J
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has to be well behaved in the neighborhood of I', which excludes jumps in |p|; to have such
jumps in p means that the Hamiltonian is continuous, i.e.

(2.13) p = Ip7
At the collision surface I', the Schrodinger equation (2.12) then has a right hand side where
the function |p| satisfies

+|—1/2 _ —|—1/2

lp lp
N e I
Ax\p+|_1/2 — Ax\p_|_1/2,
so that although p has a jump, the function |p| is smooth in a neighborhood of I'. The solution
¥, is therefore bounded also in a neighborhood of I'. The requirement to satisfy the jump
condition (Z.I3)) is also one of the necessary conditions for unique so called viscosity solutions

of Hamilton-Jacobi equations, see [13], but (Z.13]) and (Z.I1]) are not enough, see the example
below. Our third condition is to require that

the solution #,, is maximum norm stable

(2.14) towards perturbations of the initial data.

To more precisely define irreversibility we will use an example. We seek stable solutions to
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation F’ (0X9(X ), X ) = 0, using its Hamiltonian system

Xt = Pt
pt = _aXV(Xt)>

which has formally reversible solutions: for T' > 0, the initial data po(Xo) determines (Xr, pr),
which is the same as (X_r, —p_7) determined from the final data —po(Xo).

Consider the Hamilton-Jacobi equation p? + p3 — 2 = 0 in the domain U =R x [—1,0], in
R2, with the associated Hamiltonian system

Xt = Dt
pr = 0.
This Hamilton-Jacobi equation has the stable initial-value solution
_ 1 X, <0
(2.15) Pr=1 -1 x>0,
p2=1
and the colliding characteristic paths satisfy the jump condition

P~ = [p*[ at T = {0} x [-1,0].
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The corresponding reversed final-value solution

- -1 X;<0
PP=311 x>0,

P2 = _17
which also satisfies [p~| = [p™| at T, is unstable with respect to perturbations in the final
value data: the regularized perturbed boundary data
-1 X < —0
P1 = 5_1X1 - < X1 <9
1 X >0,
p2=—1,

as final value at the the inflow domain X5 = 0, leads to the different stable final-value solution

p(X:) = p(Xo) = (p1(y,0), —/2 — p1(y,0)?)

X, = Xo+tp(Xy) t<0,

with no jump in p, so in particular this p is not the negative of (2.I5) as required for reversibil-
ity. The two stable solutions (2.15]) and (2.16]) are examples of a shock wave and a rarefaction
wave, respectively, cf. [I3]. Requiring such stability, solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion and solutions to the corresponding Hamiltonian system are not reversible with respect
to giving initial and final condition. In this sense, the molecular dynamics model (2.9) is
time-irreversible.

The solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, satisfying the three conditions (2.11]), (2.13)
and (2.I4), is in fact the unique viscosity solution of

F(0x0(X),X) = |0x0(X)]?/2+ V(X)-E=0 for X €U,
0(X) = g(X) or F(0x0(X),X) =0 for X € U
for given functions V : R*¥ — R and ¢ : R — R; the stability holds with respect to
perturbations in the boundary data ¢ and the potential V', in the maximum norm, and
with respect to the domain U, see [2], [3] and [I3]. The stable solution to the final-value

problem, (X_r, —p_7), with respect to perturbations in the final data po(Xj), can therefore
be characterized by the optimal control problem

(2.16)

0,(Y) = inf (/0 [Xil* _ V(X)+Edt — g(XO)),

X p=Y, T>0 _r 2

where ¢t = 0 is the time a path X, starting at time t = —T in X_p =Y € U, reaches the
boundary 0U; this viscosity solution can also be described as the vanishing viscosity solution,
ie. 0y = limc o4 0° where

—F(0x0°(X), X) + €Y Ax0(X)=0 XeU
J

(X)) = —g(X) X €U,
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cf. [2], [3] and [13]. Analogously, the stable solution to the initial value problem (Xr,pr),
with respect to perturbations in the initial data py(Xjy), is the corresponding viscosity solution
0; to F (OXQZ-(X ), X ) = 0, which can be characterized by the optimal control problem

0,Y)=  inf (/jﬁ —V(X)+Edt+g(X0)>,

Xr=Y, T>0 2

or by the vanishing viscosity limit 6; = lim. o, 6 where

F(0x6°(X —€ZAX¢96 )=0 XeU

(X)) = g(X) X eaU.

The example showed that 6;(X) # —6;(X) and hence stable solutions can be time-irreversible
by only requiring stability with respect to perturbations in the initial data; the obtained
viscosity solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation is then a consequence of this stability
requirement.

We end the section by two examples of more complicated collisions. If characteristic paths
collide, they may form closed curves I' containing crossing points and to avoid multiple values
of #,, we need that the corresponding integral satisfies

b
/popdt:j{podX:O,
a r

which follows by Stokes theorem since p = 0x#, locally. When three characteristic paths,
X+, X~ and X° collide into a point it yields a collision of three shock waves. The codimension
one surface I' in R3*V consists now of three parts, which intersect where the three paths have
the same value of 6,. The three parts are generated, as in above, by the 6,-value attained
by two paths X T&X~, XT&X?, and X~ &X°, respectively. This can be generalized to up to
3N + 1 colliding paths.

2.3. Approximate Ehrenfest dynamics and densities. We define the approrimating
FEhrenfest dynamics by in (2.2]) neglecting the kinetic nuclei term

dx 0,
(2.17) 0= (| X2 i +V - E>¢n— V2 Z OxsUnOx 0, + ¢n8XJXJ9 );

and seek, as in (Z4]), the approximate phase 6, as the solution to eikonal equation

|8Xén‘2 ¥

(2.18)

where
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Introduce its characteristics

dX )

d—tt = Ox0,(X:) =: P,

dpy .

—, Vn X )

gt ~ OxVa(X)

dz . -

d—tt = |Pt|2 = —Va(Xy),
to rewrite (2.I7)), as in (Im),

0= —(—nty — (V —V)d)é‘1+(M+V—E)¢
M1/2 n n n 2 n g ny
(2.19) =0
% wn

for ¢, := G, approximating ¥, and G := \/[p,| as in (27). Using that i, - ¥, is conserved
(i.e. time-independent) in the Ehrenfest dynamics, we can normalize to 1, -1, = 1. Note that
in the exact dynamics the function 1, -1, is not conserved, due to the L?(R3”) non-Hermitian

source term gy Z GAxi(1,/G) in (Z9). We have

V., = ==
and
3 ’an an

2.4. Comparison of two alternative Ehrenfest formulations. The Ehrenfest dynamics
2I19) and (L.G) differ in

(1) the time scales ¢ respectively M'/?t =

(2) the potentials V' —V,, and V' in the equations for @En and ng respectively; and

(3) the forces Ox (ﬂn Vqﬂn) respectively (;Aﬁn - Ox Vq?)n in the momentum equation.
If 1), solves (Z19), the change of variables

¢ wn —iMY/2 [ Vipn (X )ds

and the property ’l/AJn . A@En = an . Agbn, which holds for any observable A independent of the
nuclei momentum dx (in particular A =1V,), imply that ¢, solves

M1/2 ¢n V¢n>
2.20 I
( ) X o _8X(¢n : Vn¢n)
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There has been a discussion in the literature [, 39] whether the forces should be computed

as above in (2.20) or as in (I.6]) by

MXn:_ (- X‘r a nV 'aXT T'aXT d
. P [ O VX)X da

i¢'r = V(a XT)¢7"
The work [40] points out that the two forces are the same in the direction of p(X;), that is
p(X)o ([ 6105V (,X) 6r do— Oxe / 61(, X) V(- Xr) (-, Xo) da) =0,
R3J R3J

Equation (6.5) show that both formulations ([2.20) and (221 [L6) yield accurate approxima-
tions of the Schrodinger observables, although they are not the same. The reason that both
approximations are accurate is that the two different characteristic systems solve the same
Hamilton-Jacobi equation, as explained below and in Section

The formulation (L€) and (2.21I)) has the advantage to be a closed Hamiltonian system:
the variable (X, ¢,;p, ;), with the definition

0 1= @ + iy = 2YEM VA = 2V MV (9, + i),
&prén = gOi,
and the Ansatz @ = 6 imply that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (ZI8) becomes
1 - _
Hpg ::§8X9n 0 Oxbp + & - Vor +¢i - Vo
1 - N
= 50x0n 0 Ox0n + 27 MY, Vi, + 27 M2, - Vg,

1. - ~ B B - ~
= 50x0n 0 Ox0n +2 MY, Vi, + 27 'MY20,,0, - V,,0,

=FE.
Its characteristics form the Hamiltonian system
X=p
' M1/2
p=——5—¢ 0xVy
Sbr = M1/2V90z

pi= =MV,
which is the same as the Hamiltonian system (2:21))

Xt = D¢
(2.22) Pr = —¢r - OxV (Xi)
b= V(X))o

M1/2
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The Hamiltonian system yields a modified equation for the phase
6 =0x0,0 X + 05,00 - pr =pop+20,- Vo,

since § = (X, ¢,) is a function of both X and ¢, in this formulation, and we see that  is
indeed a function of X, independent of x, so that the identification # = @ is possible. The
important property of this Hamiltonian dynamics is that (X, p,,), with

lﬁn _ ¢€iM1/2f(f -V p(s)ds

solves both the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (2ZI8) and (2.I7), written as the time-dependent
Schrodinger equation (2.19).

The alternative (2.20) does not form a closed system, in the sense that the required function
Ox ¥ (X;) is not explicitly determined along the characteristics, but can be obtained from
values of 1, in a neighborhood of X;, by differentiation.

2.5. Equations for the density. We note that
on \1/2 -
'an = < ~ ~ > ’an,
7 pAn 1/2 N
wn = < ~ ~ > wfh
shows that the densities p, = -1, and py, = ¥, -1y, in addition to (X, p, 1/~Jn) and (X,]ﬁ, 1/3,1),

are needed to determine the wave functions 1, and 1,,. Equation (Z117) and the projections
in (2.3) subtracted (instead of added) imply that the approximate density p,, satisfies

T3J

0= [ (@uiidn+ G000 b+ [ Giidds O,
P T3J
= Z 8Xj (ﬁan én)
J
and consequently, the density can be determined along a characteristic using (2.7))
P = g p(X) X
J

= Z 8)21'/3(Xt)8)2jén

3

J
= —p(X)) Y Ogi5:0
J
= —p(X,) divp

Lo d .
= _P(Xt)% log [p|
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with the solution
S C
,O(Xt) ==
‘pt|
where C'is a positive constant for each characteristic. Change to coordinates X 1 € R parallel

and X, € R3V~1 orthogonal to the characteristic direction X to obtain the factorization

dX, dX! . . dt
2.23 X)dX = p(Xo)— - = p(Xo)dXo—=
0 Ip1]
using
dXi  |dX}]

il |dX1/dt|

and the normalization

/ H(Xo)dXy = 1.
INR3(J+N)

Similarly, the exact Schrodinger density satisfies

p(Xt) = Z aXJ’P(Xt)Xj
(2.24) ’

d
= —p(Xe) g log Ipi| + M7V Z (W - Axstn).

where Sw denotes the imaginary part of w. Different characteristic paths Xn(t) c R3N
have different densities. The density is therefore important to weight the different paths, in
particular because the density in the time-independent case does not follow characteristics as
in the time-dependent setting, which is explained in Section (4.2l

2.6. Construction of the solution operator. The WKB-form (2.1]) is meaningful when ),
does not include the small scale, that is, we need to verify that d0x1, is bounded independent
of M, which we do by using a spectral representation. In this section we present the set-up and
the analysis is in Section [7l Section [T also presents conditions so that ), is O(M~/2) close
to an eigenvector of V in L?(dz). To replace ¥, by such an electron eigenstate is called the
Born-Oppenheimer approzimation, which has been studied for the time-independent [38] [7]
and the time-dependent [22] 35] Schrédinger equations by different methods.

To construct the solution operator it is convenient to include a non interacting particle, i.e.
a particle without charge, in the system and assume that this particle moves with constant
high speed dX;/dt = p} > 1 (or equivalently with speed one and larger mass); such a non
interacting particle does clearly not effect the other particles. The additional new coordinate
X1 is helpful in order to simply relate the time-coordinate ¢ and X{. To not change the
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original problem (I.T)), add the corresponding kinetic energy (pj)?/2 to E and write equation
([28) in the fast time scale 7 = M/t

d - .
it = (V = GZAXJ Un)

and change to the coordinates
(1, Xo) == (1, X1, X3 X2 ..., XN) € [0,00) x I instead of (X!, X2 ... XV) e R¥,
where X7 = (X], XJ, XJ) € R?, to obtain

Z’an wn = ( GZ AXJ 1wn

(2.25) ( 1)?
=: V@Dn,

using the notation w = dw/dr in this section; note also that G is independent of X]. We see
that the operator

Vi=GVG=G(V -1, G——ZAXJ
—VV,
is Hermitian on L*(R3/T3¥=1). The solution of the eikonal equation (2.4, by the character-
istics (Z.5]), becomes well defined in a domain U = [0, M'/?t] x R®* ~! in the new coordi-
nates. Assume now the data (Xo, po, z0) for Xy € R3~1is (LZ)3¥~1-periodic, then the also

(X;, pr, 27) is (LZ)*N~1-periodic. To simplify the notation for such periodic functions, define
the periodic circle

T = R/(LZ).

We seek a solution ® of (II)) which is (LZ)3/*N)~lperiodic in the (x, Xj)-variable. The
Schrédinger operator V. has, for each 7, real eigenvalues {\,,,(7)} with a complete set of eigen-
vectors {p,.(z, Xo),} orthogonal in the space of r-anti-symmetric functions in L*(T3/T3V=1),
see [4]; its proof uses that the operator V, + I generates a compact solution operator in
the Hilbert space of z-anti-symmetric functions in L2(T3/*3¥=1) for the constant v € (0, c0)
chosen sufficiently large. The discrete spectrum and the compactness comes from Fredholm
theory for compact operators and that the bilinear form fTS( JEN) -1 vVow + yow drdX, is con-
tinuous and coercive on H'(T3/+M=1) see [13] and Section [73. We see that V has the same
eigenvalues {\,,(7)} and the eigenvectors {G,p,(7)}, orthogonal in the weighted L*-scalar
product

vow::/ v-w G2dX,.
T3N-1

The construction and analysis of the solution operator continues in Section [7] with the four
steps spectral decomposition, derivatives of the wave function, discrete spectrum and the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation.
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Remark 2.1 (Boundary conditions). The eigenvalue problem ([.T]) makes sense not only in
the periodic setting but also with alternative boundary conditions from interaction with an
external environment, as seen from the minimization formulation. The inflow, with data given
from the time-independent Schrodinger problem, and the outflow of characteristics gives a
different perspective on molecular dynamics simulations and the possible initial data for the
time-dependent Schrédinger equation.

3. THE TIME-DEPENDENT SCHRODINGER EQUATION
The corresponding time-dependent Ansatz
w’ﬂ (.:C, X7 t)elMl/z(en(X7t)+Et)

in the time-dependent Schrédinger equation [36]

(3.1) MW(I) H

leads analogously to the equations

2
0,0, + —'a’f n]

(%p + Z Ox (,Oanen) = M_1/2Z %(@Dn ) AXJ'wn)’
i J

:E_Vna

coupled to the Schrédinger equation along its characteristics X;

Mll/z dtwn(x X, t) = (V= Voo ZAXJ G,
(3.2) N -
%, = 2l Vin)

with the same equation for (X, p, 1, p, z, dxp, Oxxp) as for the characteristics (2.4) and (2.9)
in the time-independent formulation. The Ehrenfest dynamics is therefore the same when
derived from the time-dependent and time-independent Schrédinger equations and the addi-
tional coordinate, introduced by a non interacting particle in the construction of the time-
independent solution in Section [7] can be interpreted as time. A difference is that the time
variable is given from the time-dependent Schrodinger equation and implies classical velocity,
instead of the other way around for the time-independent formulation.

4. SURFACE-HOPPING AND MULTIPLE STATES

In general the eigenvalue E is degenerate with high multiplicity related to that several
combinations of kinetic nuclei energy and potential energy sum to £

— O*(2M)~ Ax; ®d dX+/
/]*3(J+N) Z X v T

OV PdrdX = E/ O*Pdrd X,

3(J+N) T3(J+N)
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with different excitations of kinetic nuclei energy and Born-Oppenheimer electronic eigen-
states. When several such states are excited, it is useful to consider a linear combination
of eigenvectors > _, 1,etM Y200 —. @, where the individual terms solve (II) for the same
energy E. We have

(4.1) H® = ED

and the normalization Y ."_ |4, |2, = 1 implies |||,z = 1. Such a solution ® can be
interpreted as an exact surface-hopping model. The usual surface-hopping models make a
somewhat different Ansatz with the z-dependence of 1), prescribed from a given orthonormal
basis in L(T?/) of wave functions of different energy and with explicit time-dependence, see
[39, [38]. This section extends the Ehrenfest dynamics to multiple states and presents an
example of hopping between characteristics in Ehrenfest dynamics.

4.1. Surface-hopping and Ehrenfest dynamics for multiple states. The characteristic
(Xn, pn), the wave function 1), the density p, and the phase z,(t) = 6,(X;) determine the
time-independent wave function 1, and the corresponding Ehrenfest approximation

S () 2N = b

PP dt
pa(X)dX = pu(K0)d %o

(4.2)

yields an approximation to ®; the density of state n is now a constant multiple, 7, >0, of
the one-state density p, deﬁned in (223), normalized to [rsin) ppdX =1 and Y 7, = 1
Note that by definition the Ehrenfest states (X, 1, pn), n = 1,...,n, satisfying (ZI9) an

(2:23), are uncoupled.
As an alternative to the usual surface-hopping methods, simulating hopping between char-

acteristics based on empirical hopping-rules, we propose to solve the Ehrenfest characteristics
[219) for multiple states n with (4.2]) and then include the density weight in determining the
outcome, in the usual probability sense of quantum mechanics, see Section

4.2. Characteristics hopping in the Ehrenfest dynamics. Here we show that the Ehren-
fest dynamics provides hopping between characteristic paths, within the same state n, due to
varying velocity along the characteristic path. The density p,, does not in general move along
the characteristic X,, as seen in the following simple example in the domain R X [—1,1] >
(X1, X?)

o [ (C+21XH)V2 X<
(C =271 X212 X1 >0,
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with vertical characteristics. This is a solution for the potential

; X2+ 0/2, X'<0
4.3 —V(X) = . 4
(4.3) & { —e X2+ C/2, X'>0,

with a barrier at X! = 0 and any constant C' > 2e¢~!. For the inflow-domain
I:={X,:= (X" -1 | X'eR}

the density becomes
1
SN AT P2(X)
(4.4) p(X) = P(XO)FT-
1 132()217)22)

Choose the constant C' such that p2(X', —1) = y, for X < 0, then p2(X*, 1) = (u2+4e~1)V/2,
for X' < 0. Take u = ¢/2/2 to have (u2 4+ 4¢ 1)Y2 ~ ;1. Choose also p*(X! —1) =
(1% + 4 HY2 ~ =1 for X' > 0, then p2(X1,1) = , for X' > 0, so that the final density is
the initial density reflected around X1 =0, that is

X 1) = p(-XT, 1),

For instance a particle almost concentrated near X! =1, initially at X2 = —1, becomes
almost concentrated at X! = 1, finally at X2 = 1; therefore the particle has crossed the
barrier X! = 0 without a particle path (i.e. a characteristic) crossing the barrier.

The corresponding continuity equation in the time-dependent setting, which has the same
characteristics as the time-independent case, would need a boundary condition on its inflow
domain R x {—1} x [0, TJUR x [—1,1] x {0} (instead of on I = R x {—1}) and therefore the
setting is different from the time-independent.

5. COMPUTATION OF OBSERVABLES

Assume the goal is to compute an observable

/ b . ADAX
']1*3N

for a given bounded linear multiplication operator A = A(X) on L?(T?*") and a solution ®
of (A.1]). We have

- ABIX = AWpe™ 50 - MO d X
L. S [ AW ) e
(5.1) ’
iMY/2(050—0n
=% [ Ao, i ax

We can chose the eigenfunctions {¢,e™"** | n = 1,... @}, for the eigenvalue E of (L), to
be orthogonal in L?(T3V+M), by the Gram-Schmidt procedure, so that when A is constant
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the integrals in the right hand side of (5.1]) vanish for n # m. The integrand is oscillatory on
the local scale y € R3N, for M'/20x(6,, — 0,,) oy ~ 1, and assume the phase gradient satisfies

|0x (6 — O)| = ¢

for some positive constant ¢ and n # m. Then the integrals over T3/+N) of such an oscillatory

function e'™ 1/2(9m_9”)wn -1, with respect to a differentiable function A is small of order
O(M~1/2).

(5.2)
; _ _ 10 ( 0,) 1209 _
h(X iMY/2 (6, Gn)dX:_M 1/2/ 10X Oy e ZM (Om Gn)dX
L e Z| RER
10x3 (Om = On) \ 2, —
_ 1/2 P 7’ X iMY2%(0, Gn)dX
/WZ o X ox O —en)|2)€

= O(M~?).
Consequently we have
(53) [ @ avax =3 [ Ay padx + 00

T3N - T3N

in the case of multiple eigenstates, n > 1, and

/ P ADIX = Ay - hrdX
T3N T3N

for a single eigenstate. We will study the approximation

(5.4) > /W Aty - dX =) /W A(X)pn(X)dX

using the notation
9( X s p) = A(Xn) pa(X).
The factorization (2.23))
dt fo oo dt

implies that each term in the observable (5.4]) can be determined by
dt

(5.5) [ o b )i - / / (X0)pu(K0)dXo o

T3N

To compute this integral requires to find an approximation p,(Xo) of p,(Xp), to replace the
integrals by quadrature (with a finite number of characteristics X7 and time steps), and to
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approximate the characteristics by the Ehrenfest solution (Xn, lﬁn)

T o At
/0 /IA(Xt)pn(XO dXO— ~ ) " AX) pn(Xo)AXg = =

At AXO

The quadrature approximation is straight forward in theory, although costly in practical
computations. Regarding the inflow density ﬁn} ; there are two situations - either the char-
acteristics return often to the inflow domain or not. If they do not return it is reasonable to

define the inflow-density ﬁn‘ ; as an initial condition. If characteristics return, the dynamics

can be used to estimate the return-density | ; as follows: let X’ :[0,7] — R3 denote
Ehrenfest nuclei positions and assume that the following limits exist

MT . m+1 A X
lim lim / A(X)dt = lim lim Z (X7
0

M—o00 T—00 M—oo T—o0

T—o0

and the quadrature in the number of characteristics. A

(5.6)

F
way to think about this limit is to sample the return points X; € I and from these samples
construct an empirical return-density, converging to p,|, as the number of return iterations

which bypasses the need to find p,

F
tends to infinity. We allow the density p(X(; Xo) to depend on the initial position Xy; the

more restrictive property to have ﬁ(X(’); Xo) constant as a function of X, is called ergodicity.
If (56) holds we say that the dynamics is weakly ergodic. For the Ehrenfest Hamiltonian
dynamics (2.22)), the possible densities generated by such weak ergodicity are limit solutions
of the Liouville equation

Oup + pOxp — ¢ - OxV ddpp — M2V ; - 95 p+ M2V g, - 93,0 =0,

in the sense p = limy_, p, which take the form p = f(|p|2/2 + ¢ - V) for some functions f
as described more in Section
The more accurate density p,(X) in (224) does not factorize

p(X)dX # p(Xo)dXodX7 /|p; (X))

and consequently ergodicity for the exact paths seems not hold in the same sense.

6. APPROXIMATION ERROR DERIVED FROM A HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATION

A numerical computation of an approximation to f’]T3N ¥y, - A, dX has the main ingre-
dients:

(1) to approximate the exact characteristics by Ehrenfest characteristics (2.19),
(2) to discretize the Ehrenfest characteristics equations, and either
(3) if p‘ ; 1s an inflow-density, to introduce quadrature in the number of characteristics, or
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(4) if ,0} ; Is a return-density, to replace the ensemble average by a time average using the
weak ergodicity (5.6).

This section presents a derivation of the approximation error, avoiding the second discretiza-
tion step studied for instance in [9} 10} [30].

6.1. The Ehrenfest approximation error. This section shows that both alternative Ehren-
fest systems, written as a Hamiltonian system ([L6]) or the alternative form (2.19]), approxi-
mate Schrodinger observables. We see that the approximate wave function @, defined by

(6.1) @ = 2N

where 0, = dpe™"* Jo#nVén()ds and (X ¢,) solves the Hamiltonian system (ZZI) or the
system (2.20)), is an approximate solution to the Schrédinger equation ([LTI)

(6.2) (H—E)d = — MmﬂzpsAW%

since by (2.2), [2.9), 2.17) and ([2.19)

A

(H—Em:_@Mwmn(v VW)MMMWH

_0

|8Xén|2 7 7 ~1/2 7 iMY/26,

2 >y
0
etM /20, R
o 2 A

- = ZM1/29n ZA A1/2w

v
=v

Therefore ® approximates a non degenerate eigenstate ®, satisfying H® = E®, or more
generally the span of ® approximates the eigenspace spanned by ®. This section presents
conditions for accurate approximation error of observables

L o0 gnyax = [ g0 px)ax.

=P-® b

The expansion in the orthonormal eigenpairs {\,,, ®,, }, satisfying H®,, = A\, D,,,

P =: Z a, P,
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yields
1
E ()\n — E)O{nq)n = —mv,

n

which establishes .

A — By, = ——
( )a 2M T3N

®, -vdX.

Since ® exists and solves (6.2), the right hand side satisfies
U, =0, for n such that A\, = E.

Use Parsevals relation to rewrite the L?-norm of v
2 A2
||UHL2(T3(J+N)) = Z |0
We have v,, = 0, when A\, = F, and let

U, (E
|0/ ()| := lim sup 7@”( +9)

)
6—0+ 0

which implies

DN D DN LICID LY

(| An—E|<1}

Z|@n|2 =
. B =00).

(n:|An—E|<1}

Assume that

(6.3)

Remark motivates assumption (6.3]), when the number of nuclei is large compared to M.
Assumption (6.3]) yields

|0
(6.4) AR =) e = 0),
(An — E)
n : A#EE n
and we conclude that there exists an eigenstate ®, satisfying H® = E®, such that
| — ®| p2(psirsny = O(M ™).

Letp:zé-éamdﬁ::@-@. We have

Theorem 6.1. Assume that the bound ([6.4]) holds, then Ehrenfest dynamics (6.1]) approxi-

mates Schradinger observables with the error bounded by O(M™') :

(6.5) / GRHEX = [ g0 + OO,

T3N
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This derivation assumed that v = ¢"* 7 A (pY 240) is bounded in L2(T3+M) and used

the residual, v/(2M), of the Ehrenfest solution (X Dy U, ) inserted into the time-independent
Schrodinger equation (L)) with the solution ®; the derivation did not use the exact solution
paths (X, p,,) obtained from the exact characteristics.

Remark 6.2. So far we did not use that the system size is large; to motivate assumption (6.3))
we will use that the number of nuclei N is large compared to M, so that M/N is negligible
small. We have 0,0, = ngN O, P, - vdX and to estimate the derivative 0, ®, we make a
perturbation 6 of the total energy A, and study its effect on the eigenfunction ®,,. When
A = |p|?/2 + V,, is perturbed by §, we assume that this energy § is spread approximately
uniformly to all nuclei as kinetic energy, so that the momentum for each particle changes only
O(6N~1). The assumption that the perturbation energy is spread to kinetic energy uniformly
comes with a question, why uniformly and not, for instance, all energy to one particle: we
know there are many eigenstates with eigenvalue A, + ¢ and we pic one special that is close
to ®,, by making this almost uniform distribution of kinetic energy. Then the particle paths
change negligible and the eigenvector ® = 1pe'™ 20 has almost the same path (X, p,¢). The
phase, written as

t
9:2/ An — Vads,
0

can also have negligible change by considering the perturbed phase at time ¢’, depending on
the change from A, to A, + ¢ through

t/ t
/ )\n+5—Vnds:/)\n—Vnds,
0 0

so that the phase 6 does not change. We see that for large N the derivative 0,, ®,, becomes
negligible small and hence 0,0, = ngN O, P, - vdX is small. Section motivates the
L%bound ||v||r2 = >, |0,]* = O(1), from derivatives of the electron wave function, using a
spectral decomposition in L?(dzdX).

6.2. The Born-Oppenheimer approximation. The Born-Oppenheimer approximation
leads to the standard formulation of ab initio molecular dynamics, in the micro-canonical
ensemble with constant number of particles, volume and energy, for the nuclei positions X,

X = —0xVj
(6.6) aho - Vg
Vo= e e

by using that the electrons are in the eigenstate 1y with eigenvalue V4 to V. The Born-
Oppenheimer dynamics approximates the Ehrenfest dynamics

X =
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In (ZI4) we show that ¢, = 1 + O(M~/2), which yields O(M~/?) difference between the
two right hand sides. A more careful study of such approximations with stochastic initial
data for ’lZJn — 19, depending on the temperature, is in Section Here we apply the error
analysis of the previous section to the Born-Oppenheimer approximation.

The Born-Oppenheimer approximation can be analyzed similarly as the Ehrenfest dynamics
by using the approximation

b — ﬁ1/2¢06iM1/2§07
satisfying
1

(6.7) (H — E)Cff) _ _M—1/2Z»¢Oﬁ1/2 _ meiMl/zéo Z Ax; @1/21%)’
J

with the additional residual term including the bounded factor ¢y = dx g0 X = O(1). Apply
the derivation in the previous section to deduce

Theorem 6.3. Assume that v = M0 (Woﬁlﬂ —(2M)~1/2 > Axi (p"%g)) € LA(T3HV)
and suppose that (6.4]) holds for this v, then the Born-Oppenheimer dynamics (6.6) ap-

prozimates, in the weakly ergodic case (5.0), Schridinger observables with error bounded by
O(M~12)

, T dt
Jm [ g(x) % = / 9(X)p(X)dX
— 00 0 T3N

(6.8)
= [ 9(0p(X)aX + O ).
T3N

6.3. Stochastic Langevin and Smoluchowski molecular dynamics approximation.
In this section we analyze a situation when the electron wave function in the Ehrenfest dynam-
ics is perturbed from its ground state by thermal fluctuations, which will lead to molecular
dynamics in the canonical ensemble with constant number of particles, volume and tempera-
ture. To determine the stochastic data for ¢ requires some additional assumptions. Inspired
by the study of a classical heat bath of harmonic oscillators in [41], we will sample the ini-
tial data for ¢ randomly from a probability density given by an equilibrium solution f (i.e.
O.f = 0) of the Liouville equation O,f + Op,HgO,, f — 0,,Hg0,,f = 0, to the Ehrenfest
dynamics (222). There are many such equilibrium solutions, e.g. f = h(Hg) for any dif-
ferentiable function h and there may be equilibrium densities that are not functions of the
Hamiltonian. As mentioned in Section [Bl the set of densities p corresponding to the different
eigenstates forms the relevant set of equilibrium solutions.

To specify the equilibrium solution to sample ¢ from in the canonical ensemble, we may
think of the nuclei as the heat bath for the electrons. The equilibrium distribution of the nuclei
seems simpler to understand than the equilibrium of electrons: in a statistical mechanics
view, the probability of finding the heat bath with the energy Hg := 27! p|> + ¢ - V(X))o
(for given ¢) is proportional to the Gibbs-Boltzmann factor exp(—Hpg/T), where the positive
parameter 7' is the temperature, in units of the Boltzmann constant, cf. [16], [25]. The
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work [26] considers Hamiltonian systems where the equilibrium densities are assumed to be
a function of the Hamiltonian and shows that the first and second law of thermodynamics
hold if and only if the density is the Gibbs exponential exp(—Hg/T); in this sense, the
Gibbs distribution is more stable than other equilibrium solutions. An alternative motivation
of the Gibbs distribution, based on the conclusion of this work (in a somewhat circular
argument), is that the nuclei can be approximated by classical Langevin dynamics with the
unique invariant density exp ( — [p[?/2 — Xo(X))/T, which is an accurate approximation of
the marginal distribution of exp(—Hg/T') when integrating over all the electron states ¢, see
Lemma and Theorem [6.6. Note that there is only one function of the Hamiltonian where
the momenta p; are independent and that is when f(rg, pg) is proportional to exp (—Hg/T).

Since the energy is conserved for the Ehrenfest dynamics —now viewed with the electrons as
the primary systems coupled to the heat bath of nuclei— the probability of finding the electrons
in a certain configuration ¢ is the same as finding the nuclei in a state with energy Hg, which is
proportional to exp(—Hg/T) in the canonical ensemble. This conclusion, that the probability
to have an electron wave function ¢ is proportional to exp(—Hg /T )d¢"d¢' is our motivation to
sample the data for ¢ from the conditioned density generated be exp (—¢ -V (X)¢/T)d¢"dd':
since we seek data for the electrons, we use the probability distribution for ¢ conditioned on
(X, p).

We compare in Remark our model of initial data with a more standard model of initial
data, having given probabilities to be in mixed states, which is not an equilibrium solution
of the Ehrenfest dynamics. To sample from the Gibbs equilibrium density is standard in
classical Hamiltonian statistical mechanics but it seems non standard for Ehrenfest quantum
dynamics.

6.3.1. The Constrained Stochastic Initial Data. Asin models of heat baths [18,[17] and [41] we
assume that the initial data of the light particles (here the electrons) are stochastic, sampled
from an equilibrium distribution of the Liouville equation. All states in this distribution
correspond to pure eigenstates of the full Schrodinger operator with energy E. There are
many such states and here we use the canonical ensemble where the data is in state ¢ with
the Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution proportional to exp (—Hg/T)d¢"d¢'dp dX, i.e. in any state
o, for ||¢]| = 1, with probability weight

e—¢-V¢/Td¢rd¢i
Jger =@V Tdgrdet

Let us now determine precise properties of this distribution generated by the Hamiltonian
Hpg. To avoid the complication of the constraint ¢ - ¢ = 1, we change variables ¢ = ¢/¢ - ¢
and write the Hamiltonian equilibrium density as

& ) (V: _~)\0)(5)
X

(6.9) exp ( — (pop/2+ro+ /T) A& ddidp dX.
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Diagonalize the electron operator V(X') by the normalized eigenvectors and eigenvalues

(D At
¢ V(XN =X+ > (N — ) |l

=0 -
7> =:)j

where

Q;: Z’yjph

>0
(V = Xo)p; = A\jDj,
5\0 - 07

with real and imaginary parts v; =: 77 + w; The orthogonal transformation ¢ = > ibj
shows that the probability density (6.9]) is given by

( [0 e~ M2 /(TE 50 1 \Q)d%j dwj—) e~ op/ 2420 (XN/T gy g X

(6.10) D = - )
fRﬁN (szo fR2 e NPT X0 "Yj|2)dfy;“ d’Y;) e~ (Pop/2+20(X)/T dp d X

using that the determinant of the matrix of eigenvectors is one.
If we neglect the constraint and set )., |v;|* = 1 the density D would be

(TTjs eI Ty dot) e=ror/20 0 Tdp X

fRGN (Hj>0 f]R2 e_j‘jmwTd’V;‘ d%") e~ Por/2H20(XN/T dp dX’

where {77, 73», j > 0} are independent and each 7] and 7;'- is normally distributed with mean
zero and variance T/ 5\j. We see in Lemma that this approximation is accurate in the case
of a large spectral gap satisfying >0 )\j_l < 1.

Lemma 6.4. Assume the electron eigenvalues have a large spectral gap o := >
around the ground state eigenvalue \g. Then the marginal probability mass

- , T
X) = _)‘j"Yj|2/(TZj20|"/j‘2)d T d~Y ~ —)1/2
0=I1[ e s~ I15)

§>0 j>o0 Y

PR

satisfies
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Proof. We first note that ||¢||.2 is bounded so that each component |v,| is also bounded. Each
integral factor has the derivative

Oy / e A PN g0 M3 gy gyt
‘VJ‘2<C

3\ B\ 2
= M/ Mbe—%\%w/@zjzo I“/j\Q)d%?; v’
)‘n(X> lv;)2<C TZ]’ZO |'Vj|

and consequently

(X)) Jppec dyy, o,
oxr(X) =r(X) Y Ox = _ .
M(X) [ e meiieppe Rz 0y

6—5\n|’Yn|2/(T Z]‘zo 1V %)

n>0

The integral has the estimate

/ 6_5\7L"Y7L|2/(T ij() WJ‘Q)d”Y; d/yit
|“/J‘2<C

1/2 Z |”Y ‘ 1/2/ e—\’ynP/(1+5\51T\’yn\2)d§/ZL d’%z
j#n I:Yj|2<05\n/T

DS P [ PSR T 57 451 4 O(A,T e e/ D))
j#n |95 12<ern/T

where

/ el gar gai < / e~ P/ TR g2 s
n n — n n
19512 <ern/T |7;12<exn /T

< (1+€)1/2/ ) e_mn‘Qd”A)/:Ld’A}/iL
19512 <eAn /(T (1+€))

Choose € = 4T\t log()\,/T) to obtain

/ e AP/ 520 PP dyr it = (—)2(0) |y 1/2( P ro(ra! 10g(;\nT_1)))‘
|“/J‘2<C j#n
We have similarly

3\ 2 _
/ _2nlinl a0 bl
2

|,yj|2<(j TZ]'>0 |7j|

1/2 Z‘ 1/2( 1/29-1/2 +(’)(T5\;110g(5\nT_1))),
j#n

dv,, dv,,

which implies
r(X) — 7‘(0)| _ |8X7‘(X) oX|
r(X) r(X)

= O(a).
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Remark 6.5. Entropy and the Standard Canonical Density Distribution. Let q; := |v;|*
denote the density of state j in the initial data ¢y. In the usual setting of a canonical

distribution
(6.11) g = eI eI,
J

which follows from maximizing the von Neumann entropy defined by — 14 log ¢;, with
the probability and energy constraints > . ¢; = 1 and >_; \jg; = constant, see [21]. The
almost chi-square distribution ([GI0) of A;jq;/T = A|v,|?/T is clearly different from that;
its motivation in Sections and — as the equilibrium solution exp(—Hg/T) of the
Liouville equation for the Ehrenfest Hamiltonian dynamics, viewed as a system of electrons
coupled to a heat bath of classical nuclei — seems more fundamental to me, since the canonical
distribution (E.I1]) is not an equilibrium density of the Ehrenfest dynamics.

6.3.2. The stochastic molecular dynamics models. The observable in the Ehrenfest dynamics
is

Foaw 9(X)e 0 (X)dX  foon 9(X)e 000 200 ax
fR3N e~ X r(X)dX fRSN e—Xo(X) %dX ’
where by Lemma
r(X)
=14+0
7,(0) + (Oé),

which implies
fRSN Q(X)e_AO(X)T(X)dX o fRSN Q(X)Q_AO(X)dX

12 —
(6.12) oo & (X )dX oo & OIX

+ O(a).

Let W; denote the standard Brownian process (at time t) in R* with independent com-
ponents and let K be a positive parameter. The stochastic Langevin dynamics

dX; = pdt
dp, = —OxMo(Xy)dt — Kpydt + V2T KdW,
and the Smoluchowski dynamics
dX, = —Ox\o(X,)ds + V2T dW,

has the unique invariant probability density
e~ wor/2+20(XN/T qpy 4 X
fRGN e_(pop/2+)\O(X))/po dX

respectively
e~ X)/Tgx

o €0V
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cf. [9]. The hydrogen atom has eigenfunctions with a singularity proportional to e=##! for
some positive constant 3; also in the case of many electrons and one nuclei located at X; € R3
the electron eigenfunction p,, are Lipschitz continuous and have a singularity proportional to
|z; — Xi], see [19]; such eigenfunctions ¢ have bounded ||Ax|/z2 norm. If we still assume
that our Ehrenfest solution satisfies the bound (6.3) and that its density is p = e~ #/T the
combination of (6.12) and Theorem imply

Theorem 6.6. Both the Langevin and Smoluchowski stochastic molecular dynamics approz-
imate Schrodinger observables with error bounded by O(M ™ + «), provided the assumption
in Theorem [G.1] holds together with the spectral gap condition o = Zj>0 5\;1 < 1.

6.3.3. Brownian Particles in a Heat Bath. The particles with coordinates x, in (IL6), can also
be interpreted as a heat bath of lighter particles consisting of both nuclei and electrons, i.e.
not necessarily only of electrons, so that the Langevin equation (4] and the Smoluchowski
equation (L)) also describe approximately the dynamics X of heavy so called Brownian
particles. This subsection presents some background on deriving the Langevin equation for
heavy particles in a heat bath.

Theorem [6.6]is relevant for the central problem in statistical mechanics to show that Hamil-
tonian dynamics of heavy particles, coupled to a heat bath of many lighter particles with
random initial data, can be approximately described by Langevin’s equation, as motivated
by the pioneering work [12],[29] and continued with more precise heat bath models, based
on harmonic interactions, in [I8 [I7] [41]. More recently these models of a heavy, so called
Brownian, particle coupled to a heat bath are also used for numerical analysis studies related
to coarse-graining in molecular dynamics and weak convergence analysis [37, 28] [23], for
strong convergence analysis [1], and for computational studies on nonlinear heat bath models
[11, 27]. Langevin’s equation has also been derived from a heavy particle colliding with an
ideal gas heat bath, where the initial light particle positions are modeled by a Poisson point
process and initial particle velocities are independent Maxwell distributed; the heavy particle
collides elastically with the ideal gas particles and moves uniformly in between, see [15], [14].

An important inspiration for this work is [41], where Zwanzig derives a generalized Langevin
equation for a (Brownian) particle coupled to a heat bath particle system through a harmonic
interaction potential with ad hoc prescribed heat bath frequency distribution and coupling;
similar assumptions on deterministic or stochastic frequency distributions and coupling are
used in the above cited references. This work extends the ideas in [41] by using the ab initio
Ehrenfest dynamics (IL6]) for nuclei and electrons, or (L)) for heavy nuclei coupled to a heat
bath of lighter nuclei and all electrons modeled by a Schrodinger equation. Another difference
is that the heavy nuclear mass is here used to find a proper Langevin equation avoiding the
integral coupling in the generalized Langevin equation. On the other hand, our analysis leaves
the friction parameter K undetermined.

7. CONSTRUCTION OF THE SOLUTION OPERATOR

This section continues the construction of the solution operator started in Section
Assume for a moment that V' is independent of 7. Then the solution to (2.8)) can be written
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as a linear combination of the two exponentials
Ae'™+ 4 Be'To-
where
ay = (p1)*(— 14 (1—2(p))?V)?).
We see that €7~ is a highly oscillatory solution on the fast 7-scale with
a_==2(p)* +V +O0(V?/(n)?),
while
(7.1) ay ==V +0(V*/(p)).
Therefore we chose initial data )
i'lzjn|7':0 = —Oé+12n|7:0

to have B = 0, which eliminates the fast scale, and the limit p! — oo determines the solution
by the Schrodinger equation

1y, = Vi,
The next section presents an analogous coqilstructqibon for the slowly, in 7, varying operator V.
7.1. Spectral decomposition. Write (228) as the first order system
mzn =
0 =2(p1)*i(Viby —v)
which for ¢ := (1,,,v) takes the form

- - 0 -1
Y =iAyp A= ( ~ ) ;
2(p1)*V —2(p1)?
where the eigenvalues . , right eigenvectors ¢ and left eigenvectors ¢;' of the real matrix
A are

Ay = (pi)2< — 1+ (1~ 2(291)‘2‘7)1/2),

1
g+ = ( _>\+ ) )
()

q_ :: 1 Y
L1 1
AR WS W WP e A
S L (M

- T I/

We see that A\, = —V +O(V2(pi)~2) and A\_ = —2(p})2 +V + O(V?(p})~2). The important
property here is that the left eigenvector limpi oo qul = (1,0) is constant, independent of 7,
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which implies that the ¢, component qul@ = 1;” decouples: we obtain in the limit p! — oo
the time-dependent Schrodinger equation

() = i (454)

:iQIld—IET
=—q+1AT¢T
— A
= A (1) (7)

n(7)
0)-

.‘7
where the operator V. depends on 7 and (z, Xo). Define the solution operator S

(7.2) lﬁn(T) = St,olﬁn(())’

The operator V can be symmetrized

_ N 1

-1 _ _ _ )

Vo= GG = (V= Va)r — g 2 Ay,
J

with real eigenvalues {\,,} and orthonormal eigenvectors {p,,}, satisfying
Vo (T) = A (T) D (7).

Therefore V; has the same eigenvalues and the eigenvectors p, := G,pm, which establishes
the spectral representation

(7.3) Vit (-, 7, ZA 0,-) ® P (T) P (7)),
where the scalar product is
dn.ﬁm ::/ wn PmG 2CLXO
T3N-1

The representation (7:3) is used in the next section to establish bounds on dy;,,.

7.2. Derivatives of the wave function. Differentiation of the Schrodinger equation (7.2
implies that the derivative ¢ := 8X3 1, satisfies

iéT = ‘Z’CT + aX(J)' Vqun(T)v
which has the integral representation
(74) CT - T,OCO +/ Sr,raxg ‘77“77;”(7’) dr
0

Assume that
(7.5) iw=Vw+q,
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that is w, = S;owp + fOT S:+q(r) dr. The spectral representation (Z.3) and w = Y wimpm

imply that
ZZ mem = Z )\mwmpm - ZZ wmﬁm +q,
which yields

win (1) = 7o Am 0y, (0) — / Lemif A (D wi(s)p;(s)) ® Pm(s) ds
(7.6) ° j

_ Z/ e—ifsf)\m(r)drqs .ﬁm(s) ds.
0

The initial assumption {, = O(1) and p; = 9p;/0X o dX/dr = O(M~Y/?), established from
the bound dxp = O(1) by (ZI0) and dX/dt = p = O(1) by ([Z3) using V,, = O(1), together
with 7 = O(M'/?) shows that the two first terms in the right hand side of (Z.6) (and the first
in (Z.4])) leads to the bound

Sr0G = O(1).
To establish a similar bound on the integral in the last term in (76) (and the second term
in ([Z4)) is subtle since ¢ = dy;Viahu(r) = O(1) while 7 = O(M'?), so that oscillatory
cancellation has to be used. We will use an assumption on a continuum limit of a spectral

decomposition. Let the eigenvalues {A,,(r) | m € N} be in increasing order, satisfying
VD (1) = Ao (1) P (1) and define the average

Am(s) = (7 — 5)" / A (r)dr.
We have the representation

Z e @ By (8) Bin(7)
(7.7) = Ze_’(T N 9 Vith(s) @ () Pn(7) -

m Am=MNg

-

=0 (Ak;8) A1 —Ak)

Remark [6.2 motivates that a change in the eigenvalue of order § perturbs each eigenstate p,,
with an amount O(§N 1), so that the sum over all eigenstates can have a change proportional

t0 0 = Apyr1 — g as assumed in (7).
The large mass M implies that the eigenvalues {),,} almost form a continuum with

Ay = Aomss — Ay = O(M™),

as seen by adding another non interacting particle, which yields (7 — $)ANy, = o(1). The
representation implies » 5 = far(Am; VAN, = OXJVT@DH( 7). Assume that fy; — f in LY(R),
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then we have the Fourier integral limit

M—o0

(78) lim Ze—z T—s )\m(s (5\ )Aj\m — /Re—i(T—s))\f()\) d)\ =: f(T _ S)

and assume that f and its second derivative are bounded in L'(R), as a function of A, i.e.
there is a constant C' such that

[+ s ar< o

then
£l ooy + 172 fll ooy < ©
which implies

C

(7.9) FOI< =

so that f(r — s) belongs to L(R), as a function of s. We conclude by integration over s in

([76)) that
(7.10) ¢ = O(1).

Equation (2I0) for Ox p shows that dx G also is bounded, provided |0x;xx V,,|+|0xi V| = O(1)
and the initial data 8Xp\1 is bounded. Consequently 8X¢n Oxn, = O(1) as M — oo. The
second derivative Ax, 1, can be estimated similarly by using instead ¢ = 28X0V8X01pn
A XOV’(/Jn.

Reduced L'-regularity f € WALY(R), with 8 € (0,1) derivatives in L' instead of two
derivatives in L', implies

5 C
O < 137

and f F(7)| dr = O(M=5)/2); also this bound shows that the WKB-Ansatz 1, *0n
makes sense, since then |Oy;1)| = O(MO=P/2)y <« M2 If B> 1 we have |0x;1)| = O(1).

7.3. Discrete spectrum. This section verifies that the bilinear form
/ vVov 4+ yv? dedX,
TS(J+N) 1

is continuous and coercive on H'(T?*+N)=1) which implies that the spectrum of V is discrete
by the theory of compact operators, see [13]. Let r := |2/ — X"|. Integrate by parts, for any
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e > 0, to obtain

R 1 R
—/ — V%Rdr = —/ Z0%r3dr
o |29 — X" o T

R 2
= —/ UQ&T—dr
0 2
2,.2

R
- / vO,v ridr + [—U - Jwrs
0 2

R R 1/2 U2T2
> —(/ vzrzdr/ (87,1))27“2(17’) + ==
0 0 2
I e [ vir?
> 5 . v2ridr — 5/0 (0,0)*r?dr + [T]T;(If

and integrate the representation v?(R)R = v*(p)R + pr 2v0,vRdr to estimate the last term

R R R R
v?(R)— :/ v2(r)Rdr+/ / 200, vRdr
2 /2 Rr2Jp

R

R R R 12
2/ Uz(T)Rd’/‘—/ (/ (8rv)2r2R_1d7’/1)2R37’_2d7">
R/2 R/2 NJp

p

"o e [* 2,2 1 [ LR,
> U(T)Rdr—z (0rv)rdr—4— v —rodr

R/2 R/2 €Jrp2 T

which shows that

R R R 4

1 5 R

—/ — %r2%dr > —e/ (0,v)*ridr — —/ v2—r2dr.
0 |27 — X" 0 0

Similar bounds for the other interaction terms in V' implies that the bilinear form is coercive

J N
— 1 1
VT 2 d dX >/ — am 2 a n 2 2 d dX’
/]1‘3(]+N)1U v uT drado 2 T34+ N)—1 4;‘ JU| +4M 3:1‘ X U‘ +v” drdXg

for v > 60(MN + J). Analogous estimates show that the bilinear form is also continuous,
i.e. there is a constant C such that

/ v‘_/}w + yow drdXy < CHU||H1(T3(J+N)71) ||'LUHH1(']1*3(J+N)71).
T3(J+N)—-1

The combination of coercivity and continuity in H*(T*/+¥)=1) implies, by the theory of com-
pact operators, that the spectrum of V' consists of eigenvalues with orthogonal eigenvectors
in L2(T3V+N)=1) see [13].
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7.4. The Born-Oppenheimer approximation. To better understand the evolution (7.2)

of wn, we use the decomposition w Yo + ¥t where 1)y(7) is an eigenvector of V, satisfying
Voo (T) = An(7)o(7) for an eigenvalue A\, (7) € R. This Ansatz is motivated by the residual

(7.11) Ry == i)y — Vpg = O(M~Y?)
being small, since by (2:25])
tho = OxtpoX = O(M~'/?)

Vigg = (V = Vo)t + O(M ™) = O(M™?),
provided
(7.12) et =0T,
which for ¢y = O(1) yields
(Yo +97) - Voo +97) _

(Yo + 94 - (Yo +¢)

We have i)t = Vi)~ — Ripy and by (Z2)

V, = An(T) + O(MY?).

(713) VL) = Srat0) = [ 5. R
so that (Z.H) can be applied with ¢ = Rty and we obtain as in (7.10)
(7.14) YH(r) = O(M'1?),

which also verifies that the bound (ZIZ)) holds, if the initial data satisfies ¢-(0) = O(M~1/2)
and the corresponding function

fruw)AAe = Y~ Ribo(s) @ p(s) pm(7)

m : Ap=Am

satisfies ([.9).

Remark 7.1 (The Madelungen equation). An alternative to (2.6) is to instead include the
coupling term —ﬁ > i A xj1, in the eikonal equation, which leads to the so called Madelun-
gen equations [32]. Near the minima points, where E — V,(X) = 0, the perturbation
— 1y - ﬁz i Axjv, can be negative and then there is no real solution 0x6, to the cor-
responding eikonal equation. To have a non real velocity 0x#, is in our case not compatible
with a classical limit and therefore we avoid the Madelungen formulation.
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