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Benchmark-quality rovibrational data are reported for the methane dimer from variational nuclear
motion computations using an ab initio intermolecular potential energy surface reported by [M. P.
Metz et al., Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2019, 21, 13504-13525]. A simple polarizability model is
used to compute Raman transition moments that may be relevant for future direct observation of
the intermolecular dynamics. Non-negligible ∆K ̸= 0 transition moments arise in this symmetric
top system due to strong rovibrational couplings.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Detailed understanding of hydrocarbon interactions has been a challenging subject for physical
chemistry. The alkyl-alkyl interaction is common in molecular systems since alkyl chains are
ubiquitous in organic, bio-, and materials chemistry. In atmospheric and astrochemical processes
the smallest hydrocarbon, methane, has utmost importance.

For a microscopic characterization of molecular interactions, including pair interactions, high-
resolution spectroscopy1 of molecular complexes is one of the powerful approaches. High-resolution
spectroscopy provides detailed information on the energy level structure, which can be quantita-
tively analyzed with respect to quantum nuclear motion computations using the interaction poten-
tial energy surface.2–4

Electronic structure theory has been used to compute the ab initio intermolecular potential
energy surface (PES)5 for a variety of complexes, and the local minima of the PES define the
equilibrium structures.6 At the same time, the intermolecular PES of alkyl-alkyl systems is flat,
corresponding to small, attractive forces (beyond the van-der-Waals radius), and hence the dynam-
ical properties of hydrocarbon systems are dominated by large-amplitude motions of the atomic
nuclei, which is correctly accounted for by quantum mechanics. In particular, the zero-point vibra-
tional energy of the light hydrocarbon systems is comparable to or often exceeds the ‘small barrier
heights’ of the flat interaction PES. As a result, the zero-point state is delocalized over several
shallow PES wells, and the simple concept of a rigid molecular structure with small amplitude
vibrations (usually treated as a perturbation) is not applicable.

The methane dimer is the smallest hydrocarbon aggregate to feature alkyl-alkyl interactions. An
ab initio potential energy surface has been recently reported in Ref. 7 in relation to all three possible
molecular dimers that can be formed by the methane and the water molecules, with relevance to
methane clathrates.

Regarding the methane dimer, an infrared spectroscopy study was previously initiated8, but
the spectral peaks corresponding to internal rotational states have not been assigned/analyzed in
detail, probably due to the complicated predissociative quantum dynamics.

Recent progress with advanced imagining techniques made it possible to record the rotational
Raman spectrum of (apolar) hydrocarbon complexes,9–11 including the rotational Raman spectrum
of the ethane dimer and trimer.

In this paper, we report the computed rotational Raman spectrum of the five lowest-energy
spin isomers of the methane dimer based on variational rovibrational computations on an ab ini-
tio intermolecular potential energy surface7 and polarizability transition moments using a simple
polarizability model.

The computational methodology is summarized in Sec. IIA. The molecular symmetry (MS)
group and the spin statistical weights are discussed in Sec. II C. Sec. III is about the analysis
and assignment of the computed rovibrational wave functions. The paper ends (Sec. V) with a
short analysis of the predicted polarizability transitions, with a comprehensive list deposited as
Supplementary Information to facilitate future experimental work.

II. THEORETICAL AND COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. Numerical solution of the intermolecular rovibrational Schrödinger equation

The intermolecular, rovibrational Schrödinger equation of (CH4)2 has been solved using the
GENIUSH program12,13. The program already has several applications for semi-rigid and floppy
molecular systems7,14–26, recently reviewed in Ref. 4. The Podolsky form of the rovibrational
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FIG. 1. Intermolecular coordinates, (R, θ, ϕ, α, β, γ), used to describe the intermolecular vibrational quan-
tum dynamics of the (CH4)2 dimer shown for the example of the global minimum (GM) structure of the
MM19-PES7. R ∈ [0,∞), ϕ, α, γ ∈ [0, 2π), θ, β ∈ [0, π]. The structure of the methane fragments is fixed
during the computations.

Hamiltonian was used during the computations,
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(1)

where Ĵa is the a = 1(x), 2(y), 3(z) component of the body-fixed total angular momentum operator,
p̂k = −i∂/∂qk is defined for every active qk (k = 1, 2, . . . , D) vibrational coordinate, and V labels
the potential energy surface.

The user-defined curvilinear coordinates and the body-fixed frame are encoded in the rovibra-
tional ggg ∈ R(D+3)×(D+3) mass-weighted metric tensor and D ≤ 3N − 6 is the number of active
vibrational degrees of freedom of the N -atomic system. The kinetic energy operator coefficients,
Gkl = (ggg−1)kl and g̃ = det(ggg) are obtained from direct computation of ggg over a grid,

gkl =

N∑
i=1

mittt
T
iktttil, k, l = 1, 2, ..., D + 3 (2)

with the vibrational and rotational ttt-vectors,

tttik =
∂rrri
∂qk

, k = 1, 2, ..., D (3)

ttti,D+a = eeea × rrri, a = 1(x), 2(y), 3(z) , (4)

respectively, where rrri are the body-fixed Cartesian coordinates for the ith atom and eeea labels the
unit vector in the body-fixed frame.
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TABLE I. The coordinate intervals and grid representations used in the GENIUSH intermolecular rovi-
brational computations for the methane dimer.

Coord. Eq.a
DVR

No. pointsType Interval

R [Å] 3.638 PO-Laguerreb [2.5,7.0] 7
θ [◦] 109.471 cot-DVRc (0,180) 13
ϕ [◦] 180.000 Fourier [0,360) 13
α [◦] 120.000 Fourier [0,360) 9
β [◦] 109.471 cot-DVRc (0,180) 13
γ [◦] 180.000 Fourier [0,360) 13

a Equilibrium structure of the MM19-PES7 in internal coordinates. The equilibrium rotational
constants are A = 2.545 37 cm−1 and B = C = 0.149 404 cm−1.
b Potential-optimized DVR using 300 primitive grid points.
c The cot-DVR was constructed with two sine functions.

B. Definition of the vibrational coordinates and grid representation

(CH4)2 has N = 10 nuclei with a total number of 24 vibrational degrees of freedom. To study
its intermolecular rotational-vibrational dynamics, a 6-dimensional (6D) model was defined by
fixing the methane monomer structures (intramolecular degrees of freedom). In this model, the
active intermolecular coordinates, Figure 1, describe the relative position and orientation of the
two fragments and are defined by (a) the distance between the centres of mass of the two methane
molecules, R ∈ [0,∞); (b) two angles to describe the orientation of monomer one, cos θ ∈ [−1, 1]
and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) (out of the three Euler angles, the first Euler angle is fixed at 0); and (c) three
Euler angles describing the orientation of monomer two, α ∈ [0, 2π), cosβ ∈ [−1, 1] and γ ∈ [0, 2π).

Regarding the frozen structures of the two CH4 molecules, we used in the vibrationally-averaged
effective values that had also been used during the MM19-PES development7. The effective carbon-
proton distance was r(C–H) = 1.110 020 996 Å, and cosα(H–C–H) = −1/3 corresponding to a
regular tetrahedron. In all computations, we used the atomic masses, m(H) = 1.007825 mu and
m(C) = 12 mu.

The matrix representation of the Hamiltonian, Eq. (1), is constructed using the discrete variable
representation (DVR) scheme,27 and an iterative Lanczos eigensolver was employed28 to converge
the lowest (few hundred) eigenstates of the Hamiltonian matrix.

For our coordinate choice (Fig. 1), the kinetic energy operator (KEO) is singular at cos θ = ±1
and cosβ = ±1. We have extensively studied the effect of these types of singularities on the energy
levels convergence rate in the case of the CH4·H2O dimer in Ref.25. The cot-DVR approach29

(including also two sine functions in the basis set) was found to be computationally efficient for
converging the singular degrees of freedom. The cot-DVR representation was originally developed
by Schiffel and Manthe,29 and its first molecular application (H2O and Ar·HF) was reported by
Wang and Carrington.30

The convergence of the computed rovibrational energy levels with respect to the DVR points
has been tested using different reduced-dimensionality models, from 1D to 6D. The ‘optimal’ grid
(and basis) parameters are collected in Table I. This grid includes 1.8 ·106 points, which equals the
number of basis functions in DVR. We have tested the convergence provided by this grid and basis
size for the J = 0 rotational quantum number. During the course of the convergence tests, the
largest grid size included 7.6 · 106 points and provided energy levels (in the studied energy range)
converged better than 0.01 cm−1. With respect to this large computation, the convergence error
of the absolute energies obtained with the ‘optimal’ basis (used for J ≥ 0) is 0.1 cm−1 (Table I),
while the energies relative to the zero-point vibrational energy (ZPVE) are converged better than
0.01 cm−1. Since we were interested in rotational transitions up to J = 6 rotational quantum
number, and the dimensionality of the Hamiltonian matrix increases by a factor of ∼ (2J + 1), we
used the ‘optimal’ grid (Table I) in the rovibrational computations. Using this ‘optimal’ grid and
basis, it was possible to compute the 400 lowest-energy states for every J value up to J = 6 within
a reasonable amount of computer time (within a few weeks on multiprocessor CPUs).
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FIG. 2. The expectation value of the distance of the carbon atoms in the methane fragments.

C. Molecular symmetry group and spin statistics

The molecular symmetry (MS) group of (CH4)2 is G576. The corresponding character table (de-
posited in the Supplementary Information) has been generated using the GAP program31 following
the instructions of Ref. 32. We note that the ordering of the rows and columns of this character
table is different from Ref. 33. The spin statistical weights taken from Ref. 32 are also listed in the
same table. The symmetry labels of the computed rovibrational wave functions are assigned using
the coupled-rotor decomposition scheme and the symmetry assignment of the methane-methane
CR functions is carried out by generalizing the procedures of Ref. 20,21.

The (proton) spin states of a single methane molecule correspond to a total proton spin quantum
number I = 0 (meta), I = 1 (ortho), and I = 2 (para)34. The lowest-energy spatial functions,
which correspond to these spin states by satisfying the generalized Pauli principle, are the j = 0
(meta, I = 0), j = 1 (ortho, I = 1), and j = 2 (para, I = 2) rotational states of methane.34,35 Since
the monomer (proton) spin is a good quantum label of the dimer, we can distinguish meta-meta
(m-m), meta-ortho (m-o), meta-para (m-p), ortho-ortho (o-o), ortho-para (o-p), and para-para
(p-p) spin isomers of the complex.

III. ANALYSIS OF THE ROVIBRATIONAL WAVE FUNCTION

Different strategies have been used to analyze the computed rovibrational wave functions of
(CH4)2, including computation of expectation values (Sec. III A); inspection of wave function
cuts and nodal features (Sec. III B); rigid-rotor decomposition—vibrational parent assignment
(Sec. III C); rotational parent assignment with (approximate) K labels (Sec. IIID); and coupled-
rotor decomposition and MS group assignment (Sec. III E).

A. Intermolecular expectation values

We have computed the expectation value of the R intermolecular distance between the two
methane moieties. In Fig. 2, the value of the expectation value, ⟨R⟩, is shown for a few of dozens
of states for J = 0 and J = 1, highlighting the ground states (g.s) for each spin isomers (based on
assignment in Sec. III E). In Fig. 2, the stretching (str) state can also be clearly identified by the
increased value of the average intermolecular distance (that is further confirmed by identifying the
node along the R degree of freedom in an appropriate wave function cut).
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FIG. 3. Selected 2-dimensional cuts of the MM19-PES7 along the intermolecular coordinates of (CH4)2.
The rest of the coordinates are fixed at their equilibrium value (Table I). The energy scale, in cm−1, for
the contour line is shown in the legend of the upper-left subfigure (R− α cut).
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FIG. 4. 2D cut of the wave function of the lowest energy state of the (CH4)2 meta-meta spin isomer, [0, 0],
which corresponds to the ground vibrational state, J0.1. Wave function cuts for the other four spin isomers
are deposited as Supplementary Information.

B. Wave function cuts and node counting

The anisotropy of the interaction can be visualized by selected 2D cuts of the MM19-PES7

(Fig. 3). The effect of this anisotropy in the wave functions has been studied for the lowest-energy
states of each spin isomer. Two wave function cuts are shown in Figs. 4 for the ground state of
the meta-meta spin isomer, while the equivalent cuts for the other spin isomers are included in the
Supplementary Information.
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C. Vibrational parent analysis, rigid rotor limit

The first limiting model that we consider—which is an inefficient model for this weakly-bound
system—is based on the rigid rotor model of molecular rotations. The rigid rotor decomposition
(RRD)36 scheme is based on the evaluation of the overlap of the mth rovibrational wave function,

ΨJ>0
m , and the product of vibrational functions, ψJ=0

n , and rigid-rotor functions, ϕRR,J
l , as

Snl,m =
〈
ψJ=0
n · ϕRR,J

l

∣∣∣ΨJ>0
m

〉
(5)

with ∣∣∣ψJ=0
n . ϕRR,J

l

〉
=

∣∣ψJ=0
n

〉
⊗ ϕRR,J

l , (6)

where the ϕRR,J
l rigid-rotor functions are the Wang functions37. It is necessary to note that the

RRD overlaps, Eq. (5), depend on the body-fixed frame that was defined in Sec. II B.
If there is a single (or few dominant) RRD coefficient, |Snl,m|2, for a rovibrational state, then

the vibrational ‘parent’(s) of the state can be unambiguously identified. For the methane dimer
the RRD matrix, Fig. 5, is relatively ‘pale’, which highlights that the rigid rotor model is not a
good model for this system.
Although a dominant ψJ=0

n vibrational state cannot be assigned to a rovibrational state, we can

still aim for the identification of the rotational function, ϕRR,J
l , which gives dominant contribution

to the rovibrational state. The GENIUSH program uses Wang functions38 (for a modern intro-
duction, see for example34) as rotational basis functions, because the Hamiltonian matrix is real
in this representation. The Wang functions34 are defined as linear combination of the orthogonal
symmetric top (rigid rotor) functions,

θ
(JM)
Kτ =


1√
2

[∣∣JK̄M〉
+
∣∣J − K̄M〉]

, for even K̄, τ = 0
i√
2

[∣∣JK̄M〉
−
∣∣J − K̄M〉]

, for even K̄, τ = 1
1√
2

[∣∣JK̄M〉
−

∣∣J − K̄M〉]
, for odd K̄, τ = 0

i√
2

[∣∣JK̄M〉
+

∣∣J − K̄M〉]
, for odd K̄, τ = 1

, (7)

and Θ
(JM)
00 = |J0M⟩ (Θ(JM)

01 = 0).
In practice, this means that the rovibrational basis set has (2J +1) vibrational ‘sub-blocks’, and

each sub-block is characterized by a value of K (K̄ absolute value) and τ .

D. Rotational parent analysis, K label assignment

Although the methane dimer is a symmetric top at equilibrium structure, the K label is only an
approximate quantum number due to the highly fluxional character of the system.
We assigned theK (and τ) labels of the Wang functions to the intermolecular rovibrational states

computed in this work, by calculating the sum of the absolute value squared coefficients over the
different vibrational ‘sub-blocks’ (corresponding to different Wang functions) of the rovibrational
wave function.
So, the contribution of the Θ

(JM)
Kτ Wang function to the nth rovibrational wave function with J

rotational angular momentum quantum number, Ψ
(J)
n (the energy is independent ofM) is measured

by the quantity

κ̃
(J)
K (τ) =

Nvib
grid∑
i=1

|ψ(J)
n,(K,τ)(ξi)|2 (8)

and we can sum for the τ = 0, 1 values to have a measure only for the K label,

κ
(J)
K =

∑
τ=0,1

κ̃
(J)
K (τ) . (9)
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FIG. 5. RRD overlap coefficients computed for the J = 1 states of (CH4)2. The full-dimensional (inter-
molecular, 6D) rovibrational states, J = 1, are in columns.

In Eqs. (8)–(9), ψ
(J)
n,(K,τ)(ξi) labels the Kτ sub-block of the rovibrational eigenvector corresponding

to the ξi grid point in the multi-dimensional DVR grid, i = 1, . . . , Nvib
grid (Table I).

Based on this simple calculation, schematized in Fig. (6), it was possible to unambiguously assign
a K value for several rovibrational states, but beyond J > 2, there are (low-energy) states for which
the assignment is ambiguous.

E. Coupled rotor limit

Another limiting model used to characterize the rovibrational dynamics of (CH4)2 is the coupled-
rotor (CR) limit. The coupled-rotor decomposition (CRD) scheme20 defined based on this limiting
model is used to assign monomer (methane) rotational states to the complex of two methane
moieties.
The CRD is based on measuring the similarity (as a special overlap of the wave functions) between

the 6D intermolecular rovibrational wave functions and the 5D angular functions of free-rotating
monomers (without interaction) fixed at a given distance. As a result of a second, 5D computation,
the CR functions become available in exactly the same (DVR grid) representation as the (angular
part of the) 6D intermolecular states, and hence, their overlap can be straightforwardly computed.
The MS group assignment of the dimer states is carried out based on the symmetry of the CR

functions.
The CR states (5D) are characterized by two non-interacting rigid rotors fixed at some distance

(at the equilibrium distance or at a very large distance), where the angular momenta of the two sub-
systems are coupled between themselves and with the angular momentum of the effective diatom
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FIG. 6. Although the equilibrium structure of (CH4)2 is a symmetric top, the assignment of K labels to
the rovibrational states becomes ambiguous already for low-energy J = 3 rovibrational states of this floppy
complex.

rotation.
The CR states (computed at some finite fixed intermolecular distance, R) are assigned based

on their energies and using the monomer rotational energies and the energy correction due to the
rotation of the effective diatom connecting the methane centres of masses.20,39 The diatom term
vanishes if the R fixed monomer separation is very large (in practice, R ≥ 100 bohr). As a result,
the CR states are assigned with the monomer rotational angular momentum quantum numbers, j1
and j2. The monomers’ angular momenta are coupled to an internal rotational angular momentum
with quantum number j. This internal angular momentum is coupled with the rotational angular
momentum of the effective diatom (corresponding to the relative rotation of the two methane
fragments), with the rotational quantum number Λ, to the total rotational angular momentum of
the complex, with the total rotational angular momentum quantum number, J , and its projection
quantum number, M . This angular momentum coupling scheme is labelled as[

[j1, j2]j ,Λ
]
JM

, (10)

which is finally used to label the CR states to characterize their angular dependence.
The overlap between the 5D CR states and the 6D intermolecular states is computed for every

J value as

CRD(J)
nm =

NR∑
r=1

∣∣∣∣∣
J∑

k=−J

NΩ∑
o=1

Ψ̃
(J)
m,k(ρr, ωo) · φ̃(J)

n,k(ωo)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (11)

where Ψ̄
(J)
m is the mth rovibrational state, depending on the intermolecular distance R with grid

points ρr (r = 1, . . . , NR) and on the five (cos) angles Ω = cos θ, ϕ, α, cosβ, γ with grid points

ωo (o = 1, . . . , NΩ), and φ̄
(J)
n is the nth CR function depending only on the angular part over the

same (angular) DVR grid points.
The CRD matrices have two key properties: (a) the sum of the elements in a column is 1, if

a large number of (infinitely many) CR functions is used, i.e., for each Ψ̄
(J)
m state, the sum of

the CRD contributions over all CR states is 1; and (b) the sum of the elements in a row can be

larger than 1, i.e., one CR function can contribute (and even be dominant) in several Ψ̄
(J)
m states.

Figure 7 vizualizes the CR overlap matrix elements, Eq. (11), for J = 0 and J = 1.
Based on these overlap matrices, we assigned CR labels to all 6D intermolecular rovibrational

states. The transformation properties of the coupled-rotor functions (5D basis function without
intermolecular interaction) under the permutation-inversion operators of the molecular symmetry
group can be derived based on formal arguments (we generalized the calculation of Refs. 20 and
21 carried out for the CH4·H2O and CH4·Ar complexes). Then, by using the CRD assignment of
the 6D states (e.g., Fig. 7), we attach an irrep label to every 6D state.
Regarding the formal symmetry analysis of the CR functions, it is practical to distinguish between
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FIG. 7. CRD overlap coefficients computed for the J = 0 and J = 1 states of the (CH4)2 dimer. The
coupled rotor functions are in rows, and the full-dimensional (intermolecular, 6D) states are in columns.

states in which the two monomers are in the same rotational state, j1 = j2; and states which have
different monomer rotational quantum numbers, j1 ̸= j2. We consider the set of the [[j1, j2]j ,Λ]JM
CR functions with k1 = −j1, . . . , j1 and k2 = −j2, . . . , j2 values (in |ji, ki,mi⟩) as a representation
of the MS group. If j1 ̸= j2, then we include both [[j1, j2]j ,Λ]JM and [[j2, j1]j ,Λ]JM sets of functions
in the CR set, in short, labelled by [[j1, j2]j ,Λ]JM . To determine the irrep(s) corresponding to this
representation, we calculated the characters for the group operations.
If the two monomers are in a different rotational state, then any MS group operation that

exchanges the two monomers has a zero character. Furthermore, an operation Ô ∈ G576, which
does not exchange the two monomer units, can be written as a product of operations acting on

monomer ‘1’ and ‘2’, as ô1 and ô2, and an operation acting on the effective diatom, d̂, hence

Ô = ô1ô1d̂. Then, the character of any operation, Ô = ô1ô1d̂ ∈ G576, can be calculated for
every [[j1, j2]j ,Λ]J representation from the character of the corresponding operation on the two
monomers, ô1, ô2 ∈ Td(M). Using these expressions, the characters for the any [[j1, j2]j ,Λ]JM CR
set of functions can be constructed.
The symmetry assignment of the computed 6D intermolecular rovibrational states is carried out

based on the CRD tables and the symmetry assignment of the CR functions.

IV. RAMAN TRANSITION MOMENTS

A. Collection of the formulae

The rovibrational absorption intensities can be expressed using the following working formula:40

I(f← i) =
2π2

3

NA

ε0h2c2
e−E′/kT (1− e−(E−E′)/kT )

Q(T )
(E − E′)R , (12)

where E and E′ are the energies of the initial, ‘i’, and final, ‘f’, rovibrational states, respectively.
Besides the well-known natural constants, Q(T ) denotes the partition function and R is the tran-
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sition moment41 connecting the two rovibrational states, defined by

R = gns
∑
M,M ′

∑
A=X,Y,Z

| ⟨Ψrv
J′M ′l′ |TA |Ψrv

JMl⟩ |2. (13)

Using the same notation, |Ψrv
JMl⟩ and |Ψrv

J′M ′l′⟩ correspond to the ‘i’ and ‘f’ rovibrational wave
functions, respectively and gns is the nuclear spin statistical weight factor. For simplicity, we define
S = R/gns. We also note that for an isolated molecular system, the rovibrational energy levels
are degenerate with respect to the rotational quantum number, M , that describes the projection
of the JJJ angular momentum on the Z axis of the laboratory (space-fixed) frame (LF).

In Eq. (13), TA is the A Cartesian component of the corresponding T property tensor in the
laboratory frame. For instance, this tensor is the molecular dipole moment, µA (A = X,Y, Z),
for computing infrared intensities. Our rank-1 tensor implementation has been tested for the
line strengths of the rovibrational transitions of the far-infrared and microwave spectrum of the
CH4·H2O dimer.25 For Raman transitions, the property tensor has rank 2, i.e., a matrix αAB

(A,B = X,Y, Z), and thus there are two Cartesian components (A and B) in the space-fixed
frame. The rovibrational integrals42 in Eq. (13) can be evaluated for a general Ω-rank tensorial
property according to

⟨Ψrv
J′M ′l′ |T (LF)

A |Ψrv
JMl⟩ =

Ω∑
ω=0

M(J′M ′,JM)
Aω K(J′l′,Jl)

ω (14)

with

M(J′M ′,JM)
Aω = (−1)M ′√

(2J ′ + 1)(2J + 1)

×
ω∑

σ=−ω

[U (Ω)]−1
A,ωσ

(
J ω J ′

M σ −M ′

)
(15)

and

K(J′l′,Jl)
ω =

∑
v,K,τ

v′,K′,τ ′

[c
(J′l′)
v′K′τ ′ ]

∗c(Jl)vKτ

∑
±K′,±K

[d
(τ ′)
K′ ]

∗d(τ)K

× (−1)K′
ω∑

σ=−ω

∑
α

(
J ω J ′

K σ −K ′

)
U (Ω)
ωσ,α ⟨v′|T (BF)

α |v⟩ .
(16)

As a result, we need to numerically evaluate ⟨v′|T (BF)
α |v⟩-type integrals in the body-fixed (BF)

frame using the vibrational ‘blocks’ (corresponding to the different Wang functions) of the rovi-

brational wave function and the body-fixed expression of the T
(BF)
α property.

Within this approach, the BF integrals with respect to the internal coordinates are computed
using the DVR grid. The property is evaluated at every grid point and then integrated with respect
to the DVR vibrational basis.

The Raman intensities are calculated using the polarizability transitions with Ω = 2, and thus,
there are two components: the so-called isotropic (independent of the molecular orientation) with
ω = 0 and the anisotropic with ω = 2. By using the general expressions, Eqs. (13)–(16), the
isotropic polarizability transition moment can be written as

R0 = δJJ ′gns(2J
′ + 1)(2J + 1)

×
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

v,K,τ
v′,K′,τ ′

[c
(J′l′)
v′K′τ ′ ]

∗c(Jl)vKτ

∑
±K′,±K

[d
(τ ′)
K′ ]

∗d(τ)K

× (−1)K′ ∑
αβ

(
J 0 J ′

K 0 −K ′

)
U

(2)
00,αβ ⟨v′|α

(BF)
αβ |v⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

(17)
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where the summation over the M and M ′ quantum numbers was simplified according to

∑
M,M ′

∑
A=X,Y,Z

∑
B=X,Y,Z

∣∣∣∣∣[U (2)]−1
AB,00

(
J 0 J ′

M 0 −M ′

) ∣∣∣∣∣
2

= δJJ ′ . (18)

The 3J-symbols in Eqs. (17) and (18) vanish unless J = J ′. This leads to the selection rule ∆J = 0
for the isotropic transition moments, incorporated in the final equations by the Kronecker delta,
δJJ ′ .

For the anisotropic contribution (ω = 2), this summation over M is always 1, and the final
expression for the anisotropic transition moment is

R2 = gns(2J
′ + 1)(2J + 1)

×
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑

v,K,τ
v′,K′,τ ′

[c
(J′l′)
v′K′τ ′ ]

∗c(Jl)vKτ

∑
±K′,±K

[d
(τ ′)
K′ ]

∗d(τ)K

× (−1)K′
2∑

σ=−2

∑
αβ

(
J 2 J ′

K σ −K ′

)
U

(2)
2σ,αβ ⟨v′|α

(BF)
αβ |v⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

(19)

Again, as a direct consequence of the properties of the 3J-symbols, the anisotropic transitions are
allowed if ∆J ≤ ω, which introduces the selection rules, ∆J = 0, 1, 2. The non-zero matrix elements

of U
(2)
ωσ,αβ and its ‘pseudo-’inverse [U

(2)
αβ,ωσ]

−1 appearing in the equations for rank-2 properties are
shown in the Supplementary Information.

B. A simple polarizability model

We defined a simple polarizability model for (CH4)2 to simulate its rovibrational Raman spectral
features.

In this model, we considered the methane molecules as spheres, and the parallel (α∥) and the
perpendicular (α⊥) polarizability components of the dimer were defined with respect to the axis
connecting the two monomers, which was the z-axis for our particular choice of the body-fixed
frame. Assuming negligible contribution of the interacting subsystems to the individual polariz-
abilities, the interaction polarizability of the dimer was defined as

∆α = α(CH4)2 − 2αCH4 , (20)

where the value of the monomer polarizability is αCH4 = 16.39 a.u.43. Using this approximation,
Eq. (20), Jensen et al.44 computed both components of the interaction polarizability, ∆α⊥ and ∆α∥,
as a function of the intermolecular distance, R (Fig. 8). We have checked this simple model against
explicit computations using the Dalton program package45 for randomly positioned methane units,
which confirmed the validity of this simple model. Otherwise, a polarizability surface can be
developed, for example, along the lines of Ref. 46.

Since we consider in this work transitions between the lowest-energy states, the R dependence of
the interaction polarizability had a very small effect on the computed transition polarizabilities, and
for this reason, we decided to use the values corresponding to the equilibrium R distance ∆α∥ =
1.3 a.u. and ∆α⊥ = −0.6 a.u.. Within this model, the parallel and perpendicular components
depend on the orientation of the body-fixed frame, and for our body-fixed frame choice (Sec. II B),
the body-fixed polarizability tensor is written as

α
(BF)
αβ =

2αCH4 +∆α⊥ 0 0
0 2αCH4 +∆α⊥ 0
0 0 2αCH4 +∆α∥

 . (21)

In the present model, the body-fixed polarizability matrix (in atomic units) is a constant matrix
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FIG. 8. Polarizability model constructed based on Ref. 44: Radial dependence of both polarizability
components of the methane dimer with respect to the R intermolecular distance. The parallel polarizability
(α∥) is represented with dash lines and perpendicular component (α⊥) with solid lines.

over the intermolecular grid points:

α
(BF)
αβ =

32.18 0 0
0 32.18 0
0 0 34.08

 . (22)
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FIG. 9. Energy level structure of the five lowest-energy spin isomers of the methane dimer with total angular
quantum numbers J=0 and J=1. [[j1, j2]L,Λ] label the j1, j2 monomer and Λ end-over-end rotational
quantum numbers.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 9 provides an overview of the J = 0 and J = 1 level structure for the five lowest-energy
spin isomers. The idealized Raman ‘stick spectrum’ (Fig. 10) highlights potentially observable
progressions from initial states corresponding to within ca. 1 cm−1 of the rovibrational ground
state of the particular ‘spin isomer’. For future potential experiments, the computed energy list
and transition moments (up to J = 6) are provided in the Supplementary Information, and they
can then be used to simulate (even time-dependent) experimental conditions.
The main features of the energy level structure and a short discussion of the non-negligible

transition moments are in order.
The meta-meta ground state is the absolute rovibrational ground state of this system and cor-

responds to the j1 = j2 = 0 methane rotational quantum numbers and the Λ = 0 end-over-end
rotation quantum number. Correspondingly, the rotational Raman stick spectrum is predicted to
feature a simple, regular progression, with observable transition moments with ∆J = 2 transitions
(Table II).
In the ortho-meta ground state, one of the methane moieties is rotating ‘with a single quantum’,

j1 = 1, j2 = 0 (or j2 = 1, j1 = 0), which is coupled with the Λ = 1 end-over-end rotation to obtain
a J = 0 ‘pure vibrational’ state of the complex. Table III and Fig. 10 highlight a progression of
regular ∆J = 2 transitions. An additional ∆J = 1 transition is also shown, which starts from a
state that is very close in energy (less than 1 cm−1 separation) to the ground state of this spin
isomer but with no end-over-end rotation, and hence a total J = 1.
The ortho-ortho ground state is characterized by both methane fragments rotating with a single

quantum, j1 = j2 = 1, coupled (with Λ = 0 or 2 end-over-end rotation) to J = 0. Different
coupling schemes can result in several close-lying energy levels with J = 1 and 2 (and higher)
total rotational angular momentum quantum numbers. The numerous coupling possibilities of the
rotors, end-over-end (de)excitation and overall rotational excitation give rise to multiple possible
transition, and our computation predicts a longer list of non-negligible polarizability transition
moments (Table IV). Due to the various angular-momentum coupling options, we also find ∆J = 0
transition moments in the predicted list with non-negligible intensity.
The para-meta spin species is the next in the energetic ordering of the ground states with
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R

FIG. 10. Raman stick spectrum based on variational rovibrational computations. R values were computed
according to Eq. (13) and are plotted in atomic units.

one methane ‘at rest’ and the other ‘rotating with two quanta’ (j1 = 0, j2 = 2 or j1 = 2, j2 =
0). Interestingly, the para-meta rovibrational ground state has J = 1 total angular momentum
quantum number. The J = 0 vibrational ground state of this spin species is by 8.91 cm−1 higher
in energy than the J = 1 p-m ground state and also higher in energy than the J = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6
lowest vibrational energies of this spin isomer (J > 6 states were not computed in this study).
Furthermore, it is interesting to add that the rigid-rotor analysis (Sec. IIID) suggests that the
J = 1 absolute p-m ground state has K = 1 label, whereas the next state in this block has
K = 0. So, the usual prolate symmetric top energy ordering is reversed and is reminiscent of
‘effective’ oblate symmetric top features. All in all, the strongly fluxional character of the system
and the very strong rovibrational couplings limit a simple rigid rotor analysis. The significant
polarizability transition moments following the regular ∆J = 2 progression from the J = 1 ground
state are collected in Table V, and a non-negligible J = 1 to J = 2 (∆J = 1) transition is also
predicted in the lowest-energy range of the spectrum.

Finally, the para-ortho species is the fifth in the energetic order, with one methane rotating with
one quantum and the other with two quanta (j1 = 2, j2 = 1 or j1 = 1, j2 = 2) in the rovibrational
ground state of this spin isomer. Similarly to the para-meta case, the para-ortho ground state is also
a J = 1 state, which is −0.5 cm−1 lower in energy than the lowest energy J = 0 state of this spin
isomer. The J = 1 para-ortho ground state can be assigned to K = 1, similarly to the p-m ground
state, indicating a prolate to oblate transition of its ‘effective’ properties. There are many possible
coupling schemes of the two methane rotors and the end-over-end diatom angular momenta, which
give rise to many non-negligible polarizability transition moments, including ∆J = 2, 1, and 0 cases
(Table VI, and a complicated stick spectrum in Fig. 10).

The highest-energy, para-para spin species was not identified among the computed 400 lowest-
energy states with J = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6.

All transition energies and polarizability moments computed in this work are deposited as Sup-
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TABLE II. Theoretically predicted Raman transitions for the meta-meta, [[0, 0]j ,Λ]J , spin isomer of
(CH4)2. R = gnsS , Eqs. (17)–(19), and the gns nuclear spin statistical weight is 15 for every even J
state and 10 for every odd J state.

(J.n)f ←− (J.n)i ∆ν̃ [cm−1] ∆ν̃ [GHz] S(f ←− i)

J2.1 ←− J0.1 0.7301 21.8876 2.41
J4.1 ←− J2.1 1.7022 51.0310 6.19
J6.1 ←− J4.1 2.6711 80.0772 9.84
J3.1 ←− J1.1 1.2164 36.4679 4.33
J5.1 ←− J3.1 2.1872 65.5698 8.02

TABLE III. Theoretically predicted Raman transitions for the ortho-meta, [[1, 0]j ,Λ]J , spin isomer of
(CH4)2. The ground state corresponds to J0.2–7. R = gnsS , Eqs. (17)–(19), and the gns nuclear spin
statistical weight is 15 for every state.

(J.n)f ←− (J.n)i ∆ν̃ [cm−1] ∆ν̃ [GHz] S(f ←− i)

J2.2–7 ←− J0.2–7 0.4578 13.7237 1.81
J4.2–7 ←− J2.2–7 1.3401 40.1759 5.80
J6.2–7 ←− J4.2–7 2.2928 68.7361 9.57
J2.14–19 ←− J0.2–7 1.5630 46.8580 0.59
J3.2–7 ←− J1.2–7 0.8785 26.3371 3.84
J5.2–7 ←− J3.2–7 1.8147 54.4046 7.70
J2.8–13 ←− J1.14–19 0.3793 11.3701 3.11

plementary Information for potential use in conjunction with future experiments.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

This paper reported rovibrational computations for the methane dimer on an ab initio inter-
molecular potential energy surface.

The equilibrium structure of (CH4)2 is a (prolate) symmetric top. K labels can be unambiguously
assigned to the lowest-energy states up to J = 2 − 3. The lowest-energy rotational states of the
meta-meta (I = 0), ortho-meta (I = 1 and 0), and ortho-ortho (I = 1) proton spin isomers
corresponding to [j1, j2] = [0, 0], [0, 1], and [1, 1] rotational quanta assignable to the methane
subunits show prolate-type energetic ordering. This ordering is apparently reversed for the [2,0]
para-meta (I = 2 and 0) and [2,1] para-ortho (I = 2 and 1) spin ‘isomers’, rendering an oblate-type
energetic ordering for the lowest-energy rotational states. The strongly fluxional character of this
weakly bound complex limits the applicability of rigid-rotor-type concepts and the weakly coupled
rotor picture can be used more naturally.

To facilitate future detection and assignment of the intermolecular rotational transitions of this
simplest representative of alkyl-alkyl interactions, potentially by some Raman-type spectroscopic
technique, a simple polarizability model was designed and used to predict polarizability transition
moments. Simple rotational Raman progressions are predicted for the meta-meta and ortho-meta
species, while more features in the para-meta, and a more complicated pattern can be expected
for the ortho-ortho and para-ortho species.
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TABLE IV. Theoretically predicted Raman transitions for the ortho-ortho, [[1, 1]j ,Λ]J , spin isomer of
(CH4)2. The ground state corresponds to J0.8–16. R = gnsS , Eqs. (17)–(19), and the gns nuclear spin
statistical weight is 6 for every even J state and 3 for every odd J state.

(J.n)f ←− (J.n)i ∆ν̃ [cm−1] ∆ν̃ [GHz] S(f ←− i)

J2.20–28 ←− J0.8–16 0.2333 6.9943 1.41
J4.20–28 ←− J2.20–28 0.9741 29.2033 5.34
J6.20–28 ←− J4.20–28 1.9077 57.1908 9.26
J2.56–64 ←− J0.8–16 1.2602 37.7800 0.79
J4.56–64 ←− J2.56–64 1.6406 49.1827 4.36
J6.56–64 ←− J4.56–64 2.6474 79.3660 8.78
J2.56–64 ←− J2.20–28 1.0269 30.7857 0.39
J2.65–73 ←− J2.56–64 0.4889 14.6577 2.19
J3.20–28 ←− J1.20–28 0.5522 16.5557 3.28
J5.20–28 ←− J3.20–28 1.4352 43.0261 7.33
J3.56–64 ←− J1.20–28 1.8942 56.7862 0.72
J5.56–64 ←− J3.56–64 2.1526 64.5335 6.67
J1.56–64 ←− J1.20–28 0.8504 25.4939 0.86

TABLE V. Theoretically predicted Raman transitions for the para-meta, [[2, 0]j ,Λ]J , spin isomers of the
(CH4)2. The ground state corresponds to J1.83–86. R = gnsS , Eqs. (17)–(19), and the gns nuclear spin
statistical weight is 10 for every state.

(J.n)f ←− (J.n)i ∆ν̃ [cm−1] ∆ν̃ [GHz] S(f ←− i)

J3.101–104 ←− J1.83–86 1.1265 33.7704 2.87
J5.101–104 ←− J3.101–104 2.0286 60.8164 7.19
J4.101–104 ←− J2.101–104 1.5774 47.2891 5.13
J6.101–104 ←− J4.101–104 2.4801 74.3516 9.15
J2.101–104 ←− J1.83–86 0.4505 13.5065 3.58
J3.101–104 ←− J2.101–104 0.6759 20.2638 2.37
J4.101–104 ←− J3.101–104 0.9015 27.0253 1.76
J5.101–104 ←− J4.101–104 1.1271 33.7911 1.39
J6.101–104 ←− J5.101–104 1.3530 40.5606 1.15
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TABLE VI. Theoretically predicted Raman transitions for the para-ortho, [[2, 1]j ,Λ]J , spin isomer of
(CH4)2. The ground state corresponds to J1.93–104. R = gnsS , Eqs. (17)–(19), and the gns nuclear spin
statistical weight is 6 for every state.

(J.n)f ←− (J.n)i ∆ν̃ [cm−1] ∆ν̃ [GHz] S(f ←− i)

J0.45–56 ←− J2.127–138 0.2670 8.0034 0.22
J4.127–138 ←− J2.127–138 1.1709 35.1031 4.49
J6.121–132 ←− J4.127–138 2.0802 62.3619 8.71
J2.149–160 ←− J2.127–138 0.6137 18.3980 1.48
J2.161–172 ←− J2.149–160 0.4952 14.8456 0.57
J4.143–154 ←− J2.149–160 1.6511 49.5001 3.21
J6.139–150 ←− J4.143–154 2.5060 75.1277 8.20
J4.143–154 ←− J2.161–172 1.1559 34.6545 0.61
J4.162–173 ←− J2.161–172 1.9004 56.9716 5.17
J6.162–173 ←− J4.162–173 2.8414 85.1827 9.04
J3.127–138 ←− J1.93–104 0.6914 20.7270 2.21
J5.127–138 ←− J3.127–138 1.6273 48.7858 6.66
J1.121–132 ←− J1.93–104 0.7673 23.0034 0.43
J3.162–173 ←− J1.121–132 1.3903 41.6795 3.33
J3.149–160 ←− J3.127–138 0.8678 26.0145 0.54
J2.127–138 ←− J1.93–104 0.2208 6.6183 2.28
J3.127–138 ←− J2.127–138 0.4706 14.1087 2.52
J4.127–138 ←− J3.127–138 0.7003 20.9944 2.06
J5.127–138 ←− J4.127–138 0.9270 27.7914 1.66
J6.121–132 ←− J5.127–138 1.1531 34.5705 1.37
J3.149–160 ←− J2.149–160 0.7247 21.7252 3.49
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S1. MOLECULAR SYMMETRY GROUP OF THE METHANE DIMER

TABLE S1. Character table of the molecular symmetry group of the methane dimer. The table was
generated using the GAP program according to instructions of Ref.32.
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5
47
)(
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(1
5
)(
2
64
7
3
8
)(
9,
10
)

Rb 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
KR

c 1 6 9 16 48 32 32 36 72 36 12 36 96 12 36 96 gns
d

X1(1) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 15
X2(1) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 1 1 1 10
X3(1) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 15
X4(1) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 − 1 10
X5(2) 2 2 2 − 1 − 1 2 − 1 . . . . . . 2 2 − 1 1
X6(2) 2 2 2 − 1 − 1 2 − 1 . . . . . . − 2 − 2 1 1
X7(2) 2 2 2 − 1 − 1 − 1 2 . . . − 2 − 2 1 . . . 0
X8(2) 2 2 2 − 1 − 1 − 1 2 . . . 2 2 − 1 . . . 2
X9(2) 4 4 4 1 1 − 2 − 2 . . . . . . . . . 10
X10(6) 6 2 −2 3 − 1 . . − 2 . 2 . . . . . . 15
X11(6) 6 2 −2 3 − 1 . . 2 . − 2 . . . . . . 15
X12(9) 9 −3 1 . . . . − 1 1 − 1 − 3 1 . 3 − 1 . 3
X13(9) 9 −3 1 . . . . − 1 1 − 1 3 − 1 . − 3 1 . 6
X14(9) 9 −3 1 . . . . 1 − 1 1 − 3 1 . − 3 1 . 3
X15(9) 9 −3 1 . . . . 1 − 1 1 3 − 1 . 3 − 1 . 6
X16(12) 12 4 −4 − 3 1 . . . . . . . . . . . 6

a Zero characters are labeled with “.” to enhance readability.
b Class index.
c Number of elements in class Cl.[R].
d Spin statistical weight.
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S2. Td(M) CHARACTER TABLE

TABLE S2. Characters and irrep decomposition of the rotational functions of methane in the Td(M)
molecular symmetry group20.

E (123) (14)(23) [(1423)]∗ [(23)]∗ Irreps
1 8 3 6 6

jMk 2jM + 1
jM∑

m=−jM
D

jM∗
m,m(0, 0, 2π

3
)

jM∑
m=−jM

D
jM∗
m,m(π

3
, π, 0)

jM∑
m=−jM

D
jM∗
m,m(π

6
, π

2
,−π

6
)

jM∑
m=−jM

D
jM∗
m,m(0, π, 0)

0 1 1 1 1 1 A1

1 3 0 −1 1 −1 F1

2 5 −1 1 −1 1 E⊕ F2

3 7 1 −1 −1 −1 A2 ⊕ F1 ⊕ F2

4 9 0 1 1 1 A1 ⊕ E⊕ F1 ⊕ F2

5 11 −1 −1 1 −1 E⊕ 2F1 ⊕ F2
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FIG. S1. 2D cut of the wave function of the ground state, [1, 0], of the ortho-meta spin isomer corresponding
to the J0.2 (from the 6-fold degenerate J0.2–7) state (Table S5).
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FIG. S2. 2D cut of the wave function of the ground state, [1, 1], of the ortho-ortho spin isomer corresponding
to the J0.8 (from the 9-fold degenerate J0.8–16) state (Table S5).
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FIG. S3. 2D cut of the wave function of the ground state, [2, 0], of the meta-para spin isomer corresponding
to the J1.83 (from the 4-fold degenerate J1.83–86) state (Table S5).
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FIG. S4. 2D cut of the wave function of the ground state, [2, 1], of the ortho-para spin isomer corresponding
to the J1.93 (from the 12-fold degenerate J1.93–104) state (Table S5).



26

TABLE S3. U
(Ω)
ωσ,α matrix elements for Ω = 2.

(ω, σ) α: xx xy xz yy yz zz

(0,0) − 1√
3

0 0 − 1√
3

0 − 1√
3

(2,−2) 1
2

− i
2

0 − 1
2

0 0

(2,−1) 0 0 1
2

0 − i
2

0

(2,0) − 1√
6

0 0 − 1√
6

0
√

2
3

(2,1) 0 0 − 1
2

0 − i
2

0

(2,2) 1
2

i
2

0 − 1
2

0 0

TABLE S4. [U
(Ω)
ωσ,α]

−1 matrix elements for Ω = 2.

α (ω, σ): (0,0) (2,−2) (2,−1) (2,0) (2,1) (2,2)

xx − 1√
3

1
2

0 − 1√
6

0 1
2

xy 0 i
2

0 0 0 − i
2

xz 0 0 1
2

0 1
2

0

yy − 1√
3

− 1
2

0 − 1√
6

0 − 1
2

yz 0 0 i
2

0 i
2

0

zz − 1√
3

0 0
√

2
3

0 0

TABLE S5. Computed J = 0 and J = 1 rovibrational states of the (CH4)2. The energies are referenced
to the ZPVE (94.25 cm−1).

Label ν̃ [cm−1] Assignment Symm. Label ν̃ [cm−1] Assignment Symm.

J0.n J1.n

1 0.00 [[0, 0]0, 0]00 X1(1) 1 0.24 [[0, 0]0, 1]10 X2(1)
2–7 8.99 [[1, 0]1, 1]00 X11(6) 2–7 9.12 [[1, 0]1, 0]10 X10(6)

8–16 18.04 [[1, 1]L, L]00 (L = 0, 2) X15(9) 8–13 9.80 [[1, 0]1, 1]10 X11(6)
17–25 19.32 [[1, 1]1, 1]00 X12(9) 14–19 9.91 [[1, 0]1, 2]10 X10(6)
26–34 19.37 [[1, 1]L, L]00 (L = 0, 2) X15(9) 20–28 18.10 [[1, 1]0, 1]10 X12(9)
35–40 31.43 [[2, 0]2, 2]00 X11(6) 29–37 18.65 [[1, 1]1, 0]10 X15(9)
41–44 31.73 [[2, 0]2, 2]00 X9(2) 38–46 18.74 [[1, 1]2, 1]10 X12(9)
45–56 32.17 [[2, 1]L, L]00 (L = 1, 2, 3) X16(12) 47–55 18.90 [[1, 1]1, 2]10 X15(9)

57 32.93 [[0, 0]0, 0]00 X1(1) 56–64 18.95 [[1, 1]1, 1]10 X12(9)
58–66 38.44 [[2, 1]3, 3]00 X14(9) 65–73 19.64 [[1, 1]2, 2]10 X15(9)
67–75 38.88 [[2, 1]1, 1]00 X15(9) 74–82 19.74 [[1, 1]2, 3]10 X12(9)
76–84 40.47 [[2, 1]2, 2]00 X12(9) 83–86 22.52 [[2, 0]2, L]10 (L = 1, 2, 3) X9(2)
85–96 40.52 [[2, 1]L, L]00 (L = 1, 2, 3) X16(12) 87–92 31.29 [[2, 0]2, 1]10 X10(6)

97–105 42.19 [[2, 1]2, 2]00 X12(9) 93–104 31.67 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]10 (mixed) X16(12)
106–114 42.43 [[2, 1]1, 1]00 X14(9) 105–110 31.82 [[2, 0]2, 2]10 X11(6)
115–123 43.57 [[2, 1]3, 3]00 X15(9) 111–114 31.97 [[2, 0]2, L]10 (L = 1, 2, 3) X9(2)
124–129 45.14 [[1, 0]1, 1]00 X11(6) 115–120 32.20 [[2, 0]2, 3]10 X10(6)

121–132 32.45 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]10 (mixed) X16(12)
133 33.15 [[0, 0]0, 1]10 X2(1)
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TABLE S6. Computed J = 2 and J = 3 rovibrational states of the (CH4)2. The energies are referenced
to the ZPVE (94.25 cm−1).

Label ν̃ [cm−1] Assignment Symm. Label ν̃ [cm−1] Assignment Symm.

J2.n J3.n

1 0.73 [[0, 0]0, 2]20 X1(1) 1 1.49 [[0, 0]0, 3]30 X2(1)
2–7 9.44 [[1, 0]1, 1]20 X11(6) 2–7 10.00 [[1, 0]1, 2]30 X10(6)

8–13 10.29 [[1, 0]1, 2]20 X10(6) 8–13 11.02 [[1, 0]1, 3]30 X11(6)
14–19 10.55 [[1, 0]1, 3]20 X11(6) 14–19 11.46 [[1, 0]1, 4]30 X10(6)
20–28 18.28 [[1, 1]2, 0]20 X15(9) 20–28 18.66 [[1, 1]2, 1]30 X12(9)
29–37 19.01 [[1, 1]1, 1]20 X12(9) 29–37 19.58 [[1, 1]2, 2]30 X15(9)
38–46 19.10 [[1, 1]2, 1]20 X12(9) 38–46 19.61 [[1, 1]1, 2]30 X15(9)
47–55 19.22 [[1, 1]0, 2]20 X15(9) 47–55 19.95 [[1, 1]0, 3]30 X12(9)
56–64 19.31 [[1, 1]1, 2]20 X15(9) 56–64 20.00 [[1, 1]1, 3]30 X12(9)
65–73 19.80 [[1, 1]2, 2]20 X15(9) 65–73 20.57 [[1, 1]2, 3]30 X12(9)
74–82 19.92 [[1, 1]1, 3]20 X12(9) 74–82 20.58 [[1, 1]2, 4]30 X15(9)
83–91 20.27 [[1, 1]2, 3]20 X12(9) 83–91 21.16 [[1, 1]1, 4]30 X15(9)

92–100 20.50 [[1, 1]2, 4]20 X15(9) 92–100 21.58 [[1, 1]2, 5]30 X12(9)
101–104 22.98 [[2, 0]2, L]20 (L = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4) X9(2) 101–104 23.66 [[2, 0]2, L]30 (L = 1, 2, 4) X9(2)
105–108 26.68 [[2, 0]2, L]20 (L = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4) X9(2) 105–108 27.40 [[2, 0]2, L]30 (L = 2, 3) X9(2)
109–114 29.86 [[2, 0]2, 0]20 X11(6) 109–114 30.46 [[2, 0]2, 1]30 X10(6)
115–120 29.87 [[2, 0]2, 1]20 X10(6) 115–120 30.50 [[2, 0]2, 2]30 X11(6)
121–126 31.54 [[2, 0]2, 2]20 X11(6) 121–126 32.03 [[2, 0]2, 3]30 X10(6)
127–138 31.93 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X16(12) 127–138 32.40 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X16(12)
139–144 32.38 [[2, 0]2, 3]20 X10(6) 139–142 33.14 [[2, 0]2, L]30 (L = 1, 3, 5) X9(2)
145–148 32.42 [[2, 0]2, 4]20 X9(2) 143–148 33.20 [[2, 0]2, 4]30 X11(6)
149–160 32.54 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X16(12) 149–160 33.27 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X16(12)
161–172 33.04 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X16(12) 161 33.85 [[0, 0]0, 3]30 X2(1)
173–178 33.06 [[2, 0]2, 4]20 X11(6) 162–173 33.87 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X16(12)

179 33.19 [[0, 0]0, 2]20 X1(1) 174–179 34.13 [[2, 0]2, 5]30 X10(6)
180–191 35.72 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X16(12) 180–191 36.12 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X16(12)
192–195 36.02 [[2, 0]2, L]20 (L = 0, 1, 2) X9(2) 192–195 36.75 [[2, 0]2, L]30 (L = 1, 2, 3) X9(2)
196–207 36.74 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X16(12) 196–207 36.81 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X16(12)
208–216 38.44 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 208–219 37.59 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X16(12)
217–225 38.46 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 220–228 38.84 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
226–234 38.53 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 229–237 38.84 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
235–243 38.60 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 238–246 38.92 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
244–252 38.84 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 247–255 38.97 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
253–261 39.22 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 259–264 39.38 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
262–270 39.32 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 265–273 39.55 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
271–279 39.35 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 274–282 39.56 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
280–288 39.80 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 283–291 39.75 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
289–297 39.99 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 292–300 40.01 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
298–306 40.13 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 301–309 40.04 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
307–315 40.21 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 310–318 40.06 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
316–324 40.43 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 319–327 40.14 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
325–333 40.64 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X15(9) 328–336 40.57 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
334–345 40.96 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X16(12) 337–345 40.58 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)
346–349 41.15 [[2, 0]2, L]20 (L = 3, 4) X9(2) 346–354 40.80 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
350–358 41.20 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]20 (mixed) X12(9) 355–363 40.97 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X15(9)

364–372 41.12 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
373–381 41.38 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]30 (mixed) X12(9)
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TABLE S7. Computed J = 4, 5, and 6 rovibrational states of the (CH4)2. The energies are referenced to
the ZPVE (94.25 cm−1).

Label ν̃[cm−1] Assignment Symm. Label ν̃[cm−1] Assignment Symm.

J4.n J5.n

1 2.43 [[0, 0]0, 4]40 X1(1) 1 3.65 [[0, 0]0, 5]50 X2(1)
2–7 10.79 [[1, 0]1, 3]40 X11(6) 2–7 11.82 [[1, 0]1, 4]50 X10(6)

8–13 12.00 [[1, 0]1, 4]40 X10(6) 8–13 13.21 [[1, 0]1, 5]50 X11(6)
14–19 12.61 [[1, 0]1, 5]40 X11(6) 14–19 14.01 [[1, 0]1, 6]50 X10(6)
20–28 19.25 [[1, 1]2, 2]40 X15(9) 20–28 20.09 [[1, 1]2, 3]50 X12(9)
29–37 20.38 [[1, 1]1, 3]40 X12(9) 29–37 21.39 [[1, 1]1, 4]50 X15(9)
38–46 20.38 [[1, 1]2, 3]40 X12(9) 38–46 21.42 [[1, 1]2, 4]50 X15(9)
47–55 20.92 [[1, 1]0, 4]40 X15(9) 47–55 22.13 [[1, 1]0, 5]50 X12(9)
56–64 20.95 [[1, 1]1, 4]40 X15(9) 56–64 22.15 [[1, 1]1, 5]50 X12(9)
65–73 21.57 [[1, 1]2, 4]40 X15(9) 65–73 22.80 [[1, 1]2, 5]50 X12(9)
74–82 22.05 [[1, 1]2, 5]40 X12(9) 74–82 23.47 [[1, 1]2, 6]50 X15(9)
83–91 22.30 [[1, 1]1, 5]40 X12(9) 83–91 23.70 [[1, 1]1, 6]50 X15(9)

92–100 22.92 [[1, 1]2, 6]40 X15(9) 92–100 24.51 [[1, 1]2, 7]50 X12(9)
101–104 24.56 [[2, 0]2, L]40 (L = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) X9(2) 101–104 25.69 [[2, 0]2, L]50 (L = 3, 6) X9(2)
105–108 28.36 [[2, 0]2, L]40 (L = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) X9(2) 105–108 29.56 [[2, 0]2, L]40 (L = 4, 5) X9(2)
109–114 31.25 [[2, 0]2, 2]40 X11(6) 109–114 32.22 [[2, 0]2, 3]50 X10(6)
115–120 31.34 [[2, 0]2, 3]40 X10(6) 115–120 32.41 [[2, 0]2, 4]50 X11(6)
121–126 32.80 [[2, 0]2, 4]40 X11(6) 121–126 33.87 [[2, 0]2, 5]50 X10(6)
127–138 33.10 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X16(12) 127–138 34.03 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]50 (mixed) X16(12)
139–142 34.10 [[2, 0]2, L]40 (L = 2, 4, 6) X9(2) 139–142 35.31 [[2, 0]2, 7]50 X9(2)
143–154 34.20 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X16(12)

155–160 34.29 [[2, 0]2, 5]40 X10(6)
J6.n

161 34.74 [[0, 0]0, 4]40 X1(1) 1 5.10 [[0, 0]0, 6]60 X1(1)
162–173 34.94 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X16(12) 2–7 13.08 [[1, 0]1, 5]60 X11(6)
174–179 35.42 [[2, 0]2, 5]40 X11(6) 8–13 14.68 [[1, 0]1, 6]60 X10(6)
180–191 36.86 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X16(12) 14–19 15.65 [[1, 0]1, 7]60 X11(6)
192–195 37.73 [[2, 0]2, L]40 (L = 3, 4, 5) X9(2) 20–28 21.16 [[1, 1]2, 4]60 X15(9)
196-207 37.84 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X16(12) 29–37 22.65 [[1, 1]1, 5]60 X12(9)
208–219 38.71 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X16(12) 38–46 22.69 [[1, 1]2, 5]60 X12(9)
220–228 39.38 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 47–55 23.58 [[1, 1]1, 6]60 X15(9)
229–237 39.43 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 56–64 23.60 [[1, 1]0, 6]60 X15(9)
238–246 39.59 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 65–73 24.27 [[1, 1]2, 6]60 X15(9)
247–255 39.61 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 74–82 25.13 [[1, 1]2, 7]60 X12(9)
256–264 40.14 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 83–91 25.34 [[1, 1]1, 7]60 X12(9)
265–273 40.42 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 92–100 26.35 [[1, 1]2, 8]60 X15(9)
274–282 40.43 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 101–104 27.04 [[2, 0]2, 2]60 X9(2)
283–291 40.52 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 105–108 31.00 [[2, 0]2, L]60 (L = 3, 4) X9(2)
292–300 40.84 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 109–114 33.39 [[2, 0]2, 2]60 X11(6)
301–309 40.91 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 115–120 33.71 [[2, 0]2, 3]60 X10(6)
310–318 41.03 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 121–132 35.18 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]60 (mixed) X16(12)
319–327 41.07 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 133–138 35.22 [[2, 0]2, 4]60 X11(6)
328–336 41.45 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 139–150 36.70 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]60 (mixed) X16(12)
337–345 41.54 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 151–154 36.75 [[2, 0]2, L]60 (L = 4, 6) X9(2)
346–354 41.72 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X15(9) 155 37.17 [[0, 0]0, 6]60 X1(1)
355–363 41.84 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]40 (mixed) X12(9) 156–161 37.21 [[2, 0]2, 5]60 X10(6)

162–173 37.78 [[2, 1]j ,Λ]60 (mixed) X16(12)
174–179 38.72 [[2, 0]2, 6]60 X11(6)
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