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A theory of electronic friction is developed using the exact factorization of the electron-nuclear
wavefunction. No assumption is made regarding the electronic bath, which can be made of indepen-
dent or interacting electrons, and the nuclei are treated quantally. The ensuing equation of motion
for the nuclear wavefunction is a non-linear Schrédinger equation including a friction term. The
resulting friction kernel agrees with a previously derived mixed quantum-classical result by Dou,
Miao & Subotnik (Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 046001 (2017)), except for a pseudo-magnetic contribu-
tion in the latter that is here removed. More specifically, it is shown that the electron dynamics
generally washes out the gauge fields appearing in the adiabatic dynamics. However, at T=0 K,
the pseudo-magnetic force is fully re-established in the typical situation where the electrons respond
rapidy on the slow time-scale of the nuclear dynamics (Markov limit). Hence, we predict Berry’s
phase effects to be observable also in the presence of electronic friction, and non-trivial geometric

phases should be attainable for molecules on metallic magnetic surfaces.

Introduction. When molecules scatter off, react or
simply vibrate at metal surfaces they can induce elec-
tronic excitations in the substrate, in addition to the
usual phonon excitations. This energy loss mechanism
is a clear violation of the Born-Oppenheimer (BO) ap-
proximation and can give rise to intriguing phenomena,
including electron transfer processes and generation of
chemically-induced currents |1]. Often, though, elec-
tron excitation is of limited extent and reduces to a fric-
tional force of electronic origin that acts on the molec-
ular degrees of freedom, in addition to the usual Born-
Oppenheimer forces, a situation where the so-called “BO
dynamics with electronic friction” description is appro-
priate.

Electronic friction has a long history [2]. One early
derivation of the frictional forces that electrons exert on
a set of (classically) moving nuclei is due to Head-Gordon
and Tully [3], who first derived an expression for the rel-
evant friction kernel v. The result of Ref. [3],

T = wh> " (al0khlb) (b]0;hla) 5(ea — ep)d(er — €F)
ab
(1)

where a, b label single-particle states, k,j label nuclear de-
grees of freedom, h is the one-particle Hamiltonian and
er the Fermi energy, was obtained at zero temperature
in the independent electron approximation, and found to
be consistent with earlier results on vibrational relaxation
at metal surfaces |[4-6]. It was later re-derived using dif-
ferent methodologies, including influence functionals |7
and nonequilibrium Green’s functions [8] (see Ref. |2] for
a comprehensive account). This form of electronic fric-
tion, combined with first principles electronic structure
theory |9-11l], has been applied to a variety of problems
[L1H17], and Langevin dynamics with electronic friction
and density-functional theory potentials is nowadays a
standard tool to investigate the dynamics of molecules at

metal surfaces. Other works addressed the issue of non-
thermal, yet steady-state, electronic baths (e.g., current-
carrying metals) |18, [19] and of the electron-electron in-
teractions |20, 21|, and showed the importance of going
beyond a mean-field treatment of the electronic dynam-
ics |21]. In particular, Dou, Miao & Subotnik (DMS), us-
ing a mixed quantum-classical approach, derived a com-
pletely general friction kernel that applies to interacting
electrons, is valid out of equilibrium, and reduces to pre-
viously published expressions for independent electrons
[21]. DMS wrote the electronic friction tensor, in the
Markov limit, as

S = = [ (@uHa) e 1 @yt HIT) ar
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where p is the steady-state electron density-operator, He
is the electronic Hamiltonian, possibly including interac-
tions between electrons, and tr. denotes the trace over
the electron degrees of freedom.

The electronic friction limit can be considered a first
order “realization” of the adiabatic approximation in a
situation where a continuum of electronic states and the
ensuing fast relaxation guarantee that, on the time scale
of nuclear motion, the electrons follows adiabatically the
nuclei. However, the adiabatic approximation, in ad-
dition to the usual BO forces, introduces gauge fields
that reflect the geometric properties of the electronic
eigenspaces when viewed as functions of the slow param-
eters (the nuclear degrees of freedom), and it is not clear
whether and how these disappear when the electron dy-
namics is taken into account. The answer to this ques-
tion lies into the nuclear wavefunction, since the elec-
tronic degrees of freedom are traced out in the above
electronic-friction description and the phase of the elec-
tronic wavefunction cannot be tracked in any realistic
experiment. Hence, a full quantum description of the
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dynamics is made necessary, and this is the purpose of
the present Letter.

The Letter is organized as follows. After summariz-
ing some basic properties of the adiabatic approximation
we analyze the T = 0 K exact quantum dynamics of
the combined electron-nuclear system using a represen-
tation that closely resembles the adiabatic one. We shall
show that the introduction of the electron dynamics gen-
erally washes out the above mentioned gauge fields, and
thus removes any Berry’s phase effect from the dynam-
ics. Later, we analyze the case of an electronic bath that
relaxes quickly on the time-scale relevant for the nuclaer
motion, and derive an electronic-friction kernel that de-
scribes the corresponding electronic-friction dynamical
regime. In the Markov limit of a memoryless friction,
we shall show that the pseudo-magnetic forces are fully
restored, thereby making geometric phase effects poten-
tially observable. Importantly, it is further shown how
the adiabatic Hamiltonian has to be modified to include
friction in the nuclear dynamics, and how the equation
of motion for the nuclear wavefunction is turned into a
non-linear equation of the Schrédinger-Langevin type.

Adiabatic approximation. The adiabatic approxi-
mation [22] and the related adiabatic theorem |23, [24]
has under-pinned research into quantum systems with
slowly evolving parameters, and form the basis of the
theory of energy level crossings in molecules, of the
Gell-Mann—Low theorem in quantum field theory and of
Berry’s geometrical phase. When the slow parameters
x (here, the nuclear coordinates) are considered as dy-
namical variables the approximation can be recast as a
variational approximation with the wavefunction ansatz

v, = /X dxcip (%) 1 ()} )

where |u,, (x)) is a chosen time-independent “frame” of the
nth electronic eigenstace, |x) are position eigenstates of
the slow variables, and 1(x) is the nuclear wavefunction.
The latter satisfies the variational equation of motion
Hefe) = ih0yip with the effective Hamiltonian

1 -
HeT = 5 Zf”ﬁ'ﬁrj + (B, — hAp + ¢) (3)
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Here, E, = (un|Hea|u,) is the nth potential energy sur-
face, Hey = He (x) the electronic Hamiltonian, £¥ is a
coordinate-independent inverse-mass tensor of the slow
variables and the mechanical momentum for the j*" de-
gree of freedom 7; = p; — hA; is defined in terms of the
Berry’s connection|25] A; = i (u,|0;u,) and the coordi-
nate representation of the momentum operator p;.

The geometric properties of the adiabatic approxi-
mation are subsumed in the quantum geometric tensor
126, 127]

¢ij = (Oiun|Qn|Ojun)  Qn =1 — |un(x)) (un(x)|

which determines both the scalar potential ¢(x) and
the commutation properties of the 7;’s, through its real
(Rgi; = gi;) and imaginary (J¢;; = —Bi;/2) parts, re-
spectively, i.e.,
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Here, g;; is a quantum metric and B;; is the ij*® com-
ponent of the Berry’s curvature, i.e., the exterior deriva-
tive of the linear differential form w = 37, Ajdz?. Fur-
thermore, for later convenience, we have introduced a
term Ay = i (u,|0:u,) that allows more general, time-
dependent gauge transformations (Ag = 0 is the usual
choice)|2§].

The ensuing nuclear dynamics is governed by the Born-
Oppenheimer force, F; ,?O = —0iE,, in conjuction with a
pseudo-Lorentz force comprising an electric

e h2 181
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and a magnetic contribution

Fee = 7—; Z (97 Byj + Brjt?)

J

(07 = Y, &', being the velocity operator) that have
a purely geometrical origin and represent the legacy of
the adiabatic constraint to the wavefunction. The above
forces are separately gauge invariant. An additional
gauge-invariant component related to the electron dy-
namics (ED) formally exists

FP = h (Ao = 01 Ay) = —2hS (0ku|Qn|Ow)  (4)

but vanishes identically in the adiabatic approximation.

As shown in the Supplemental Material (SM), the
quantum geometric tensor also determines the local-in-
time error |29, 130] of the adiabatic approximation. The
latter takes approximately the form of an expectation
value of the quantized quantum geometric tensor

e m (Y] Y 0lqi ! i) i

ij

(where X denotes integration w.r.t. the nuclear DOFs
only) and measures the tendency of the system to un-
dergo a non-adiabatic transition at short-time. In fact,
Prag = €2(t—t,)? is the total transition probability, if the
adiabatic approximation were suddently lifted at ¢ = ¢,.
For comparison, we notice that if the slow variables were
simply some parameters, and not dynamical variables,
we would have exactly

52 = Z ViqijVj = Z VigijVj
ij ij



where V' is the classical velocity of the i*® parameter (see
SM for details).

Ezact dynamics. The exact wavefunction can be yet
represented in a form similar to above,

) = /X dcthy (%) g (%)) [x)

but now with a time-dependent electronic state |us(x))
for each nuclear configuration x. This is the so-called
exact-factorization of the wavefunction |31, [32], which
is an “intermediate” representation that can be obtained
by introducing a local basis of nuclear states {|x)}, and
imposing a normalization condition on the ensuing local
electronic states,

(X[ W) x = Pe(x) |ur(x)) (ue(x)|ur(x)) =1

The corresponding equations of motion |31, 32] are re-
derived in SM using a projection-operator tenchique that
emphasizes their gauge transformation properties. They
can be summarized as follows. The nuclear wavefunction
satisfies HMy) = ihop), where the effective Hamiltonian
takes precisely the form of Eq. B but now |u(x,t)) re-
places |u,(x)) everywhere and Ay = i (u|d:u) is an ar-
bitrary real guage constraint that guarantees normaliza-
tion of the local electronic state. The ensuing equation
of motion for the ezact nuclear wavefunction are thus
formally very similar to the adiabatic ones. The addi-
tional force, due solely to the electron dynamics, is the
gauge-invariant term of Eq. M that, differently from the
adiabatic approximation, is generally non zero. That is,
the total force reads ezactly as F{t = FEO+ Fg'+ F,*® +
F,;ED, where FEO = —0k (u|Helu) = —0rFe is a time-
dependent BO force, the geometric forces F¢! and F,'*®
stem from the time-dependent geometric tensor ¢;; and
FED describes the electron dynamics.
The electronic equation of motion takes the form

ihQ0; [u) = QHer [u) + K[] [u) ()

where the second term on the r.h.s. describes the ‘elec-
tron drag’ with the nuclear motion and reads as

K] u(t)) = —ihZVjQ |0ju(t)) — hR[u(t))  (6)

Here V7 (x) = (971);)/1y is the (gauge-invariant) time-
dependent, complex-valued nuclear velocity field, Q =
L= |u) (ul, R|u) = 3 3;; € Dij u), and

is a second derivative of the electronic states. In this
form the effective electronic Hamiltonian is the sum of
gauge tensorial terms G, i.e., of terms that behave simply
as G'lu) — e G |u) under the gauge transformation
|u) — e~% |u). This Hamiltonian can be used to include

explicitly the electron reaction into the nuclear equation
of motion. Specifically, plugging Q3 |u) into FEP above
one obtains a correction to the previous pseudo-electric
and pseudo-magnetic forces, that are turned into

Fe =20 " gy SV
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plus a genuine non-Born-Oppenheimer term
FP0 = 2R (Opu|QH Y |w)

where H!| = H — E¢ for later convenience. The lat-
ter force vanishes identically when |u) is an eigenstate
of H, and, more generally, is bound by the size of
the (local) energy fluctuations in the electronic subsys-
tem, AE2 = ((He — Ea)?), through the k™" diagonal
component of the quantum geometric tensor, namely
|F,§BO| < 2AFEq./grk- Thus, the total force acting on

the k'™ nuclear degree of freedom can be written as
Ffot = FPO 4 Fb¢ 4 ot 4 pNBO

and represents the same total force given above but now
explicitly including the electron reaction. The key point
about this expression is that, as shown in SM, the dynam-
ically corrected pseudo-Lorentz force vanishes identically
when averaged over an arbitray nuclear state since

WIF1) = (|F8C0p) = 0

and thus it disappears in the quantum-classical limit
where the electronic friction approximation is often in-
voked. Hence, electronic friction must come from the
term FpBO.

We stress that the above results are ezact and tell us
that, in general, the effect of the electron dynamics is to
wash out the pseudo-Lorentz force appearing in the adia-
batic limit. As shown in SM, the vanishing of the average
pseudo-electric force expresses conservation of the quan-
tum metric, since such force takes the form of a(n expec-
tation value of the) Ricci-Levi Civita covariant deriva-
tive of the metric tensor. This appears reasonable since
the quantum metric and the related pseudo-electric force
measure the error in the adiabatic approzimation while
the dynamics considered here is exact. Likewise, the van-
ishing of the pseudo-magnetic force signals the quenching
of geometric phase effects that, in fact, should disappear
when the dynamics is far from the adiabatic regime|33].

Electronic friction. Let us now focus on the elec-
tronic equation Eq. in the situation where the elec-
tronic system relaxes quickly to the ground-state |ug)



and the deviation |Au) = |u(t)) — |ug(t)) remains small
throughout the nuclear dynamical evolution (here, |ug(t))
is the time-evolving ground electronic state). This is
the condition where linear response theory (LRT) ap-
plies and also the situation where the electronic-friction
picture is appropriate (see SM for details). Under these
circumstances, (Aulug) = 0, the BO forces FP© act-
ing on the molecular degrees of freedom are the same
as the ground-state ones, Fe ~ Ey + 2EoR (Aulug) =
Ep, and FYBO ~ 2R <8ku0|Q0 !|Au) represents the
main effect of the electron reaction. Hence, upon plug-
ging the LRT result for |Aw) into the above expres-
sion for FNBO one obtains a friction-like term F,' =
=23, §R(f0 Ti(7T VJ(t—T)dT) where V7 becomes
the real particle velocity in the classical limit, and T is
the kernel

Lr;j(7)

In the Markov limit we can set V7 (¢t —7) ~ V7 (t) and the
frictional force takes the form F}) = — 3% j Yk; V7 where
Jk; is the zero-frequency limit of the frequency-dependent
kernel Jpj(w) = 2lim. o+ [j° e 7€ Ty;(T)dr.  As
shown in SM, the real part of the tensor 7; is precisely
the T'— 0 limit of the mixed quantum-classical DMS ex-
pression [21], Eq. [2 and contains a pseudo-magnetic con-
tribution 2AS (Okuo|Qo|0jue) = 2hSqx; = —hBg;. The
latter, when used to evaluate the forces acting on the
nuclei, is seen to give a term +h Zj ByjRV7 that pre-
cisely cancels the magnetic dynamical correction intro-
duced above (see Eq. B]). This corrective effect is physi-
cally sound: electronic friction cools the nuclear motion
and enforces the adiabatic limit, with its gauge fields.
Upon removing the spurious pseudo-magnetic contribu-
tion, the ordinary electronic friction tensor is the real
part of the expression

= (Dol QoHYye™ #1147 |9up)

i = 21h (Oko| Qo(Her — Eo)d(Ef — Ha)|0juo)  (9)

where Ef = Ey + hw in the limit w — 07 is understood.
Notice the symmetries v;;, = 7}, and v;; = —77, for
the real and imaginary parts of 7;, respectively, and the
fact that ”y,’cj satisfies the second fluctuation-dissipation
relation as described in Ref. |21] (in the T'— 0 K limit
considered here), since the argument used by Dou et al.
remain valid in this context. Furthermore, upon using
(Okuo| QoHL = — (uo| (OxHe1)Qo we can equivalently re-
write 7, as

He)|0juo) — (10)

It is this expression that reduces to Eq. [lin the indepen-
dent electron approximation (see SM), and that shows
more explicitly why v,gj needs a manifold of states ly-
ing infinitesimally close to the ground state to be non-
vanishing. [The required excitation energy hw — 0 can
also be viewed as the “running” correction to Fy in the
dynamical phase factor of the evolving electronic state.]

Voj = =2 R (uo (O He )3 (ES —

In the context of the exact factorization of the wave-
function, the electronic-friction regime considered here
is best handled by using local electronic states in the
“standard” gauge, i.e., (ut|Out) = 0 where T denotes
this gauge. In the LRT limit this amounts to setting
Foq = Ey = 0 in the electronic problem and writing
[ut) = Juo) + |Aut), where now only the second term
is time-dependent. This implies that the nuclear Hamil-
tonian in the chosen gauge, HT, very closely resembles
the n = 0 adiabatic Hamiltonian of Eq. In fact, as
shown in SM, the main difference is a modified vector
potential Ay — Ay + 0 A where

S A = 23 (Dpug| Aug)

23" g/ (O uole™F e Qol0juo) Vi dt!
- 0
J

This term is of second order in the spatial derivatives
of the electronic states and generates a correction of the
same order to the adiabatic forces through its time de-
pendence, F, — Fy — hd; (0A). An integration by parts
transforms d Ay, into

Ay = —22 (g X7)+5 Z&% (/ T (t )Xf_t,dt’)

(11)
where X7’s are the integrated velocity fields, X7(x,t) =
ffoo V3(x,t")dt’ and the first term is seen to be the source
of the dynamical correction to the pseudo-Lorentz force
(Eq.s[@R). In the Markov limit, as seen above, only the
integrated kernel 43; = 2lim,_, o+ fooo e Ty, (7)dT mat-

Q

ters, for which we have 4,; = —2ihqy; + vi;. Hence, in
this limit Eq. [l reduces to
5k =0 3R (X)) (12)
J

where the same cancellation effect occurs as discussed
above.

Eq. ([@2) is a key result of this Letter. It represents
the simple amendment to the adiabatic Hamiltonian that
is necessary in order to include the effect of electronic
friction into the quantum dynamics of the nuclei, in the
most relevant case where the Markov limit applies. This
term turns the Schrdodinger equation into a non-linear
equation of motion, which conserves the wavefunction
norm and describes energy dissipation. In the simplest
case where €Y = 6 M~ if 4y; can be taken diagonal
and wniform in the configuration space of the system
where the dynamics occurs, one finds

t

upon neglecting the contribution of the vector poten-
tial to the velocity field. Hence, § A becomes longitu-
dinal and can be replaced by an appropriate scalar field



8¢ ~ hM 4 (In1)(x)) for negligible v”. This scalar
potential is precisely the “phase potential” appearing in
the effective Hamiltonian of the (non-linear) Kostin equa-
tion [34], and represents a very simple way to introduce
dissipation into a Schrédinger-like equation.

We remark that the resulting equation for the nuclear
wavefunction has no fluctuating term since it describes
the evolution of electronically averaged quantities, i.e.,
the nuclear observables dressed by the electronic state.

Conclusions. We have developed a theory of
electronic friction that describes the nuclear dynamics
in a quantum setting at T = 0 K. Friction is seen to
turn the equation of motion for the nuclear wavefunction
into a non-linear equation, where the vector potential
depends on the past wavefunction behaviour. This
low-temperature, frictional limit seems to be ideal to
explore the nuclear dynamics in a situation where
energy disspation through excitation of electron-hole
pairs of a metallic substrate enforces the adiabatic
dynamics. We have shown that in this limit the gauge
fields appropriate for an adiabatic dynamics are fully
restored, hence we expect Berry’s phase effects to be
operative. In molecular problems, the latter typically
reduce to a sign change, since the Berry’s connection is
flat in the presence of time-reversal symmetry. However,
in the presence of a magnetic field (that here can come
from the metallic surface itself) a non-zero curvature
is present, thereby allowing the geometric phase to
attain arbitrary values. A magnetic field also modifies
the topology of conical intersections by increasing the
dimensionality of the branching space, and turns the
intersection points into pseudo-magnetic monopoles [27].
More generally, the pseudo-magnetic field is known to
shield the physical magnetic field and allow the nuclei
to behave essentially as neutral particles (as far as
magnetic effects are of concern) [35]. However, the
degree of shielding depends on the nuclear geometry and
may change along the dynamical evolution [36]. The
effects of these phenomena on elementary gas-surface
processes remain yet to be explored.
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A. Adiabatic approxrimation

1. Slow variables as external parameters

When the slow variables x are regarded as parame-
ters that are under the control of the experimenter, the
Hamiltonian governing the evolution of the system has a
pre-defined time-dependence H = H (x(t)) for any given
path x(t) of the parameters. The adiabatic approxima-
tion can be recast as a variational approximation

L d
ih (W) = H(t) [¥r) [Yo) = [un(0))

which uses a time-dependent variational manifold V(¢)
(the n*™® eigenspace of H(t), here assumed to be non-
degenerate) and a complex-analytic representation of the
wavefunction. In other words, one describes the wave-
function at any time in the form |¥) = C |u,(s)) where C
is the only (complex) variational parameter of the prob-
lem. The Dirac-Frenkel condition amounts to

Py (ih0y — H(t)) W) =0

where P, = P, (t) is the istantaneous eigenprojector on
the target manifold and @,, = 1 — P, its orthogonal com-
plement. Hence

ih|Wy) = Hpp(t) |Uy) + ihP, |¥;)

where Q,, |¥;) = P, |¥,) has been used to re-write the
time-derivative in terms of the manifold dynamics (con-
tained in Pn) and of Hpp = P, HP,. Furthermore, since
PP, |¥;) = 0 the equation of motion can be recast as
an effective Schrodinger equation

. d
i [B0) = Hy(0) 1)

involving the self-adjoint effective Hamiltonian

H,(t) = Hpp(t) + ih[ Py, Py)

Local-in-time-error in case I
(Slow variables as parameters)

The local-in-time error (LITE) accompanying a varia-
tional solution |29] takes the general form

e[W] = h™"||(ihd; — H) P ||

and, in the case of a time-dependent, complex-analytic
manifold, can be given in terms of the above introduced
variational Hamiltonian as

h2e2(W] = ||(H, — H) V|

= (o) o] ) o
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This result follows upon noticing that, for |¥) = P, |¥),
we have (H — Hy,) |¥) = Q,(H — ihP,) |¥) hence

= (U|(H + ihP,)(H — ihP,)|¥) +
— (U|(H + ihP,) P, (H — ihP,)|T)

(H —ihPy) V> ~ || Hpp¥|?

which is the same as the above result since in the last
expression Hpp can be replaced with H,, — thn

Now, upon noticing that in the adiabatic problem
Hpp = E, Py,

. 2
220 = HEan/ - ith\I/H B,
we find
e =PV

where (¥|P,|¥) = 0 has been used. This error is a
purely geometrical property, i.e., for a given infinitesi-
mal displacement in parameter space it does not depend
on the evolution time. In fact, using || P, ¥|| = ||Paun|| =
|Qntn||, the LITE is seen to be a property of the mov-
ing manifold only and takes the form € = (i,,|Qy|1,)
or, equivalently, introducing the parameter dependence,

52 = Z <8Zun|Qn|ajun> :tif.j = Zgijx'i:tj
ij

4,J

where 9; = 9/0x" and g;; is the symmetric part of the
covariant tensor on the parameter space

q= Z (0iun|Qn|0jun) dr'dx?
j
known as quantum geometric tensor. Such symmetric
(real) part g is a quantum metric (a Fubini-Study metric
on the tangent bundle), while the antisymmetric (imagi-

nary) part is related to the Berry’s curvature. In a single
equation,

q:g—%dw

where d denotes the exterior derivative and w is the dif-
ferential form w =}, A;da?, ie.,

dw =Y Bijda’da’

j

Here, A; = i(uy,|0ju,) subsumes the Berry’s connec-
tion on the vector bundle 7 : E — M defined by
the parametric dependence of the given eigenspace and
B;; = 0;A; — 0;A; (here M is the nuclear configuration
space and 7~ !(x) is the n'? eigenspace of the electronic
Hamiltonian Hy)).

11. Slow variables as dynamical variables

If the slow variables are considered as dynamical vari-
ables the electron-nuclear wavefunction is written as

W) = [ dx() [un () )

The variational manifold is complex and application of
the variational principle reduces to the Dirac-Frenkel con-
dition,

[ aixdn (o) (o), | 300~ H) ), ) ) =0
Here
(un(x'), X[ Hlun (x), %) = 6(x = x) ((T),, + Eu(x))

where E, (x) is the Born - Oppenheimer potential energy
surface and (T),, is the coordinate-representation of the
nuclear kinetic energy operator averaged over the elec-

tronic state,
(T),, = (un ()| Tun (%))

Setting H,, = (T'),, + Ey,(x), the variational equation of
motion takes the form of a Schrédinger equation for the
nuclear wavefunction
H,¢ = zh%—i]

with an effective Hamiltonian specific of the electronic
state under consideration. The main difference with re-
spect to the common Born-Oppenheimer Hamiltonian
lies in the nuclear kinetic operator which gets dressed
by the electronic motion: this dressing is the way the
gauge fields originate from the geometric properties of
the adiabatic approximation. In this context, it may be
worth noticing that the derived equation of motion, dif-
ferently from the BO Hamiltonian, correctly conserves
energy since it is variational, and this occurs upon in-
cluding the above mentioned gauge fields.

Let us now examine the dressed kinetic energy opera-
tor. Let T be of the form

1 o
T=5 Zf TDib;
ij
and notice that
(DiDs),, = DiDj — ih (un|0jun) pi
where, as above, A; = i (uy|0ju,) € R and
(un|0i0jun) = 0; (un|0jun) — (Oiun|0;un)

= —i@iAj — (8lun|Q6Jun) — <6Zun|P|8]un>
—i@iAj — Qij — AiAj



where g;; is the i component of the quantum geomet-
ric tensor (we omit the index n from these quantities).
Hence,

(Bibs),, = (i — hA;) (B; — hA;) + PPqij

and, since ¢¥ is symmetric,
1 i (5 - h? ij
(1), = B E £ (pi — hA;) (p; — hA;) + 5 E £ 9i5
iJ ij

Clearly, the dressed operator contains terms analogous
to a vector (A;) and scalar (g;;) electromagnetic poten-
tial and the latter modify the nuclear dynamics, when a
comparison is made with the simpler Born-Oppenheimer
one. To see the effect of the gauge fields on the nuclear
dynamics it is enough to consider the nuclear’s velocity

ot = i), 24 = Y e

J

where T, = pi — hAg is thus the mechanical momemtum
for the k' degree of freedom. The latter satisfies the
commutation relation

[#i, 7] = ih*Byj

where B;; = 0;A; — 0;A; is the ij'" component of
the Berry’s curvature, i.e., dw = ZZ—J— B;jdxidx’ (with
B;; = —Bj;). Notice that the commutator is gauge inde-
pendent [The gauge freedom mentioned here is the arbi-
trariness in the choice of the electronic frame. A gauge
transformation |u,) — e~% |u,) amounts to adding an
exact 1-form to w without altering the scalar potential
(w = w+dyp) and, at the same time, to adding a phase
factor to the nuclear wavefunction, ¢ — e™wy. In
this respect, the gauge transformations involved here are
more limited than those allowed for a true electromag-
netic potential, since they are always stationary w.r.t.
t]. The force is then obtained by the rate of variation of
particles’ mechanical momentum,

;k_i Ak_i 1 ij A A AN
™ _ﬁ[<H>n7ﬂ—]_ﬁ §Z§J7Tiﬂj+En,7T

)

where E! = E, + %2 > €% g;;. Tt is convenient to sepa-
rate two contributions. The first does not involve deriva-
tives of the inverse mass tensor and reads as

“ i ] 1 A A A N
f= ﬁ 5 Zglj [ﬂ-iTrjvTrk] + [E;za ﬂ-k]
ij

h . N
= 3 Zf” (WiBjk + Bikﬂj) — (91@E7/l
ij

whereas the second only appears when the mass tensor
is coordinate-dependent,

0% = 35 S le9 mlids = o2 Y leY ulf
1 o
=52 (%) i
j

Henceforth we consider only the first term and write
the k*® component of the force as

B , 4
F, = —(91€E;1 + 5 Z (ﬁJBkj + Bkjf)])
J

that is, Fy = FPO + F&' + F,"*® | where the first term
represents the Born-Oppenheimer force

OE, (x)

BO _
B = ozk

while the latter two form an effective Lorentz force which
comprises both an electric component

h2 »»Bg»»
el 7 (]
Fy; =3 E &Y
ij

oxk

arising from the Fubini-Study metric tensor, and a mag-
netic component

Fee = 7—; Z (97 Byj + Brjt?)

J

due to the Berry’s curvature. (To check that this in-
deed represents a pseudo-magnetic force one can con-
sider the three-dimensional case and observe that B, =
H, B,, = —-H, By, = H;, where H is the pseudo-
magnetic field. Hence F™¢ = 2 [v A H — H A v], which
is the correct quantum expression of the magnetic compo-
nent of the Lorentz force). The two components behave
very differently from each other: the pseudo-magnetic
field may vanish almost everywhere (see below) yet give
rise to observable effects, similarly to what happens with
the Aharonov-Bohm effect, while the pseudo-electric field
is ubiquitous (i.e., it does not vanish unless the adiabatic
error is uniform over the configuration space sampled by
the nuclei) but typically of secondary importance and
seldom considered in practice. Amazingly, though, they
both arise from one and the same object, namely the
quantum geometric tensor, here re-written in a form that
makes explicit its connections with the omitted adiabatic
states

0= 35" (Ounlum) (unldjun) da'da?

ij m
_ <un|aiH|um> <um|ajH|un> i j
= ;% (B —E,.)? dx'dx



Local-in-time error in case 11
[Slow variables as dynamical variables]

Next we consider the LITE in the “dynamic”’ adia-
batic approximation [29]. To this end, we need the time-
derivative of the whole wavefunction in the “standard”
gauge (U|¥T) = 0 (where the superscript + is used for
the trajectory |¥) = |¥(¢)) to denote this gauge) and in
particular its squared norm. By this we mean

R =[x (@), + (Bal) - B)] 0(x)
where (T'), is the dressed kinetic energy operator intro-
duced above

. 1 o
(T),, = §Z€J7Ti7fj +¢
ij
with

. . h? i
; = p; — hA; Qb:?Zngij

ij

and E = (U|H|¥) is the average total energy. We also
need the energy variance

AE? — /dxw*(x) ({T+ (Ho(x) — E)r> ¥(x)
and the result
[T+ (Hato) — B)]) = (1%, +
+{(En(x) = B)?) + 2R (T(En(x) — E))
=(T%), +
+ (Ep(x) — E)? + 2R [<T>n (En(x) — E)}

Hence, upon taking the difference of the two, we find for
the local-in-time error the expression

) = g [ a9 [(3%), - ()] v

which shows explicitly the crucial role played by the nu-
clear kinetic energy fluctuations in the adiabatic approx-
imation.

This expression can also be put in a form that makes
explicit the contributions of electronic transitions. To
this end it is worth introducing the kinetic energy opera-
tor “reduced” with respect to the electronic coordinates,
<T>nm = (tp|T|um) (the case n = m reduces to the pre-

vious dressed kinetic energy operator (T'), ). These oper-

ators have a hermitian symmetry (T)Lm =(T),,, (as can

be readily checked by either their definition or a direct
calculation) and allow us to write

In turn, upon defining

Pmen(X) = (1), V(%) = (| Tn) o (%)

we have the error in terms of contributing electronic tran-
sitions,

=5 3 [ dxlmentol

m#n

where

Vm(—n(x) = %l@ﬂﬁ—n(x)ﬁ =

1

72

is a “transition probability density” which, in this form,
is manifestly gauge-invariant since ¥ (x) |u,) = (x| ).

In order to make a closer comparison with the error

obtained in the previous section for the “static” adiabatic

approximation, we introduce v(x) = 2, ., Vmen(X)

and the total conditional transition probability density
o(x) = v(x) /|1 (x)|? such that

*(x) {un] T fum) (| T Jun) (x)

(1] = / dxlp () o)

which is well defined provided ¥ (x) # 0. Clearly, o(x)
measures the error locally in configuration space (as well
as in time), and thus describes the tendency of the sys-
tem in configuration x to jump to an electronic state
other than n. For a nuclear wavefunction 1(x) and a
frame |u,(x)) in the vector bundle 7 : E — M we con-
sider |1, (x)) = ¥(x) |u,(x)) as a smooth section of E,
and the map to the normal bundle |, (x)) — |p(x)) =
QT |1h, (x)) which gives v(x) = h™2 (p(x)|p(x)). We find

QT | (x)) =
h? y
—5 2 €7 [(0:)Q |0;un)
ij
+(0;9)Q [O5un) + ¥Q [0;05un)]
Then, upon introducing #; = —ihd; — hA;,

QT |vn(x)) = —ih» &7 (7)) Q |0jun)

K2 X y
-5 Zf”‘/’Dij |un)
ij
=—ih Y (2¢) Q|0;un)
h? : I
B 7¢Z€UD1'J' |tn)
ij

where 97 is the j*! component of the velocity operator
and



The reason why we introduce these two components is
that they are separately gauge-invariant: under the gauge
transformation |u,) — |u,)e™ %, ¥ — e we have
Q1djun) — ™ Q |0jun)
Tih — e
= eiw)Di]‘ |un>

Dij |un)

since (there is no need to verify it with an explicit cal-
culation, since both |¢,(x)) and the velocity term are
gauge invariant)

i(0i)Q 0jun) — i(9;0)Q |Osun)]

Stated differently, the operators Q9;, ;, 0, D;;, etc. are
tensorial under gauge transformations. Hence, upon in-
troducing the (gauge-tensorial) residue

e [Q0,05un) —

j

and the (complex-valued) quantum velocity fields V7

Wiy
VI = = =V/(x
TR
we find
Q(X) = Z (Vl)ﬂ< VjQij
j
— iy (VI) " (Oun|Rus) +
J
—i—iZVj (Rup|0jun)
J
+ (Ruy|Ruy,)
where ¢;; = (Oiun|Q|0;uy,) is the quantum geometric

tensor and the remaining scalar products contain higher
derivatives of the electronic state in a gauge invariant
form. The first term closely resembles the local-in-time
error in the standard adiabatic approximation analyzed
in the previous section

= Z ViquZ—j
ij

where V? is now the classical velocity of the i*" parame-
ter. There are though notable differences: when turning
the slow variables into quantum variables both the real
(symmetric) and the imaginary (antisymmetric) parts of
gi; matter for the error, since

Z ( Z KU gij + = Z YZJ BU

ij

“Vigy; =

10

where
K9 =R ((v)" (V) v7=5((v)" (v))

and g;; and B;; have been introduced above. It is in-
structive then to consider their total contribution upon
integrating over configuration space. For the first we find

/dx|z/1 ZKUQU Z/dx% ') gw( 1/1))

=R | (¥ Z@igijﬁj V) x
ij
= (0 ) 09507 [¥) x
ij

where the scalar product (.|.)y is that of the Hilbert
space L?(M) describing the nuclear degrees of freedom
and where the last equality follows from the fact that the
operator EZ—J— d'g;;07 is self-adjoint on that space. As for
the second we have similarly

e Sy = 5 [ (90", 09)

|
&

WY 6" By’ |¥)

ij

_z /‘MZ BUUJ |"/J

since the operator ). 9" Bj;0/ is anti-hermitian

:
S 0'Bit | =Y B0t = - 0' By
iJ iJ ij

Hence, overall, by considering the “classical” contribution
only, we find that the LITE in the dynamic adiabatic ap-
proximation is just the expectation value of a self-adjoint
quantum tensor

N " i < I
17 3

which is nothing but the quantum version of the quantum
geometric tensor. That is, to leading order, we have

2 () g [v)
i

On comparing with the static adiabatic approximation,
however, one should also observe that additional terms
appear whose physical meaning is far less obvious.



Non-adiabatic transition probability

To understand better the meaning of o(x) and its com-
ponents 9., we consider the situation in which, during
the time evolution, the local-in-time error exceeds a given
threshold, thereby suggesting the need of going beyond
the adiabatic approximation. This can be accomplished
dynamically by “spawning”[29] the electronic basis that
forms the variational manifold, e.g., by expanding the
wavefunction ansatz to

v,) = / i (%) 1 (), ) + / dxcy () fua (), )

where s = n £ 1 depending on which gap |E,, — E, 11| is
the smallest. Henceforth, we shall first address the sim-
pler situation where a single neighboring state affects the
dynamics and later generalize the result to a multitude
of electronic states.

At the time of spawning t, the amplitude ¢;(x) must
vanish and its time derivative is determined by the vari-
ational equations of motion

ihgt = ((T) + En) ¥+ (T),,, ¢

which give, for t = g,

= <T>sn V= Psen

815

(notice that the gauge does not affect this off-diagonal
term). Thus, we see that the probability

Vse—n = h72/dx|<ﬂs<fn|2

represents precisely the error reduction due to electronic
spawning,
Ef,—he%,:s%— at t =t

Vsen

i.e., the error reduction arising from lifting the adiabatic
approximation by allowing non-adiabatic transitions to
the state s. On the other hand, the above equation also
determines the short-time behaviour of the non-adiabatic
transition probability Ps to the state s as

Ps ~ Vsen(t - ts)2 t Z ts

since
d|o|? d(b do*
= — ol =0
dt ‘. dt t
and
|| do’ 2 )
=2——| == [T
dt2 ” dt dt . hz |< >sn ¢|

11

[Notice that v, is half the second derivative of the
transition probability at ¢t = ¢, a result which follows in
general from the definition of local-in-time error.] This
finding leads to an interesting conclusion: when a single
term s dominates the sum, vg,, is approximately the
total squared error in the dynamic adiabatic approxima-
tion and we have seen above that this is determined by
the quantum geometric tensor (to leading order in the
derivatives of the |uy)’s). Hence, turning this argument
around, we see that the quantum geometric tensor also
determines the early transition probability upon spawn-
ing. In other words, we have approximately, up to second
order in 6t =t — tg,

P~ /dxz (3"s,)" (x
ij

= U5t

) (6274, ) (%)ij (x)

with 64

if the most important non-adiabatic channel were sud-
denly opened at time .

More generally, all the above remains unaltered if
the adiabatic approximation is suddenly lifted and the
“spawning” process is made virtually complete, i.e., the
variational constraint is suddenly removed at ¢t = t; and
the wavefunction is allowed to expand into the whole
Hilbert space

|, = /dxd)t(x) |un (%), x) —
7,) = / iy (%) 1 (), )
+ 3 [ dxgi™ (3x0) i (x), %)
byl

Again, we have ¢("™) = 0 at the time of spawning,

(m)
ih—a¢

ot = <T>mn Y = Omen

ts

holds for any m # n and now the local-in-time error is
reduced ezxactly to zero upon spawning. Thus, the total
non-adiabatic transition probability P can be given, up
to second order in §t, as

P~ /dxz (8"r,)"
©j

with 63% := 96t

(x) (6274b¢, ) (x)qi5(x)

under the only assumption that the terms involving the
second derivatives of the electronic states are negligible.
This result relates the geometric properties of the adia-
batic problem to the rate of non-adiabatic transitions. In
a sense, this is an obvious result since the latter transi-
tions represent precisely the failure of the adiabatic ap-
proximation. At a closer look, though, it is rather sur-
prising that the exact dynamics of the system beyond the
adiabatic paradigm is determined solely by the geometric
properties of the approximation.



B. Ezact factorization of the wavefunction

As mentioned in the main text, the exact factoriza-
tion |31, [32] is an “intermediate” representation which is
obtained by introducing a local basis of nuclear states
{|x)} to represent the exact wavefunction describing the
combined electron-nuclear states, i.e.,

0, = / dx|x) (x| ;)

where (x|¥;) is yet a vector in the electronic Hilbert
space He that we write as

(x|Wt) = Pe(x) Jug(x))

upon imposing a normalization condition and choos-
ing a smoothly varying phase for the local electronic
states |u:(x)). This gives the wavefunction in the (lo-
cal) exactly-factorized representation

v,) = / () ) [10(5))

Clearly, there is some freedom in choosing |u;) (and corre-
spondingly in defining the nuclear wavefunction ;) that
we may fix by imposing the arbitrary (but real) gauge
term

Ap =i (u|Ou)

in the equation of motion, besides the usual Berry’s con-
nection terms Ay = i (u|Oxu).

Equations of motion

To obtain the equations of motion for the above nuclear
wavefunction and the electronic state we write the total
Hamiltonian using the coordinate representation for the
nuclear variables, i.e. in the form

H =T + Hq(x)
where 7' is the nuclear kinetic energy operator
~ 1 o . . )
T = 3 Z{”pipj with p; = —ih0;
j
and Hg(x) is the electronic operator with the nuclei

clamped at a configuration x.
From the Schrédinger equation

H (4 |u)) = ih (8)) |u) + ihe |Dyu)

we immediately obtain the equation of motion for the
nuclear wavefunction by projecting the above equation
onto |u)

(<ﬁ>e1 — hAO) ¥ = il (9,0)

12

where (H),, = (T, + (u|He|u) contains the dressed ki-
netic energy operator and the “Born-Oppenheimer” aver-
age energy Eeo = (u|He|u), and Ag is the gauge potential
introduced above. We remark that (T)el appearing here
is the nuclear kinetic energy operator averaged over the
time-dependent electronic state and reads explicitly

) |
(T)e = B} E §J7Tiﬂ'j+§ E £V qij
ij ij

where 7, = p; — hA; and ¢;; = (Ou|Q|0ju). We use
the hat symbol to remind us the coordinate representa-
tion adopted, but notice that |u) is everywhere meant to
be the time-dependent electronic state (correspondingly,
P=|u){ul, @ =1- P, etc.).

As for the equation governing the electron dynamics we
only need its projection onto the “unoccupied” electronic
space, since P9y |u) = |u) (u|0su) is known once the gauge
term Ag has been fixed. Hence,

QH (¢ [u)) = +ihpQ |Oyu)
which gives
1
o

or, if we write the equation for 0 |u),

ihQ D) = —QH (¢ [u))

i |0} = +RAy [u) + %Qﬁ (4 Ju))

Here, the effective electronic Hamiltonian operator con-
tains two terms
1 1
G G

but only the first depends on v since H, is local in nu-
clear coordinates. The first term, which we denote as
K] |u), is found to be

QH (¢ |u)) = —QT (¥ |u)) + QHer u)

K[y][u) = —ih Y VIQ|0;u) — hR |u)

where V7 = (974)) /1 is the complex-valued nuclear ve-
locity field, R|u) = %37, €9 Dyj |u), and

Dij|u) = iA4;Q|05u) +iA;Q |0iu) + Q 0;05u)

We stress that the above decomposition has simple gauge
transformation properties, since V7 is gauge invariant
and both Q0; and D;; (hence R) behave tensorially un-
der a gauge transformation. Hence,

ihQ D) = QHer + K[¢] u)

where, on the r.h.s., the first term describes the electron
dynamics with the nuclei clamped at x and the second
term describes the drag effect on the electrons due to the
motion of the nuclei.



Equivalence with the formuation of Abedi et al.

The above equations for the nuclear and electronic
“wavefunctions” are identical to those given in Ref.
[31, 32]. This is evident for the nuclear equation but
not for the electronic equation since the authors of Ref.
[31, 132] wrote it in a rather different form which, in our
notation, would read

' _ h2 -
ih|Opu) = | Ha = (E = hAo+ 5 D €9q5) | |u) +

ij

&
2

A;) (pj + hAj) +

+;§” <ﬁ:f> (B + hA ) | |u)

Here, (E—hAg+ %2 Zij £ q;;) = e is the effective energy
introduced by the authors of Ref. [31,[32] and the second
bracket, denoted F' in the following, contains Hamilto-
nian momentum terms p;’s rather than 7;’s or 9%’s (which
are gauge tensorial). However, it is only a matter of sim-
ple algebra to show that indeed

as required by the equation above or, equivalently,
h2 .
- il i .
F = Ky + 5 Y ¢,

ij

To see this notice that

F= Z&“ <% + WJ’ + hAi> (b + hA;)
ij

i (Di +hA; 7 .
= ¢ (% + %) (Bj + hA;)
ij

=Y %ﬁiﬁj +y %h]ﬁiAj +Y° %hAiﬁj
i i i

I o
+7%:§JAiAj+%:%

(ﬁj + hAJ)

where
(Bj + hA4;) u) = =ik (9; — (ulOju)) lu) = —ihQ0; |u)

gives

@)

QB )

= —zhz

Z%(pj—i—h/l
J

13

and, on the other hand,

> %h(ﬁiAg‘ + Aipj) lu) =

i
"
YD S (0i) ) +
ij
Lo &Y
— 02T S (A 0u) + Ay Osu)) =
ij

= it Y S (AQ ) + A,Q 10+

ij 3
—in*y %(6iAj) u) = h* ) 6V A A |u)
Hence,

Flu) = —zhz

_iR2 Z %(AiQ |0ju) + A;Q |0zu))
ij
ij ij
e 30 s - Y S @A) )
R ’
=SS )
iJ

Finally, upon observing that

A A+ qij = (Qiulu) (u|0;u) + (0iu]Q0;u)
= (Q;u|0;u) = 9; ((u|Oju)) — (u|0;0;u)

Qa )

we write
h? ij 32 fij
—7%:5 AiAjlu) — il XJ: 5 (0idy) |u)
h2 y h2 y
=5 > ETP(9;0;u) + 5 > g u)
ij

j

and obtain

F|u —zﬁz
_ 7 Zgi;‘ (14;Q|05u) + iA;Q |Oiu) + Q |0;0;u))
h? . g
T3 Z{”qij |u)
ij

where

Qa )

ij [u)

i.e.,

Flu) = —zhz

as we mtended to show.

h? i
Y Q0 Ju) — hR ) + o D |w)

j



Dynamically corrected pseudo-Lorentz force:
proof of the vanishing of its average

In the main text, we have mentioned that introducing
the time derivative of the electronic state

hQO [u) = —iQHe [u) — iK [t)] [u)
in the electron dynamical force
FFP = 2% (0 u|Q|ho,u)
one obtains a genuine non-adiabatic term
FPad — 9R (9pu|QHe|u)
and a correction
Fo = 2R (O u| K [e] |u)

to the pseudo-Lorentz force that makes the latter vanish
on average. We give here the details of the calculation,
starting from the observation that, with —iK[yy] |u) =
—h Y2, VIQ|d5u) +ihR|u), we obtain

Fcorr = 9% Z

= 2thkj\rV3 — b Bi RV — 2hR (Opu| Ru)

J J

((Oku|Q0ju) VI) — 2hR (Opu|Ru)

where Sigr; = —Bjy;/2 has been used. The corrected
magnetic force is easily identified

ma, h ~ ~7 1
Fhase 3 Z (87 Bij + Byjt’) — hZBkﬂ%VJ
J J
and found to have zero average with a simple calculation,

h Z <1/}|va]€] + Bkjvj|¢>

J

— 1Y (B RV |y
J

(IF5 )

since
(1 By + Bt ) = R (0| Byo? o)
and, on the other hand,
WIBL RV ) =
= [ ) By o) (wiz)(xﬁz
= [ ixBus R (600" ()

= %/dXBkJ

- éR ¢|Bk]'v]|w>

x) "7 (x)
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Hence,

(VI ) =0

for any state of the nuclei. The corrected pseudo-electric
force reads as

F® =20 g1y SV
J
— 1Y IR (Ou|D Z&”ag”
ij . Uu 8$k
and can be re-written in a more symmetric form
F01 ¢ 2712 g V7

j

This can be seen by observing that

0g; 0
= <au|QQa w)

0

where the (gauge-invariant) derivatives

0
Q5,7 Q105u) = =Q (B P)[05u) + Q |01 0;u)
= +i4;Q |0ku) + Q |0k0;u)
= Dyj |u) — iAxQ[0ju)
can be used to write

agij
ozk

=R <8iu|iju> + Ak%%’j + R <6ju|D;ﬂ-u> + Ak%(b‘i
=R <6iu|iju> + R <6JU|D;”U>

(this is of course symmetric w.r.t. exchange of i and j).
Now, on taking the average

(01203 91y SV ) = 2030 / dctp™ (x)gi (X)) ()
=20 Y (I3 (9w 1¥)

where

203 (gr;07) = —ih[gns, '] =

. ij ~ . ij i gk,
—mzijéﬂ[gkj,m]:—zhgjéﬂ[gkj,pz fFZsﬂaxj
hence
() —fﬂst

OGri
oo~ (ROl Diju) + R (OkulDiju)) | [¢)



where the operator to be averaged reads as
R <8ku|Dwu> + R <8Zu|DkJu> +
—R(0ju|Dyiu) — R (Opu|Djju) =0

since R (Oju|Dyju) = R (9ju|Dy;u). In fact, importantly,
we have exploited

oxI oxt oxk

1 [ 0g; Ogr;  0gij
R (Opul Diju) = 5 ( Bk | g gﬂ)
that shows how R (Opu|D;ju) is related to the connection
V1 on the tangent bundle induced by the Fubini-Study
metric,

R (Ol Diju) = gl

where I‘lij is the Christoffel symbol of the connection.
Indeed, the zeroing of the average pseudo-electric force
merely expresses the conservation of the metric by the
corresponding Ricci-Levi Civita connection

Ogri
oxJ

(¢|F§1’C|¢> — B2 Zgij (| — gill—‘ij - gszﬁj|¢>
ij

=02 7 (W] (Vig),, |v)

ij

where (Vg-g)ik is the ik*™™ component of the covariant
derivative of g taken with the connection V¢ along the
direction j.

Statistical properties

We emphasize here that, despite its role of a marginal
probability amplitude, 1(x) alone cannot determine the
full statistical properties of the nuclear subset of parti-
cles, not even instantaneously, i.e., at a given instant of
time. This is evident from the fact that the (instanta-
neous) statistical properties require the reduced density
operator px = tr.p which for pure states and the factor-
ization introduced above reads

(Xlpx [x') = tre (Y(x) [u(x)) (u(x")] " (x"))

= o(x,x) (u(x')u(x))

where o(x,x’) = ¥(x)y*(x’) is the “apparent” nuclear
density matrix. In view of this, we have two different
strategies (and interpretative tools) to investigate the
statitistical properties of nuclear observables. Either we
use the true density matrix px(x,x’) and bare nuclear
observables N

) = [ ax [[axox x50

or we use the apparent density matrix o(x,x’) and
dressed nuclear observables N,

(N) = /dx/dx’a(x,x’)N(x’,x)
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where
N(x,x') = N(x,x) (u(x)[u(x'))

or, equivalently,

N(x,x") = (u(x)N(x,x)u(x)),
which shows that the dressed observables are “averaged”
over the electronic states.

As for the electronic density operator pe, it takes the
form of a convex combination of electronic density oper-
ators pej(x)

pa= [ axPx)pax

where P(x) = [1(x)|? is the probability density of find-
ing the nuclei at x and pe(x) is the conditional density
operator

prl) = S = ) (ut)

which describes a pure local state, the one defined locally
by the exact factorization representation.

For comparison, notice that the results in the adiabatic
approximation are very similar to the one given here, the
only difference being that |u) is replaced by a stationary
state. Therefore, the concept that the adiabatic approx-
imation “artificially” forces the local electronic state to
be a pure state is misleading, because this is true for an
arbitrary wavefunction.

In order to clarify the meaning of observables dressed
by the electronic state let us consider in detail the nuclear
momentum for the k** nuclear degree of freedom, py, (in
the coordinate representation appropriate for the exact
facorization). This is first “extended” to an operator Pj, =
pr ® I acting on the Hilbert space of the electronic-
nuclear system, and then “reduced” to an operator p; on
the nuclear space by averaging over the electronic state

P = (u|Prlu) = pr, — ik (u|Opu) = 7y

The result is the operator for the mechanical momentum
7y, introduced in the main text, which can thus be consid-
ered the canonical momentum dressed by the electronic
state. In general, for notational convenience, one does
not distinguish Py, from Dk, and then care is needed in
interpreting pi as the “microscopic” operator acting on
the electronic-nuclear space or the “averaged” one acting
on the nuclear space only. As for the dressed operators,
they are always averaged over the electronic state, and
thus meant to be operators on the Hilbert space of the
nuclei.

It is instructive at this point to re-consider the total
force Fj, acting on the A*" nuclear degree of freedom in
light of the above difference between “microscopic” and



“electronically averaged” quantities. On the one hand we
have

d (pr)
dt

= (U] [, pu] )
= (V| — O Hq| V)

_ / dxctp* (x) (— O Het) , 1(x)

where, to avoid confusion, we used the subscript el on the
angular bracket to denote the electronic average. This
shows that the average total force is the expectation value
of the dressed microscopic force —0xHe acting on the
given nuclear degree of freedom. The latter can be equiv-
alently re-written as

<—8kHel>el = F]?O + 2% (8ku|Hel|u>
_ ]?O +F]£\TBO

since R ((Opu|u) (u|Hel|u)) = 0, in order to make evident
the Born-Oppenheimer-like contribution. On the other
hand, we also have

d (pr)
dt

= 2%<‘I’|ﬁk|5t‘1’>

where the time-derivative of the total wavefunction in the
exact factorized form can be written as

O (¢ [u)) = [(0et) + 2 (ulOpw)] ) + @ |Opu)
Here, the term between square brackets amounts to
(@) + 4 {ulde)] = —7 (H)y

and thus

dgk> = 2§R/dx1/1*(X) <—%> (1 (H)ep) ¥ (x)+

" / e (x) [+ (O] QByu)] (x)

Here, for the first line we have used (py). = 7%, whereas
for the second one we have exploited

(ulprQ0iu) = —ih (u] (OxQ [Oru)) + (u|QDyu) Pr
= —ihd ((u|Qosu)) + ih (Opu|Qdu)
= ih (Opu|QOru)

since (u|Qdyu) = 0 (here the scalar products are all
meant to be on the electronic space only). Furthermore,
since

2 [ix o) (1 ) (o (1)) 00) =

_ / i () [(H) o 7] (%)
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and the second term is the expecation value of FFP in-
troduced in the main text, we finally arrive at

d (pr)
dt

_ / dx* (x) [FBC + F™% 1 Fe 4 FEP] (x)

On comparing with the previous expression and remem-
bering that F™8 + F¢l 4 FFD = prmasc 4 pebe 4 pED
we find,

[ i o) [Fmes 4 ] ) =0

This is consistent with the result given in the previous
section, however the proof given there makes clear that
the dynamically corrected pseudo-electric and pseudo-
magnetic forces vanish separately when averaged.

C. Electronic friction
Linear response

Let us consider the integral form of the electronic equa-
tion in the spirit of linear response theory, set hAg =
Eeo = (u|Hg|u) and assume that |u(ty)) = e~ #Eoto |yq)
holds for some initial time ¢ in the infinite past. Let us
first take the simpler non-adiabatic term represented by
the following impulsive ‘kick’

8(t = 7) K- [u(7))

that acts instantanesouly, i.e., only at time ¢ = 7. The
electronic state soon after the kick reads

u(r ) & fu(r)) = Kol Ju(r ™)

where |u(77) = e #F07 |ug) is the freely propagating
state and @ — Qo = 1 — |ug) (uo| has been used for
t =7 —¢€, e > 0. This follows from the integral version
of the equation of motion by shrinking the time inter-
val around the kick time 7. Note that, correspondingly,
K has been replaced by Ky to remind us the use of Qg
rather than @, and of the ground-state connection in the
velocity operators. Hence, for any time ¢, we have

[u(t)) = e # 50 Jug)

e~ FHAC=T) [0 [, ] fug) e~ FFOT@(t — 1)

St .

where ©(t) = 1 for ¢t > 0 and zero otherwise. Now, when
considering the full driving term

K] Ju(t)) = /

— 00

+oo
dro(t — 7) K] |u(T))

we have, assuming linear response,

Ju(t)) = e~ #F0 Jug)

;oo ) )
_%/ e~ #HaC=T R[] Jug) e #EOTO(t — 7)dr

— 00



hence

1

|Au) x_ﬁe*%Eot/ e (Ha=B0)t' jeoip, 0] |ug) dt!
0

is such that (Au|ug) = 0 since Ky = QoK.
Plugging this expression in the genuine non-Born-
Oppenheimer force given above we obtain two terms,

RO = 23R [T ry v ryar
J

with the kernel
Tij(t) = (Do QoHLe™ #1148 |0;uq)

and
F]i\IBO,II _ _2S/ <3kuo|QoH41€_%HélTR|UO> dr
0

where we have set H, = He — Ey. The first is a friction-
like term, with 2RT';(t) playing the role of memory ker-
nel in the classical limit where V7 is real. In the Markov
limit

F]i\IBO,I _ Z%jvj(t)
J

where
o

:ij = 2 hm efetI‘kj (t)dt

e—0+ 0
with the usual e converging factor included. Later we
shall find that 7 is better defined as the zero-frequency
limit (from above) of the frequency-dependent kernel

oo

ki (w) =2 lim e ey, (t)dt

e—0t Jo
where the excitation energy Aw can be viewed as a “run-
ning” correction to Ey in the dynamical phase factor
enFot appearing in T'y;(t).

Equivalence with DMS friction at T=0 K

Let us first prove the equivalence of the DMS expres-
sion for the friction (Eq. Bl of the main text) with the
one obtained above. When the electronic bath is not
carrying any current the steady-state density operator
is the canonical one, and in the limit T — 0 we have
p = |uo) (uo| = Po and 0;p = |9;uo) (uol + |uo) (Jjuol.
This gives two terms

DMS _

YPMS — —/0 tre ((%Hel)e_%H/” |0juo) <U0|) dr

0
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which are the complex conjugate of each other, i.e.,
o k3 ’
Yoo = —2R / (uo| (Op Her) e~ #4417 |0;u0) dr
0

Then, upon noticing that
(OkH) [uo) = (Eo — Hel) |0k uo) + (9xEo) [uo)

and introducing the projector Qo = 1 — Py we find
W 2%/ (Dol Qo Hiye™ #1717 |9juo) dr
0

— 2(8kE0) / e <’U,0|(9j’d0> dr
0

where the first term is precisely the real part of 7;; in-
troduced above, and the second term vanishes identically
since (ug|djuo) is pure imaginary. Note that the usual
converging factor has been here tacitly assumed.

Pseudo-magnetic contribution

Secondly, we show that the memoryless friction

oo

T =2 lim [ e Ty (t)dt

e—0t 0

contains in fact a pseudo-magnetic contribution. To this
end we need

e

_ g/ . d _ _ i g/ . _ Iy = )
Hlje~<te=#Hat — Zha (e ety thlt)—l—zhe (e ety thlt)
and

> i ’ ) h
/ —eto—rHatgr — ik (1 __rn
01/0 c° ! + H! —ieh

H!, + ieh
(Hél)Q + 62h2
— —ih (1 +irH,6(H,))

= —ih (1 + ieh

where we have used the common notation % for A~
Notice that in this expression the second term on the
rhs. o H6(H.) would vanish if it were applied to
a regular electronic state, but this is not the case here
because of the presence of the derivative couplings.
Plugging this identity in the friction expression we find

Rkj = vy > = 2hS (Dkuo| Qo|djuo)
+ 2 hR (O uo| Qo Hed (Hey ) |9ju0)
where the first term
2h3 <6ku0|Q0|6juo) = 2h%qkj = —thj

gives a magnetic component +7 Ej By V7 that, when
evaluating the force, precisely cancels the magnetic cor-
rection introduced in the main text. This term does not



appear in the common case when the electronic states
can be taken as real functions of the electron coordinates
(as DMS assumed), which is possible in the absence of
magnetic fields and for a trivial topology of the ground
adiabatic state. It is however necessary when the mag-
netic field is turned on or if conical intersections exist
that can be encircled by the evolving nuclear wavepacket.
This corrective effect may thus be viewed physically as
restoration of the full adiabatic dynamics in this friction
limit: electronic friction cools the nuclear motion and
enforces the adiabatic limit (with its gauge fields).
To summarize

Vi = —2ihqr; + Vij

where the “corrected” friction kernel 7;; takes the form
of the real part of the expression

Vij = 2h (Ouo| Qo Heayd(He)|0juo)

or, equivalently,

Yk = 2ih lim 6/ e~ <8kuo|Qoeflﬁ.Hélt|8juo)
0

e—0t

Running correction to Ey

The friction kernel 7;; defined above is, strictly speak-
ing, ill-defined, as it is apparent from the presence of
both Qo and d(H.). A more appropriate definition is
obtained by taking the zero-frequency limit (from above)
of the frequency-dependent kernel

oo
Vi (w) = 2ih lim 6/ ettt <8ku0|Qoe_%Hélt|8juo>
e—0+ 0

The physical motivation for introducing a small (eventu-
ally vanishing in the end) positive frequency w is that the
evolving ground-electronic state has an energy slightly
above Fy, i.e. Eg+ hw for hw — 0T, right because of
excitations of e — h pairs into the substrate. Thus the
replacement

exp (%Emf) — exp(iwt) exp (%Emf)

is needed to correct the LRT result for this effect.

Before addressing this issue in detail, let us first de-
rive some relationships needed to handle the derivative
couplings, and useful to derive different equivalent ex-
pressions for the friction kernel. Let first Ey be a dis-
crete, non-degenerate energy eigenvalue of the electronic
Hamiltonian H, for some value of the nuclear coordi-
nates x = (:vl,:vQ,..:vk,..). Upon taking the deriva-
tive of the electronic Schrédinger equation w.r.t. zF |
(OkHer) [uo) = (OkEo) luo) + (Eo — Her) [Oxuo), and pro-
jecting with @)y one easily finds

Qo |Okuo) = Go(Eo)Qo (OxHel) [uo)
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where Go(\) = (A— HY) ™! is the resolvent of the restric-
tion of He to QoHel, i.e. the operator Hgl = QoHe =
H, Qo defined in the subspace QoHe (here He repre-
sents the Hilbert space of the electronic system). More
generally, for A € C

Qo |9kuo) = (1+ (Eo — NG(N) ™ G(N)Qo (9xHer) uo)
and thus

Qo |0kuo) = (1+ (A — Eg)G(\) + (A — Eo)’G(N)? +..) x
G(N)Qo (OxHer) [uo)

provided X is closer to Ejy than to any other eigenvalue
(here the projector Qg effectively removes the pole at Fy
in the spectral representation of G(A)). If Ey is part of
the continuous spectrum we shall use

Qo |Okum) = GT(Ep)Qo (9rHel) |uo)

which amounts to defining the eigenvectors |ug) through
a limiting procedure. Specifically, given Hyj, Fo and |ug)
at some point x, in order to fix |ug) at a neighboring ge-
ometry x’ = x + dx one first defines the family of vectors
|ud) through the solutions of

A = (Ha + AH)]ug) = (A = Ha) uo)

for AH = (9 H. — OxEo) dx*. This gives, for infinitesi-
mal displacements of the nuclear coordinates,

Qo |0kug) ~ G(N)Qo (OxH ) |uo)

from which the above result follows upon taking the limit
A = Ey for SA > 0.

Consider now the frequency-dependent friction kernel.
In the limit w — 0 we can use the above expression for
A= Ey + h(w + i€) to write

o0
Vi (w) = 2ih lim e/ dte™ Tt x
e—0+ 0

(uo| (Ox Her) QoG (A*)e™ FHart|9,u0)

= —2R? 13& € (ug| (Ox Her) QoG (N*)G(N)|05u0)

and thus, to leading order in w,
Vij (w) = —27h <UQ| (8kHel) 5(E0 + hw — He1)|aqu>

where lim._,¢ ieG(E — ihe)G(E + ihe) = nd(E — He)
has been used (here Qo could be removed since the ¢
term projects onto states with energy above Ey). This is
precisely Eq[I0 appearing in the main text.



Equivalently, in the same limit as above, we can also
make explicit the role of 9;He

Vkj (w) = —27h <U0| (8kHc1) 5(E0 + hw — Hcl)
Gp(E0)0jHel |ug)

where G,(Ey) is the principal part of G*(Ep), that
iS, GP(E()) = 1irnn%0 %G(EO + ZT]), and C\\YGJF(E()) =
—m6(Ey — Hep) has been neglected since it gives a van-
ishing contribution. [Here and in the following RA =
(A+ AT)/2 and A = (A — AT)/2i]. In the limit w — 0
in which we are interested we can replace the above ex-
pression with

Ykj (w) = —27h <U0| (8kHc1) 5(E0 + hw — Hcl)
Gp(EO + hw)achl |U0>

and thus write the friction kernel as the zero-frequency
limit of

7 () = (o] (B Het) (o + o — He) (9 Har) o)

where use has been made of

5(E — Ha)G,y(E) = % lim € [GA)GN? + G2 G

e—0
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2 a(SE hw — H,
= % ow (Eo + — Ha)

for A = E+ie, with E = Ey+ hw. For comparison notice
that

a1 () = 3 5 ol (D) Gy (Bo + ) (0 ) )

gives, in the limit w — 0, the quantum geometric tensor.

Notice further that if the excitation energy hw is in-
troduced at the level of the “bare” kernel 7;;, the above
conclusions about the pseudo-magnetic contribution and
the residual friction kernel +;; remain unaltered. In fact,
one finds

Yrj(w) = —2ihgr; + iz (w)
+ 2hw (Okuo| QoG (Eo + hw)|djuo)
where the last term vanishes in the limit we are interested

in.

Independent electrons

For independent electrons Oy He is a monoelectronic
operator that we write as dryh and the projector §(Ey +
hw — Hep) can thus be restricted to singly-excited Slater
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| Wby = c}:ca|<1>0) where |®g) is the
Hartree-Fock ground-state and c, (cZ) is an annihila-
tion (creation) operator for the single-particle state |¢,)
(l¢p)). Here, the single-particle energies are such that
€q < €p < €p, where ep is the Fermi level, and hw =
As a result, Eq. of the main text

determinants, i.e.

€ — € = A€pg-
becomes

€q<EF €Ep>ER

Yj (W) = — 27h Z Z DF, (95]0;04) 0(hw — Aepa)

€a<EF €p>€F f

— — 21 Z Z D, D] 7f(6)5(ﬁw—Aeba)

€p — €q

where we have defined D¥, = (¢,|9h|¢pp) and introduced
the electron occupation function f(e) = O(ep —¢€). Here,
we can set €, = €, + hw in the incremental ratio of f,
and taking the limit w — 0 replace it with —d(e, — €p).
Hence, upon freeing the sum over the orbitals we obtain

Vrj = WHZDI;nga(S(Eb — EF)(s(Ea - €F>
a,b

which is the HGT expression, Eq. [ of the main text.
Notice that 4, (w) above becomes real in the limit w — 0.

Frictional vector potential

Let us show here how the above results follow, in linear
response, by an appropriate modification of the Hamilto-
nian governing the adiabatic dynamics, in particular of
the vector potential entering such Hamiltonian. This is
important for introducing friction (i.e., dissipation) into
an effective Hamiltonian for the nuclei. As shown below,
this turns the corresponding Schrédinger equation into a
non-linear equation, but this is the price to pay if the
energy transfer mechanism has to depend on the system
dynamics and it is not due simply to an “external” field.

To this end, we work in a gauge where the electronic
states evolve according to a zero-averaged Hamiltonian
(the “standard” gauge), i.e., (u™|Ou™) = 0 where * de-
notes the chosen gauge. Clearly, in linear-response this
amounts to reference the electronic Hamiltonian to the
ground-state energy, Fy, and to write |[u™) = |ug)+|Au™)
where

i

+oo
)= [ R Rl ) af
0

since (u|H|u) = Ey + 2R (ug|Au) = Ep holds thanks
to (Aut|ug) = 0. This also implies that the nuclear
Hamiltonian in this gauge

% > ¢iatat + (B
ij

(x) +¢%)



resembles closely the adiabatic Hamiltonian H: the only
difference is the presence of |u) = |ug) + |Au™) in place
of |ug) in the vector and scalar potentials, e.g.,
Ag = '<UQ|61€UQ> —
Ay = AL 4 (uo| O Aug) + i (Aug|Opuo)
= A) + 23 (O ug|Aug)
where 9, ({ug|Au)) = 0 has been used in the last line. In

fact, it turns out that the main modification is precisely
the time-dependent term

5Ap = Aj — A
=23 (—%) / <8ku0€7%Hélth0[wt7t/]|UO> dt’
0

since this is of first order in the spatial derivative of the
electronic states and generates a force term of the same
order through its time-derivative,

oy i O0(6AR) i
Fe= =g+l ml = —h—g=+ g IH " 7]
L O0AY i
~ ot +E[Haﬂ-k]

where 79 = pj, — hAY is the adiabatic momentum. Here,
the last line holds if we retain only terms that contain
up to three spatial derivatives of the electronic state at a
time, e.g., of the form

h? y
—Okdo =~ %jfwaka% (Bru0|Qol0;u0)
In other words, to this “order” in the spatial derivatives,
we have

g, 73] ¢f ~ ¢’
which can be summarized by stating that the geometric

properties are the same as in the adiabatic limit, q;; ~

0
dij-
Let us then take a closer look at the correction 6 Ay to
the vector potential. From the definition of Ky we have

§A = —22%/ (Ouole™ F1aY Qoldju0) V., dt’
- 0
J

+ 2R / (Opuole™ FH4t Rluo) dt’
0

where the second term can be neglected in the approx-
imation above since it is time independent and it is of
third order, hence contributes to the force only with a
fourth order term. Upon introducing the complex-valued
“position” fields

t
XI(x,t) = / Vi(x,t")dt’
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and integrating by parts we find

:_22
hzm< | it oy xt_av')

where T'(t) = H/;e~ #HatQ, has been introduced. In the
Markov limit we have

quXJ

/ (Otto| D))y u0) X dt ~
0
b / (Orun T () D)
0

where, as seen above,

lim [ e ()t = ~ih (1+ imH,8(H,)) Qo
e—0t 0
Hence, in this limit, we find the following simple “fric-
tional correction” to the adiabatic dynamics

SA;, = ZWZ%( Ouo Hy6 (HY)|0ju0) X )

It is not hard to show that these expressions for § Ay give
exactly the correction to the forces discussed above. In
the Markov limit, for instance, Fy = F + §F; where

5F), = Zm RV + Z SV

and 7' and ~" are, respectively, the real and imaginary
parts of the kernel

Vi = 2mh (Ouo| (HO(H' 1) |0ju0)

In the Markov limit, in the simplest case where £ =
8;; M1, if v;; can be taken diagonal and uniform in the
configuration space of the system where the dynamics
occurs, we can write

t
6A, = R(YXF) = R (—me / In 1y (x)dt’)

if we neglect the contribution of the vector potential to
the velocity field. We thus see that dAx becomes lon-
gitudinal and can be replaced by an appropriate scalar
field

66 = hM 'S (yIn1y(x))

When setting v/ =~ 0 the resulting Hamiltonian H =
HY 4 6¢ is the Kostin Hamiltonian which is a simple way
to introduce dissipation into a Schrédinger-like equation
by adding a simple “phase potential” (depending on the
phase of the system wavefunction in the position repre-
sentation).



