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Surface hopping has seen great success in describing molecular phenomena where electronic excitations tend to be
localized, but its application to materials with band-like electronic properties has remained limited. Here, we derive a
formulation of fewest-switches surface hopping where both the quantum and classical equations of motion are solved
entirely in terms of reciprocal-space coordinates. The resulting method is directly compatible with band structure
calculations, and allows for the efficient description of band-like phenomena by means of a truncation of the Brillouin
zone. Using the Holstein and Peierls models as examples, we demonstrate the formal equivalence between real-space
and reciprocal-space surface hopping, and assess their accuracy against mean-field mixed quantum–classical dynamics
and numerically-exact results.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent years have seen a surge in interest in crys-
talline materials where band-like electronic conductance co-
exists with strong electron–phonon interactions, examples of
which include hybrid metal-halide perovskites1–3 and mono-
layer transition-metal dichalcogenides.4–8 Few of the theoreti-
cal methods currently available are able to efficiently describe
lattice-based electron–phonon couplings beyond the perturba-
tive regime,9–11 hampering our ability to unravel the nonequi-
librium behavior of such materials.

We recently proposed a formulation of mixed quantum–
classical dynamics tailored to band-like models.12 Mixed
quantum–classical dynamics has seen great success in non-
perturbatively describing strong interactions between local
electronic excitations and nuclear vibrations in molecular
systems,13–15 and is conventionally performed by solving the
involved quantum and classical equations of motion in real
space. Our formulation instead expresses a periodic lattice
of classical harmonic modes with energy ω, positions qn, and
momenta pn in terms of the normal coordinates

zn ≡
√
ω

2

(
qn + i

pn

ω

)
, (1)

after which a discrete Fourier transform yields a reciprocal-
space representation for both quantum and classical degrees of
freedom, including the associated equations of motion. Here,
n = 1, . . . ,N runs over the lattice sites. Applying a mean-field
(MF) description of the quantum–classical coupling terms, the
resulting dynamics was previously shown to be identical to
that provided by the conventional real-space formulation.12

Importantly, the method uniquely allows for truncating the
quantum and classical bases by harnessing a “localization”
of excitations in the Brillouin zone while retaining accu-
rate results, which may yield significant computational cost
savings.12 Combined with a direct compatibility with band
structure calculations, this renders such a reciprocal-space for-
mulation an ideal avenue for extending the success of mixed
quantum–classical dynamics to crystalline materials.
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Here, we introduce a reciprocal-space formulation of sur-
face hopping. We specifically focus on fewest-switches sur-
face hopping (FSSH),16 which has emerged as one of the most
popular variants of mixed quantum-classical dynamics, and
which is known to improve over MF (or Ehrenfest) dynamics
in its ability to accurately describe detailed balance.17,18 We
present its formulation wherein the equations-of-motion are
solved fully within reciprocal space (while associating the sur-
faces with instantaneous quantum eigenstates, as per conven-
tion). Similarly to our previous findings for MF dynamics,12

reciprocal-space FSSH is shown to yield identical results
compared to the real-space equivalent. However, compared
to MF dynamics, its improved thermalization behavior affects
the degree at which Brillouin zone “localization” can be har-
nessed by basis truncations. We apply the method to the Hol-
stein and Peierls models involving a single electronic carrier
coupled to a single dispersionless phonon mode, discuss the
short-time behavior as well as thermalization properties, and
draw a comparison with MF dynamics and exact results.

II. THEORY

A. Surface hopping in real space

Before turning to reciprocal-space FSSH, we will first sum-
marize the key aspects of the method formulated in the real-
space bases. This is not intended as a comprehensive introduc-
tion to surface hopping, for which excellent readings can be
found in the literature.13–15,19,20 We start with the total Hamil-
tonian for the coupled electron–phonon system. Within the
classical approximation for the phonon degrees of freedom,
this Hamiltonian is partitioned as

Ĥ = Ĥel + Ĥel–ph(q) + Hph(q, p). (2)

Here, the operators Ĥel and Ĥel–ph(q) account for the purely-
electronic and electron–phonon coupling contributions, where
the latter depends parametrically on the classical position vec-
tor, q = (q1, q2, . . . , qN). Hph(q, p) is the classical Hamiltonian
accounting for the phonon energy, depending on both position
and momentum vectors. Instantaneous quantum eigenstates
are found by solving the Schrödinger equation

Ĥ |α〉 =
(
Ĥel + Ĥel–ph(q)

) |α〉 = εα |α〉 , (3)
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with εα as the associated eigenenergy. Note that this energy
inherits the parametric dependence on q, as does the eigen-
vector |α〉.

Mixed quantum–classical dynamics amounts to self-
consistently solving the coupled quantum and classical equa-
tions of motion. The latter are given by Hamilton’s equations

q̇n =
∂Hph

∂pn
, ṗn = −∂Hph

∂qn
− ∂〈Hel–ph〉

∂qn
. (4)

Here, 〈Hel–ph〉 is the expectation value of the electron–phonon
coupling operator. This expectation value is determined
most straightforwardly through the MF expression 〈Hel–ph〉 =

〈Ψ|Ĥel–ph|Ψ〉 , with |Ψ〉 as the electronic wavefunction propa-
gated through the time-dependent Schrödinger equation (~ =

1 is taken here and throughout)

i |Ψ̇〉 =
(
Ĥel + Ĥel–ph

) |Ψ〉 . (5)

The electronic wavefunction can be expanded in the eigenba-
sis as

|Ψ〉 =
∑

α

Aα |α〉 . (6)

Surface hopping, rather than an MF average, associates
the electron–phonon coupling expectation value with a single
quantum eigenstate, labeled a, 〈Hel–ph〉 = 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉, consid-
ered to be an “active” surface. This active surface is allowed
to stochastically switch among eigenstates. Within FSSH, the
probability for a switch to occur is governed by the expression

Pa:α→β = −2<
(
p · dαβ

Aβ

Aα

)
∆t, (7)

where α and β label the initial and terminal eigenstates, and
where dαβ is their associated nonadiabatic coupling vector
given by

dαβ = 〈α|∇q|β〉 . (8)

Furthermore, Aα(β) is the coefficient obtained by propagating
the electronic wavefunction through Eq. 5, and ∆t is the time
increment for which the switching probability is evaluated.

In addition to the stochastic procedure of switching among
quantum eigenstates, the constraint is added that the total
(quantum plus classical) energy is conserved. This implies
that when a switching from α to β occurs, the classical mo-
menta are adjusted such that the classical energy offsets the
change in quantum energy, εβ − εα. Specifically, the momenta
are rescaled along the direction of the nonadiabatic coupling
vector such that the new momenta p′ relate to the previous
momenta p as

p′ = p− γαβdαβ. (9)

Here, γαβ is obtained by equating the previous total energy
to the new total energy.19 In case when no sufficient classical
kinetic energy is available to accommodate a switch from a
lower to higher eigenstate, the switching event is aborted.
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FIG. 1. Schematic reciprocal-space depiction of a switching event
between eigenstates α and β associated with a single electronic car-
rier within a tight-binding model. Black solid curve represents the
energy dispersion, Ek = −2J cos(k). Shown on top of this disper-
sion are the probability distributions of the eigenstates α (orange)
and β (red), |Ũα/β

k |2 (vertically rescaled for clarity of presentation) for
a representative snapshot of the phonon coordinates. The associated
eigenenergies are indicated by dashes.

Lastly, the electronic density matrix is commonly con-
structed based on the active surface and the electronic wave-
function coefficients as21–23

ραβ = δαβδαa + (1 − δαβ)A∗αAβ, (10)

with δ as the Kronecker delta function.

B. Surface hopping in reciprocal space

We now proceed to introduce reciprocal-space FSSH for a
periodic lattice. Without loss of generality we will specifically
consider a lattice in one dimension where each site involves a
single quantum state interacting with a single classical mode.
The transformation from real to reciprocal space is then given
by

f̃k =
1√
N

∑

n

e−ikn fn, (11)

with fn = zn for the classical coordinates, fn = φn for the
quantum coordinates, and where k is the wavevector running
from −π to π. (Henceforth, a tilde will be used to denote
reciprocal-space coordinates.) As mentioned in the Introduc-
tion, surfaces will be associated with quantum eigenstates, re-
gardless of the bases in which the classical and quantum coor-
dinates are represented. Within the real-space quantum basis,
an eigenstate is expanded as

|α〉 =
∑

n

Uα
n |φn〉 , (12)

whereas the expansion in terms of reciprocal-space quantum
basis states is given by

|α〉 =
∑

k

Ũα
k |φ̃k〉 . (13)
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Fig. 1 presents a schematic illustration of a switching event
between eigenstates α and β associated with a single elec-
tronic carrier, represented in reciprocal space. Before turn-
ing to the associated switching probability, it is worth noting
that nonequilibrium quantum dynamics is generally dictated
by the set of nonadiabatic coupling vectors. In real space,
these vector exclusively involve position derivatives. How-
ever, upon introducing canonical positions and momenta in
reciprocal space through12

z̃k ≡
√
ω

2

(
q̃k + i

p̃k

ω

)
, (14)

both position and momentum derivatives will contribute,

d(q̃)
αβ ≡ 〈α|∇q̃|β〉 , 0, d( p̃)

αβ ≡ 〈α|∇ p̃|β〉 , 0. (15)

The reason for this is that the classical positions and momenta
become scrambled in the canonical transformation from real
to reciprocal space,12

q̃k = 1√
N

∑
n

(
q̃n cos(kn) − p̃n

ω
sin(kn)

)
,

p̃k = ω√
N

∑
n

(
p̃n
ω

cos(kn) + q̃n sin(kn)
)
. (16)

It is nonetheless straightforward to show that

p · dαβ = p̃ · d(q̃)
αβ − ω2 q̃ · d( p̃)

αβ , (17)

and the reciprocal-space switching probability is simply given
by

Pa:α→β = −2<
([

p̃ · d(q̃)
αβ − ω2 q̃ · d( p̃)

αβ

] Aβ

Aα

)
∆t. (18)

The scrambling of positions and momenta in the canonical
transformation from real to reciprocal space also has ramifi-
cations for adjusting the classical coordinates, necessary for
offsetting the change in quantum energy when switching be-
tween surfaces. In real space only p can be rescaled, as a
rescaling of q would violate the locality inherent to a classical
description. The reciprocal-space coordinates p̃ and q̃ both
receive contributions from p, as a result of which both are to
be rescaled along the direction of the relevant nonadiabatic
coupling vectors as

p̃′ = p̃− γαβd(q̃)
αβ , q̃′ = q̃ + γαβd( p̃)

αβ . (19)

A third consequence of the canonical transformation from
real to reciprocal space is that Hamilton’s equations take a
form that is different from the real-space equivalent,

˙̃qk =
∂Hph

∂p̃k
+
∂ 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉

∂p̃k
,

˙̃pk = −∂Hph

∂q̃k
− ∂ 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉

∂q̃k
, (20)

where Hellmann–Feynman forces due to the active surface act
on both momenta and positions.

What sets reciprocal-space mixed quantum–classical dy-
namics apart from its real-space analog is the possibility of
describing band-like phenomena under a truncated Brillouin
zone, which may come with considerable computational cost
savings.12 A consequence of such truncation is that the nona-
diabatic coupling vectors can no longer be trivially taken to be
real valued,

d(q̃/ p̃)
αβ =

∑

k,k′
C̃α

k
∗C̃β

k′ 〈α|∇q̃/ p̃|β〉 < R. (21)

When rescaling p̃ and q̃ under a Brillouin zone truncation, we
therefore replace the nonadiabatic coupling vectors in Eq. 19
by their absolute values multiplied by the sign of their com-
ponents along the real axis,

d(q̃/ p̃)
αβ ←

∣∣∣∣d(q̃/ p̃)
αβ

∣∣∣∣ sgn
[
<

(
d(q̃/ p̃)
αβ

)]
. (22)

This reduces to the standard rescaling procedure in the limit
where the entire Brillouin zone is accounted for, in which case
d(q̃/ p̃)
αβ ∈ R. Importantly, no such replacement is necessary

when evaluating the switching probabilities, since one can al-
ways utilize the chain rule in order to reformulate this proba-
bility as19

Pa:α→β = −2<
(〈
α
∣∣∣∣
∂β

∂t

〉 Aβ

Aα

)
∆t, (23)

where ∂β
∂t can be evaluated through discrete differentiation us-

ing time step ∆t.

C. Holstein and Peierls models

In the following Section, we will apply the reciprocal-
space surface hopping approach to the Holstein and Peierls (or
Su–Schrieffer–Heeger24) models. In both cases, the phonon
Hamiltonian takes the form of noninteracting, dispersionless,
and harmonic oscillators, expressed in real- and reciprocal-
space as

Hph =
∑

n

(
1
2

p2
n +

1
2
ω2q2

n

)
=

∑

k

(
1
2

p̃2
k +

1
2
ω2q̃2

k

)
. (24)

Where the Holstein and Peierls models differ is by the form of
the electron–phonon interaction Hamiltonian, Ĥel–ph. As de-
tailed in Ref. 12, this Hamiltonian within the Holstein model
takes the real and reciprocal-space forms

Ĥel–ph = g
√

2ω3
∑

n

ĉ†nĉnqn (25)

=
g
√
ω√

2N

∑

k,κ

ĉ†k+κ
ĉk

(
ω
(
q̃−κ + q̃κ

) − i
(
p̃−κ − p̃κ

))
.

Here, ĉ(†)
n and ĉ(†)

k are the real- and reciprocal-space electronic
annihilation (creation) operators, respectively. The dimen-
sionless parameter g is the electron–phonon coupling constant
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which is related to the nuclear reorganization energy as g2ω.
The corresponding Hellmann–Feynman forces are given by

∂ 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉
∂q̃k

= g

√
2ω3

N
<{Ca

k },

∂ 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉
∂p̃k

= −g

√
2ω
N
={Ca

k }, (26)

where Ca
k is the autocorrelation function defined as

Ca
k ≡

∑

k′
〈a|ĉ†k′+kĉk′ |a〉 . (27)

As detailed in Ref. 12, the electron–phonon interaction
Hamiltonian within the Peierls model takes the real- and
reciprocal-space forms

Ĥel–ph = g
√

2ω3
∑

n

(
ĉ†nĉn+1 + ĉ†n+1ĉn

)
(qn − qn+1)

=
g
√

2ω√
N

∑

k,κ

ĉ†k+κ
ĉk

(
iω

(
q̃−κ + q̃κ

)
+

(
p̃−κ − p̃κ

))

×( sin(k + κ) − sin(k)
)
. (28)

The corresponding Hellmann–Feynman forces are given by

∂ 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉
∂q̃k

= −g

√
8ω3

N
=

{
C̄k

}
,

∂ 〈a|Ĥel–ph|a〉
∂p̃k

= −g

√
8ω
N
<

{
C̄k

}
, (29)

with C̄a
k as the modulated autocorrelation function given by

C̄a
k ≡

∑

k′
〈a|ĉ†k′+kĉk′ |a〉 ( sin(k′ + k) − sin(k′)

)
. (30)

Without loss of generality we restrict ourselves to a tight-
binding model for the electronic Hamiltonian, which takes the
real- and reciprocal-space forms

Ĥel = −J
∑

n

(
ĉ†n+1ĉn + ĉ†nĉn+1

)

= −2J
∑

k

ĉ†k ĉk cos(k), (31)

and whose dispersion is depicted in Fig. 1. We furthermore re-
strict ourselves to the case of a single electronic carrier, which
is initialized in the k = 0 reciprocal-space basis state,

|Ψ〉 = |k = 0〉 =
1√
N

∑

n

|n〉 , (32)

whereas the classical coordinates are sampled independently
from a Boltzmann distribution, as detailed in Ref. 12.

III. RESULTS

A. Holstein and Peierls dynamics under basis truncations

In this Section we present dynamics generated by
reciprocal-space FSSH for the Holstein and Peierls models.
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4
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∆
[P

(t
)]

FIG. 2. Transient electronic populations Pk(t) calculated within
FSSH for an N = 30 site periodic Holstein model with J = 1.0,
ω = 0.2, g2 = 5.0, and T = 1.0. Shown in (a) is a heat map of
the populations within the first Brillouin zone, obtained through the
reciprocal-space formulation of the method. Shown in (b) is P0(t)
obtained through the reciprocal-space (solid curves) and real-space
(markers) formulations. For the former, additional results are shown
obtained upon truncating the Brillouin zone to |k| < k0 (dotted, dash-
dotted, and dashed curves). Shown in (c) are the cumulative absolute
errors relative to the untruncated results. Note the log scale on the
horizontal axis.

Throughout, a periodic lattice consisting of N = 30 sites is
considered with J = 1.0, ω = 0.2, g2 = 5.0, and T = 1.0. We
take the values to be unitless but note that, when taking the
thermal energy at room temperature (293 K) as a reference,
a unit of energy amounts to 25 meV and a unit of time to
164 fs. We also note that, for the Peierls model, these values
are very similar to those commonly used to characterize or-
ganic molecular crystals.25 For each stochastic trajectory the
reciprocal-space electronic density matrix is obtained through

ρ̃kl =
∑

α,β

Ũα
k ραβŨ

β
l
∗
, (33)

with ραβ being the density matrix in the (instantaneous) eigen-
basis given by Eq. 10, and with Ũα

k being the expansion co-
efficients given by Eq. 13. Once transformed, the reciprocal-
space electronic density matrix was averaged over 9000 tra-
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jectories. Convergence with respect to the time integration
step was assured in all cases.

Shown in Fig. 2 are results obtained for the Holstein
model with Fig. 2 (a) showing time-dependent reciprocal-
space electronic populations, Pk(t) ≡ ρ̃kk(t), obtained through
reciprocal-space FSSH. The electronic carrier is seen to
rapidly scatter out of the k = 0 initial state due to interactions
with phonons, manifested as a broadening of the reciprocal-
space populations, while equilibration sets in at t ∼ 5. In
Fig. 2 (b) we present transient electronic populations at zero
momentum, P0(t), obtained through FSSH implemented in
reciprocal space as well as its conventional implementation
in real space. Importantly, and similarly to what was previ-
ously observed for MF dynamics,12 both real- and reciprocal-
space implementations yield identical results, confirming their
equivalence.

Also shown in Fig. 2 (b) are results for which the Brillouin
zone was limited to within a truncation radius, |k| < k0. De-
viations in P0(t) are seen to arise with decreasing value of the
radius k0, but remain modest even for truncations as severe
as k0 = π/2 (halving the Brillouin zone). This is further il-
lustrated in Fig. 2 (c) which for each truncation radius shows
the cumulative absolute error, ∆[P(t)] ≡ ∑

k |∆Pk(t)|, where
∆Pk(t) is the error relative to the untruncated result. (Note that
the cumulative absolute error is bounded as ∆[P(t)] ∈ [0, 2].)
The effectiveness of the applied truncation scheme at early
times can be understood based on the initial electronic state
being concentrated at k = 0, whereas its effectiveness in the
asymptotic limit is a consequence of the thermalized elec-
tronic state being biased to the low-energy region surrounding
the same point in the Brillouin zone.

Fig. 3 presents results equivalent to those shown in Fig. 2,
but for the Peierls model. Importantly, we again find the
untruncated reciprocal-space FSSH to generate results iden-
tical to the real-space equivalent, consistent with their for-
mal equivalence. Similarly to the Holstein results, interac-
tions with Peierls-coupled phonons yield a rapid broadening
of electronic wavepacket. However, equilibration does not
set in until t ∼ 50. Moreover, as seen in Fig. 3 (a), at long
times the wavepacket is seen to assume a bimodal profile.
This behavior is consistent with previous reports26,27 based on
the Munn–Silbey canonical transformation,28 that showed the
emergence of new band minima at k = ±π/2 which is caused
entirely by sizable Peierls coupling. Since the wavepacket is
no longer centered at k = 0, a truncation of the Brillouin zone
is markedly less effective than for the Holstein model, yield-
ing comparatively larger errors, as shown in Fig. 3 (b) and (c).

B. Surface hopping versus mean-field dynamics

The parameter values applied in the calculations presented
in Sec. III A are identical to those applied previously in
our MF implementation of reciprocal-space mixed quantum–
classical dynamics,12 the results of which are reproduced in
the Supplementary Material. Although both implementations
can be seen to yield somewhat similar results, there are no-
table differences. Perhaps most importantly, the MF calcula-
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 2 but for an N = 30 site periodic Peierls model
with J = 1.0, ω = 0.2, g2 = 5.0, and T = 1.0.

tions are characterized by a sustained growth of the cumula-
tive absolute error ∆[P(t)], which is the result of a continual
broadening of the electronic wavepacket in reciprocal space.
Furthermore, they fail to reproduce the bimodal profile ob-
served for the Peierls model in Fig. 3 (a). As it turns out, these
differences are all related to the inability of MF dynamics to
account for detailed balance.

In order to assess detailed balance, we determine the effec-
tive temperature reached for the quantum subsystem by first
constructing a Boltzmann distribution based on the instanta-
neous quantum eigenstates at the single trajectory level, with
the Boltzmann factors given by

sα(Teff) =
1

Z(Teff)
e−εα/Teff . (34)

Here, the effective temperature Teff enters as a free parameter,
Z(Teff) is the partition function, and the Boltzmann constant is
taken to be unity. The Boltzmann factors are then transformed
to the reciprocal-space basis upon which an ensemble average
yields a Teff-dependent distribution 〈sk〉(Teff). The effective
temperature is then obtained by fitting this distribution to the
actual populations at a certain instant t, P(t).

Shown in Fig. 4 are fitted values of Teff against the tempera-
ture used to sample the classical coordinates, T , where the lat-
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e
ff

Teff = T

Holstein (FSSH)

Peierls (FSSH)

Holstein (MF)

Peierls (MF)

FIG. 4. Thermalization behaviors of FSSH and MF dynamics for the
Holstein and Peierls models for the same parameters as in Figs. 2
and 3. Shown is the effective temperature of the quantum subsystem
Teff as a function of the classical temperature T . Detailed balance is
satisfied when Teff = T (dotted line). For MF, only a lower bound to
Teff could be obtained, and its range of possible values is indicated
by the shaded area. In all cases, Teff was determined at time t = 100.

ter was varied from 0.1 to 10, and where the former was evalu-
ated at the maximum time reached in our simulations, t = 100
(a transient evaluation of Teff is presented in the Supplemen-
tary Material). All other parameters were taken to be iden-
tical to those used in Sec. III A, and FSSH and MF calcula-
tions were performed within their respective reciprocal-space
implementation without invoking a basis truncation. Results
are shown for both the Holstein and Peierls models. In both
cases, Teff is seen to converge to T with reasonable accuracy
for FSSH, confirming earlier reports of this method satisfying
detailed balance.18,29 Modest deviations are seen particularly
at high temperatures where FSSH yields slight underestimates
for Teff.

Different from FSSH, detailed balance is seen to be dra-
matically violated within MF dynamics. This method is
known to overestimate the effective temperature of a quan-
tum subsystem,29,30 and indeed, Teff is observed to grow be-
yond T . Interestingly, however, we find this growth to con-
tinue throughout the entire time interval covered by our simu-
lations, without signs of convergence, and we were therefore
only able to provide a lower bound for Teff in Fig. 4. This con-
tinued heating of the quantum subsystem is responsible for the
excessive spreading of the electronic wavepacket, as it experi-
ences a decreased bias towards the low-energy regions of the
Brillouin zone. This in turn explains the transient increase in
the cumulative absolute error observed for MF dynamics un-
der Brillouin zone truncations. The violation of detailed bal-
ance is significantly more severe than typically found in MF

calculations of small quantum subsystems coupled to a quasi-
thermodynamic number of classical oscillators,30 but can be
understood based on the previous demonstration that this vi-
olation intensifies with increasing number of closely-spaced
quantum states.29

Whereas detailed balance provides a convenient benchmark
for the asymptotic behavior of a method, it does not address
the short-time accuracy. In order to assess the latter, we pro-
ceed to compare FSSH and MF dynamics with numerically-
exact results. Finding reasonably-affordable methods deliv-
ering such results for lattice-based models is somewhat chal-
lenging. Here, we take advantage of recent efforts of reformu-
lating the hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM) method31

for the discrete-mode Holstein and Peierls models.32–34 We
specifically employ the implementation34 of such discrete-
mode HEOM in the Parallel Hierarchy Integrator.35 Even
though HEOM is known to be relatively computationally in-
expensive, its unfavorable scaling required us to considerably
reduce the number of lattice sites, N. Furthermore, within its
conventional formulation, discrete-mode HEOM is inherently
unstable34 (which has been addressed in various ways34,36),
limiting the time scales reachable by this method. We there-
fore varied N between 4 and 10 in order to study how the re-
sults trend towards larger system sizes, while restricting our-
selves to the short-time dynamics before the onset of stabili-
ties. In order to accelerate convergence of the HEOM calcu-
lations, we also adjusted the parameters to J = 0.3, ω = 0.3,
g2 = 0.25, and T = 0.5. For each N, the hierarchy depth L
was increased until convergence was reached, yielding L = 12
(N = 4), 11 (N = 6, 8), and 10 (N = 10) for the Holstein
model and L = 12 (N = 4, 6) and 10 (N = 8, 10) for the Peierls
model. The mixed quantum–classical calculations were again
performed in their untruncated reciprocal-space implementa-
tions. It should be noted that this comparison is not intended
as a comprehensive benchmark of FSSH and MF dynamics for
discrete-mode Holstein and Peierls models, which we reserve
for a follow-up study, but rather serves to indicate whether ei-
ther method is capable of yielding reasonable dynamics for
the parameters at hand.

Fig. 5 presents a comparison between numerically-exact re-
sults from HEOM and the outcome from FSSH and MF dy-
namics for the Holstein and Peierls models. Shown in Fig. 5
(a) are transient electronic populations at k = 0 for N = 10.
The results generated by FSSH and MF dynamics are seen to
be in fair agreement with the numerically-exact results, even
though MF tend to already underestimate the population due
to improper thermalization. Fig. 5 (b) presents the cumulative
absolute error at k = 0 as a function of N, shown at differ-
ent times. For MF dynamics, this error exhibits the expected
increase with time, but also with number of lattice sites, N.
Similar behavior is observed for FSSH, but overall its cumu-
lative absolute error is considerably smaller than that of MF
dynamics. Interestingly, for the Peierls model, the error is
seen to decrease in going from t = 5.0 to t = 7.5 as FSSH
begins to equilibrate to the appropriate thermal distribution,
reflective of its correct asymptotic behavior.
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FIG. 5. (a) Transient electronic populations P0(t) resulting from MF,
FSSH, and HEOM dynamics for N = 10 site Holstein and Peierls
models with J = 0.3, ω = 0.3, g2 = 0.25, and T = 0.5. Shown in (a)
is P0(t), whereas (b) and (c) present the total absolute error for the
Holstein and Peierls models, respectively, shown as a function of N
and t (labels added to the curves).

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have presented a formulation of FSSH
where the quantum and classical equations of motion are
solved entirely within a reciprocal-space representation. Us-
ing a tight-binding model involving Holstein-type and Peierls-
type electron–phonon couplings, this approach is shown to be
formally equivalent to the conventional real-space formulation
of FSSH. Where the real-space and reciprocal-space represen-
tations differ is in their potential for basis truncations. Molec-
ular systems typically are best truncated in real space, due to
the local nature of electronic excitations, whereas reciprocal-
space truncations are preferable for band-like materials,37,38

where electronic excitations scatter between Bloch-like states
as a result of interactions with phonons. As such, the two rep-
resentations span the two opposites in optimally describing
hopping versus band-like transport.

Compared to MF (or Ehrenfest) dynamics, for which a
reciprocal-space formulation was proposed in a previous
study by the authors,12 the ability to perform basis truncations
in reciprocal space is affected by the improved thermalization
properties of FSSH. For a single electronic carrier under Hol-
stein coupling, the resulting wavepacket is thermally biased
to the band minimum located at zero momentum, allowing for

effective truncations of the Brillouin zone around k = 0. Siz-
able Peierls coupling, however, gives rise to band minima at
k = ±π/2,26,27 as a result of which the electronic wavepacket
splits in two branches. Although this complicates a Brillouin
zone truncation around k = 0, it is conceivable that more elab-
orate truncation schemes may still be effective, which would
be an interesting topic of future inquiry.

Whereas our FSSH results are seen to obey detailed balance
to within reasonable accuracy for both Holstein and Peierls
models, we find MF dynamics to dramatically overestimate
the effective temperature within the quantum subsystem for
both models, which is caused by the large number of closely-
spaced adiabatic states arising in band-like problems. When
compared to numerically-exact results, both FSSH and MF
dynamics are seen to reach reasonable accuracy at early times,
before thermalization sets in. For FSSH we thus find the per-
formance to be promising both in the short-time and asymp-
totic limits. It should, however, be noted that the application
of FSSH to discrete-mode Holstein and Peierls lattices has re-
mained underexplored compared to its utility in small elec-
tronic systems coupled to a quasi-thermodynamic number of
classical oscillators, with a few recent exceptions noted,39–47

and there is much left to be done in order to understand its
potentials and pitfalls.

The reciprocal-space electronic populations obtained
within our FSSH formulation are derived from an adiabatic
density matrix that inconsistently treats populations (based on
active surfaces) and coherences (based on wavefunction coef-
ficient) – see Eq. 10. Although such treatment has previously
been shown to work well in many cases,21–23,48 it would be
of interest to consider reciprocal-space formulations based on
recently-proposed generalizations of FSSH that consistently
express the entire adiabatic density matrix in terms of ac-
tive surfaces.48,49 Not only could this improve the accuracy
in certain regions of parameter space,48 but it also allows for
a straightforward extension to simulate the nonlinear spec-
troscopy of crystalline materials.38 It would also be of interest
to combine reciprocal-space FSSH with a ring-polymer ap-
proach to account for quantum effects of the involved phonon
modes.50–52

Lastly, it is worth mentioning that the equations of motion
found in reciprocal-space FSSH share the same structure as
their real-space equivalents. It would therefore be straight-
forward to include the formalism presented here in existing
(real-space) implementations of surface hopping. The ease of
implementation, combined with the opportunities for effective
basis truncations and a direct compatibility with band struc-
ture calculations, renders reciprocal-space surface hopping an
attractive method for the simulation of nonequilibrium phe-
nomena in crystalline materials.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See Supplementary Material for mean-field dynamics re-
sults and transient fittings of the effective temperature of the
quantum subsystem.
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FIG. S1. Same as Fig. 2 of the main text, but for MF dynamics. Data reproduced from Ref. 1.
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FIG. S2. Same as Fig. 3 of the main text, but for MF dynamics. Data reproduced from Ref. 1.
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FIG. S3. Time-dependent effective temperature of the quantum subsystem, Teff, obtained through the fitting

procedure described in the main text. Shown are results for the N = 30 site periodic Holstein model with

J = 1.0, ω = 0.2, and g2 = 5.0, and with varying temperature of the classical coordinates, T (shown as

horizontal dashes). Results obtained through MF and FSSH dynamics are shown in (a) and (b), respectively.
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FIG. S4. same as Fig. S3 but for the N = 30 site periodic Peierls model.
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