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Rapid and repeated photon cycling has enabled precision metrology and the development of
quantum information systems using atoms and simple molecules. Extending optical cycling to
structurally complex molecules would provide new capabilities in these areas, as well as in ultracold
chemistry. Increased molecular complexity, however, makes realizing closed optical transitions more
difficult. Building on already established strong optical cycling of diatomic, linear triatomic, and
symmetric top molecules, recent work has pointed the way to cycling of larger molecules, including
phenoxides. The paradigm for these systems is an optical cycling center bonded to a molecular
ligand. Theory has suggested that cycling may be extended to even larger ligands, like naphthalene,
pyrene and coronene. Here, we study optical excitation and fluorescent vibrational branching of
, SrOand CaO- and find only weak decay to excited vibrational states, indicating
CaOa promising path to full quantum control and laser cooling of large arene-based molecules.

The repeated absorption and emission of photons by
atoms is the fundamental process that underlies many advances in atomic, molecular, and optical science (AMO).
This optical cycling enables the technique of laser cooling, as used for the deceleration of atoms emanating from
a hot oven [1], and magneto-optical trapping [2]. It
is further employed for quantum state preparation and
readout [3–5], which enable ultra-precise clocks [6–8],
atom-based quantum simulators and computers [9–11],
and studies of single-quantum-state-controlled ultracold
chemistry [12–14].
Extending optical cycling to a wide variety of molecules
is expected to bring a wealth of new science arising
from their rotational and vibrational states. However,
the complexity of molecules, as compared to atoms,
brings new challenges for optical cycling. In particular, a molecule that is optically driven by a narrow
band laser to an excited electronic state can decay to
excited rotational and vibrational states in the electronic
ground state. Thus, the molecule can end up in “dark”
states that are no longer excited by the laser. Despite the difficulties of these dark state processes (i.e.
“leakage” to excited rovibrational states), optical cycling and laser cooling of molecules has been accomplished by making use of symmetry driven selection rules
and multi-wavelength laser excitation to “repump” rotational and vibrational dark states [15]. The diatomic
molecules SrF [16], CaF [17, 18], and YO [19] were the
first molecules to be directly laser cooled using this ap-
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proach.
During the development of laser cooling of diatomic
molecules, experimental work toward laser cooling of
polyatomic molecules began with SrOH [20]. Soon after, it was proposed that low leakage to excited vibrational states (i.e. diagonal Franck-Condon factors)
could be obtained in a class of alkaline earth (I) “metaloxide-radical” polyatomic molecules, of which SrOH is
an example [21]. The general concept of the use of
non-bonding orbitals for quasi-closed transitions in polyatomic molecules was also proposed [22]. Since then,
laser cooling has been successfully demonstrated in the
linear triatomic molecules SrOH [23], CaOH [24, 25], and
YbOH [26], and the symmetric top molecule CaOCH3
[27]. Recently, CaOH was laser cooled to temperatures
< 1 mK and confined in a MOT by repumping only
nine vibrational loss channels (scattering ∼ 104 photons)
[25, 28].
Two features of these molecular systems allow for successful optical cycling. First, alkaline-earth(-like) metals (such as Ca, Sr, or Yb) act as an optical cycling
center (OCC) that is bonded to an electronegative ligand. Second, and relatedly, there are sufficiently few
vibrational loss channels that repumping is technologically feasible [29–31]. The ionic bond between the metal
atom and the ligand leads to a localized orbital of the
valence electron near the metal atom [32]. Hence, when
this electron is excited, it only weakly couples to bond
stretching.
Building from the above principles and approaches,
it was recently shown theoretically that an alkaline
earth(I)-oxide unit attached to an electron withdrawing
ligand often led to a lone, metal-centered optically ac-
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FIG. 1. DLIF spectra of molecules studied in this work. (a(i)-(iii)) are ball-and-stick representations of CaO2Nap, CaO1Nap
and SrO2Nap, respectively. White spheres denote hydrogen, gray denote carbon, red denote oxygen, green denote calcium and
purple denote strontium atoms. Also labelled are the only two distinguishable carbon bonding sites in naphthalene (1 and 2).
e←X
e transition for the molecular species (a(i)-(iii)) normalized to the peak
(b(i)-(iii)) are DLIF spectra after exciting the A
e ← X
e
height at 0 cm−1 . Black lines are experimental data that result from averaging ∼ 5000 repetitions. (c(i)-(iii)) are B
e or B),
e the
excitations. All attributed peaks have been labelled as S vif , where the first superscript defines the excited state (A
number v denotes the vth vibrational mode, the second superscript i defines the vibrational quantum number in the excited
e or B
e state), and the subscript f is the vibrational quantum number
state (always the vibrational ground state (v = 0) in the A
e state that the molecule decays to. Red lines represent fits to the DLIF spectra used to extract the VBRs
in the ground X
for each decay pathway. Peaks marked with † represent contaminant peaks that cannot be ascribed to theoretically estimated
harmonic modes or the overtones of the molecule of interest. The peaks marked with ∗ are due to collision-induced transitions
e and the A
e states. The peaks marked ∗ and † have been excluded from VBR estimation.
between the B

tive electron [33–35]. This electron’s orbital and environment is then qualitatively similar to those present in
previously laser-cooled molecules and, therefore, strong
optical cycling can be expected. Further, the theoretical
calculations suggested that increasing the electron withdrawing strength of the ligand by substitutions in the
ligand could improve optical cycling performance. Some
of these concepts were recently demonstrated for ligands
composed of phenyl and its derivatives [36], where it was
suggested that the alkaline earth oxide unit could be considered a quantum functional group that could be used
to gain control of larger molecules and provide a generic
qubit moiety for attaching to large molecules and perhaps
surfaces.

to close the highest occupied - lowest unoccupied molecular orbital (HOMO-LUMO) gap of the ligands relative
to the electronic transition of the OCC. As the orbitals
belonging to the arenes get closer in energy to the otherwise isolated electronic transition, they distort the potential energy surface and disrupt the vibrational overlap between electronic states. Therefore, as the number
of rings is increased, the optical transition is expected to
become progressively less diagonal. However, even in this
case it may be possible to use an electron withdrawing
substitution around the ring to increase Frank-Condon
diagonality. It was predicted that for ≥10 rings (ovalene), the HOMO-LUMO gap will be closed to the point
that the transition would cease to be diagonal [37].

It is a tantalizing question whether even larger arenes
would possess favorable properties for optical cycling.
This idea was theoretically explored in [37], which found
that larger rings in polycyclic aromatic molecules begin

Here, we take the first step towards understanding the
functionalization of large polycyclic arenes with an optical cycling center, which can act as a quantum functional group. We report on the production and spectro-
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FIG. 2. Energy level diagram and intensity ratios of all observed peaks for the three molecular species studied in this work and
e A
e and B)
e and vibrational energy levels (v0 to v35) for CaO2Nap.
their comparison with theory. (a) Electronic energy levels (X,
Solid arrows indicate OPO excitation wavelengths. Dashed lines represent decays to vibrationally excited states (spacings are
e and both excited A
e (in-plane) and B
e
not to scale). Adjacent to the energy levels are MO representations of the ground (X)
e→X
e decay and (c) B
e→X
e decay. Vibrational modes are
(out-of-plane) states. (b) Intensity ratio of all observed peaks for A
denoted as vM for the M th vibrational mode and N vM implies that N vibrational quanta are excited. Molecules are, from
left to right: CaO2Nap, CaO1Nap and SrO2Nap. Circles denote experimental intensity while bars are from theory. Error bars
are statistical standard errors from fits.

scopic study of CaO and SrO substituted naphthyl (Nap),
measuring the optical decay to vibrational states of the
ground electronic state. We present a solid-precursorbased production technique, which could be generalized
to produce a large variety of arenes in a CBGB. Using this molecule source and the dispersed laser-induced
fluorescence (DLIF) technique [38–41], we detect and
characterize the optical excitation and decay of naphthol based molecules. We measure vibrational branching
ratios (VBRs), which quantify the probability of decay
from an excited electronic state to each vibrational state
of the ground electronic manifold, and serve as a measure
of the ability to scatter a large number of photons. We
observe that the molecule CaOhas a VBR for the
vibrationless transition of 96(1)%. We also compare the
isomers CaOand CaO- and observe that for the
latter, the transition becomes less diagonal. Finally, we
also perform spectroscopy on SrOand find it also to
be favorable for optical cycling.
Details of the experimental setup are provided in the
supplement [42]. Briefly, molecules are produced in a
CBGB source via ablation of a solid precursor consisting
of CaH2 or SrH2 powder mixed with 1-naphthol or 2-

naphthol powder. The molecules are cooled by the buffer
gas and are optically excited with a pulsed laser (OPO).
The dispersed fluorescence spectrum is obtained by collecting molecular fluorescence light through a spectrometer onto a camera.
The four lowest energy states of the molecules studied
e 2 A0 , A
e 2 A0 , B
e 2 A00
in this work can be represented as X
2 0
e
and C A in the Cs molecular symmetry group [31]. We
explored the transitions between the ground vibrational
e and the ground
state of the ground electronic state (X)
vibrational state of the two lowest electronically excited
e and B,
e Fig. 2(a)). In case of the A
e→X
e
manifolds (A
decay, we observe that the decay is predominantly to the
ground-vibrational mode (denoted by A 000 ), with a small
amount to the first Ca-O stretching mode A 501 , for both
CaO2Nap (Fig. 1(b(i))) and SrO2Nap (Fig. 1(b(iii))),
and A 601 and A 701 for CaO1Nap (Fig. 1(b(ii))).
e→X
e decay, we observe similar behavIn the case of B
ior with the dominant decay to the ground vibrational
mode (B 000 ). We also note that in every case, the excited
e state can decay to the lower energy
molecules in the B
e
A state via collisional relaxation. This process has been
observed in similar experiments [36, 43, 44]. If a signif-
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FIG. 3. 000 VBR for the three molecules studied in this work
and excitation energy as a function of pKa . (a) primary VBR
e state (A 000 ) and (b) primary VBR for the B
e state
for the A
(B 000 ) for the three molecules, from left to right: CaO2Nap,
CaO1Nap and SrO2Nap. Experimental results (circles) is
shown together with theory (diamonds). Error bars are a
combination of statistical and systematic uncertainties. (c)
e → A
e excitation energies depicted as circles and X
e → B
e
X
excitation energies depicted as squares for CaO1Nap (pKa
= 9.34) and CaO2Nap (pKa = 9.51). Dashed line is excitation energy vs pKa trend for CaOPh-X derivatives taken from
e
[36]. Insets are MO representation of each electronic state. B
e
state energies lie close to this trend line while A state energies
e
deviate significantly, likely due to in-plane orbitals in the A
state.

e state decay via
icant fraction of the molecules in the B
collisional relaxation, we expect to see not only the A 000
decay but also the higher A v01 vibrational decay peaks.
Such collisional relaxation peaks are denoted with ∗ in
Fig. 1 (c(i)-(iii)). It is interesting to note that the ree→B
e is also
verse process of collisional excitation from A
observed in the experiment, albeit at a much lower level
e→A
e process. This is possibly due to energetic
than the B
collision partners.
We fit the DLIF spectra to a series of Pearson distributions [42] and plot the result of the fitting in Fig. 2(b) and
(c). In principle, a measurement of the VBRs requires
knowledge of all vibrational modes, including any that
may not be observed either due to insufficient measurement sensitivity, obstruction by spurious peaks, or because the corresponding decays lie outside of the detected
range of wavelengths. Instead, we plot the ratio of the
intensity of each observed peak to the sum of the intensities of all observed peaks. We plot this quantity for both
experiment and density functional theory calculations for
comparison (details can be found in the supplement [42]).
e→X
e (Fig. 2(b)) and B
e→X
e (Fig. 2(c)) decays
The A
show good agreement with theory for the dominant decay channels (000 for all three, 501 for MO2Nap, and 601 and
701 for CaO1Nap). Theory, however, fails to predict significant decay to the bending mode of the M-O-C bond

(201 ) for MO2Nap. We speculate that this discrepancy
is due to vibronic couplings among and anharmonicities
within the low-frequency modes [35, 36, 45, 46], which
are beyond the scope of the calculations presented in
this work. However, our calculations predict a significant
bending contribution for CaO1Nap for both the first (201 )
and second (202 ) harmonics (Fig. 2). The contribution
of the bending mode for CaO1Nap is by far the highest among all species examined here and the CaO- -X
molecules, examined in [36]. This is likely related to the
fact that the CaO group in CaO1Nap is bonded to the
carbon at position 1 of naphthalene (Fig. 1(a(ii))). This
bonding site leads to a higher proximity to nearby carbon
and hydrogen atoms and hence a greater mixing with the
naphthol orbitals upon bending motion [47].
In order to estimate the VBRs, we consider four systematic effects, as described in the supplement [42].
These include contributions of unobserved decays, popue fluctuations in
lation in vibrationally excited levels of X,
excitation light power, and calibration of the spectrometer response. These sources of systematic uncertainty
are added in quadrature with the statistical uncertainty
of the fits to give upper and lower uncertainty bounds
for each vibronic decay in Table S1. We show the detere→X
e decay in Fig. 3(a)
mined diagonal VBR for the A
e
e
and the B → X decay in Fig. 3(b), together with the
theoretical predictions.
Our data elucidate the correlation between certain
physical properties of calcium-based molecules with the
electron-withdrawing property of the ligand. Naphthol
can be compared with other proton donors based on their
acid dissociation constant or pKa . A smaller pKa implies
a more ionic O-H bond. We plot the excitation energies
e ← X
e and B
e ← X
e transitions for
obtained for the A
CaO1Nap and CaO2Nap as a function of pKa of the corresponding naphthols in Fig. 3(c) in comparison to the
excitation energy trend for CaO- and derivatives obe←X
e excitation energies closely
tained from [36]. The B
e←X
e transitions of the
follow the trend defined by the B
e
e excitation enphenol derivatives. However, the A ← X
ergies deviate significantly from the trend. We attribute
e state orbital is out-ofthis effect to the fact that the B
e state orbital
plane to the naphthalene rings while the A
is in-plane [48]. Due to the proximity with other carbon
and hydrogen atoms, the bending force constant of the
e state can significantly deviate from a pure CaO- -X
A
bond (see Fig. 3(c) insets).
Finally, in order to understand the potential for optical cycling and laser cooling, which is determined not
only by the VBR, but also by the strength of the optical
e and B
e states.
transition, we measure the lifetime of the A
This is done by varying the delay between the OPO excitation and camera acquisition in steps of 5 ns (see Table
I). The lifetimes for all measured states are roughly 20 to
30 ns, similar to other molecules belonging to the CaOX
family and compatible with maximum photon scattering
rates of ∼ 106 s−1 [24].

5
Molecule State Excitation wavelength (nm) Lifetime (ns)
e
A
616.16(5)
19.8(2.5)
CaOe
B
610.51(5)
24.4(1.8)
e
A
616.61(5)
27.4(2.5)
CaOe
B
608.56(5)
22.4(2.4)
e
A
668.02(5)
28.5(2.8)
SrO
e
B
654.43(5)
26.7(2.9)
TABLE I. Excitation wavelength relative to the ground vie state (in nm) and measured lifetime (in ns) for
brational (X)
e and B
e electronic excited states of the
the non-vibrating A
three molecules measured in this work. The uncertainty in
wavelength estimation is the same for all measurements and
is given by the spectral resolution (∼ 0.05 nm) of the optical
spectrum analyzer used to measure the OPO center wavelength, which in turn was used to convert the camera pixels
to wavelength. The lifetimes are obtained from exponential
fits to the DLIF signals as a function of delay. The error bars
are standard errors of fits.

dom by showing that the spatial proximity of the ligand
in CaO- causes a measurable decrease in 000 VBR and
stronger excitation of other vibrational modes. The use
of Sr (instead of Ca) might provide a technological advantage through the use of laser-diode-accessible transitions,
while still providing a high 000 VBR (≈93%). Rotational
closure for asymmetric top molecules is possible with 1-2
lasers per vibrational repump [31], enabling rapid photon cycling. Optically enabled quantum state control of
aromatic molecules could enable studies of chemical reactions via molecular collisions [49, 50]. This work provides
the stepping stone for the study of even larger aromatic
compounds [37] or even surfaces [51] with quantum control over all degrees of freedom, opening new avenues in
quantum chemistry. Finally, these measurements indicate that rapid photon cycling will be possible, which
will enable laser cooling to the ultracold regime and fast
and efficient quantum state manipulation of large arene
molecules.

In conclusion, we demonstrate that a class of molecules
based on a bicyclic aromatic compound, naphthalene, is
favorable for optical cycling when functionalized with a
calcium- or strontium- based optical cycling center. We
establish a method that allows for the chemical formation of naphthol derivatives in a CBGB and could possibly be extended to larger arenes. Using DLIF spectroscopy, we measure that ≈96% of photon scattering
events do not result in a change in the vibrational state
, which should allow for efficient
of the molecule CaOoptical cycling. We elucidate the role of geometry in decoupling the electronic and vibrational degrees of free-
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Supplemental Information

I.

EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental setup consists of a cryogenic buffergas beam (CBGB) source operating at ≈ 9 K [1]. The
solid precursor target (described below) is ablated with
the second harmonic of a Nd:YAG pulsed laser at 532 nm
(20 mJ per pulse, ∼ 5 ns pulse duration and 10 Hz repetition rate). The resulting ablation effluent is cooled
via collisions with helium buffer gas at densities of ≈
1015 cm−3 that is flowed into the cell through a capillary.
This gas-phase molecular mixture includes the molecule
of interest. Because the temperature of the buffer gas
is much smaller than the vibrational splittings (≈100 K)
and on the order of the rotational splittings (≈1 K), only
a handful of low rovibrational states are populated. In
order to optically excite the molecule of interest, we employ a pulsed optical parametric oscillator (OPO), which
can be continuously tuned from 500 to 700 nm. The excitation pulse is 10 ns long and has a spectral width of ∼
0.2 nm. The fluorescence photons are collected with a 35
mm focal length lens placed on the cell and guided with
mirrors into a 0.67 m focal length Czerny-Turner style
monochromator. The dispersed fluorescence is imaged
onto a gated, intensified charge-coupled device camera
(ICCD) cooled to −30 ◦ C. A roughly 80 nm wide spectral region of the DLIF can be recorded in a single camera
image.
The gas-phase chemical reaction method utilized in
earlier work to produce CaOPh-X [36] is difficult for
larger arenes because of the high melting point of
the reactants. For example, 2-hydroxynaphthalene (2naphthol) has a melting point of 120o C compared to
40o C for hydroxybenzene (phenol). Such high temperatures are a challenge to achieve in the CBGB apparatus. Instead we prepare ablation targets by combining
CaH2 or SrH2 powder (99.9% trace metal basis, SigmaAldrich) with 1-naphthol or 2-naphthol powder (99% purity, Sigma-Aldrich) in a 1:2 molar ratio. The mixture is
finely ground and compressed into pellets at a pressure
of ≈ 5,000 psi. We verify the chemical composition of
the pellets by performing 13 C NMR spectroscopy and
mass spectrometry. Our studies indicate that naphtholate salts of calcium are not formed at room temperature, but the mixed pellets do allow us to vaporize both
component species simultaneously through ablation. The
reaction between the two components occurs within the
hot ablation plume inside of the CBGB.

II.

DATA ACQUISITION

Data are obtained in three complementary ways. First,
low-resolution (∼200 averages) scans are performed while
varying the OPO excitation wavelength to locate the

molecular transitions. These scans have the additional
advantage of revealing impurities in the spectra of interest due to the presence of other molecular species that
need to be omitted from calculations of VBRs. The second way is to fix the OPO wavelength to be resonant
with a molecular transition and collect fluorescence photons over thousands of ablation shots in order to measure
VBRs. Representative DLIF spectra obtained this way
provide ∼ 10−3 precision in VBR and are depicted in
Fig. 1 of the main text. Third, we vary the delay between the OPO excitation pulse and the intensification
stage of the ICCD camera. As this delay is increased, we
measure the exponential decay in population from the
excited state due to the natural radiative lifetime of the
state. An exponential fit to the decay in population gives
a reliable measure of the excited state lifetime.

III.

FITTING PROCEDURE

In order to extract the intensities of the different peaks
and obtain the vibrational branching ratio, we employ a
fitting protocol described in detail in [36]. Briefly, we fit
the entire spectrum to a series of Pearson distributions.
Each peak is fit to two Pearson distributions, one describing the center of the peak and the other describing
the tails. The shape parameters are simultaneously fit
for each peak in the spectrum and only their locations
and amplitudes are fit independently, thus ensuring that
the shape of each peak is the same and representative
of the instrument response function. We occasionally
observe peaks that cannot be attributed to any theoretically calculated vibrational modes, their overtones or
hybrid modes (marked with † in Fig. 1 of the main text).
We fit these peaks and those induced by electronic-statechanging collisions (marked with ∗) but exclude them
during VBR estimation. Note also that the largest rotational constant for this class of molecules is expected to
be < 1 cm−1 . Hence the excitation OPO light (spectral
width of ∼ 5 cm−1 ) could excite some rotationally excited states that remain populated after buffer gas cooling. However, the VBRs extracted from the data represent the purely vibrational branching ratios since the
spectrometer (resolution ∼ 5 cm−1 ) likewise cannot resolve the rotational spectrum of emitted photons.

IV.

SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTY
ESTIMATION

The four systematic effects for the vibrational branching ratios considered in this work are described below.
First, to find the probability that a molecule undergoes a
particular vibronic decay, it is necessary to estimate the
probability that a molecule undergoes a vibronic transition that was unobserved or unresolved. We attempt to
estimate this probability by using theoretically predicted
branching fractions to unobserved states, adjusted by an
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empirical factor that accounts for the tendency of theoretical predictions to underestimate off-diagonal decay
probabilities. Specifically, we compute the average factor, C, by which theoretical off-diagonal branching ratios
underestimate observed off-diagonal branching ratios:
Nod
1 X
Ti
,
C=
Nod i=1 Si

cay peak. Fourth, we estimate a ±1% uncertainty in the
calibration of the wavelength-dependent response of the
spectrometer [2].

V.

THEORETICAL CALCULATIONS

(S1)

where Nod is the number of off-diagonal peaks observed,
Ti is the theoretically predicted probability of decaying
to the ith observed excited vibrational state (conditional
on decaying to an observed peak) and Si is the fraction
of observed decays that populate the ith observed excited
vibrational state. Typically, we find C ≈ 0.5, indicating
that predictions underestimate off-diagonal decays by approximately a factor of 2. We then compute the theoret(theory)
ically predicted probability, punobs of decaying to any
unobserved peak, and estimate the actual probability of
(est)
(theory)
decaying to any unobserved peak as punobs = punobs /C.
With this method, we estimate that (depending on the
molecule and state) less than 0.5−2% of decays populate
unobserved vibrational states. We include the possibility
(est)
of decays to unobserved states with probability punobs as
a source of systematic uncertainty in our determination
of VBRs.
As a second source of systematic uncertainty, vibrae manifold could be neartionally excited states in the X
resonantly excited by the pulsed OPO to the corresponde or B
e manifolds.
ing vibrationally excited states in the A
These vibrationally excited states would display a slightly
different relative prominence of diagonal vs. off-diagonal
e (v = 0) and B
e (v = 0), and
decays, compared with A
can therefore contribute a systematic error in vibrational
branching ratio estimates. Because these vibrationally
excited states would exhibit blue-shifted DLIF peaks, we
can limit their contribution to the diagonal vibrational
branching ratio at ±0.5%. Third, fluctuations in the
pulsed OPO power could cause imperfect background
subtraction at the level of ±0.5% of the dominant de-

We perform theoretical calculations in order to identify the molecular vibrational modes and predict branching ratios. Theoretical geometry optimizations and frequencies are calculated using density functional theory (DFT)/time-dependent DFT at the PBE0-D3/def2TZVPPD level of theory on a superfine grid with Gaussian16 [3–6]. Molecular orbitals were generated with an
isosurface of 0.03 in Multiwfn [52]. Franck Condon factors (FCFs), which are the square of the overlap integral of the vibrational wavefunctions, are calculated using Duschinsky rotations with ezFCF [7]. The FCFs are
subsequently converted to VBRs using the harmonic frequency of the mode [8].
e state lies close in
For CaO2Nap and SrO2Nap, the B
e
energy to the A state, and as noted in an earlier paper, they could perhaps cross [37]. To further investigate this feature, we displace SrO2Nap and CaO2Nap
geometries along the 1D v1/v2 vibrational modes to create 1D potential energy surfaces. We find the SrO2Nap
potential energy surfaces along these modes are quite anharmonic and nearly degenerate. This could explain the
2nd harmonic decays that are observed for SrO2Nap but
not for CaO2Nap (Fig. 2c of the main text). Additionally, we find the orbital pictures show evidence of
e–B
e state crossing at large displacements, suggesting
A
multireference methods are needed for correct nonadiabatic couplings/state crossings. However, we note that
DFT theory predictions in the adiabatic picture do a
suitable qualitative job to describe these 2nd harmonic
decays when compared with experiment. We note that
more sophisticated techniques have been developed recently to accurately predict VBRs below 10−4 in polyatomic molecules such as CaOH and YbOH [9].
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[2] Details can be found in the supplementary information
section in [36].
[3] Perdew, J. P.; Ernzerhof, M.; Burke, K. The Journal of
chemical physics 1996, 105, 9982–9985.
[4] Grimme, S.; Antony, J.; Ehrlich, S.; Krieg, H. The Journal
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Modes
v0
1v2
1v5
1v11
1v13
1v17
1v23
1v35
Modes
v0
1v2
2v2
1v6
1v7
1v12
1v14
1v17
1v23
1v29
1v35
Modes
v0
2v1
2v2
1v5
2v5
1v9
1v11
1v17

CaO2Nap
e VBR (Theo. A)
e VBR (Exp. B)
e VBR (Theo. B)
e
Freq. (Exp. cm ) Freq. (Theo. cm ) VBR (Exp. A)
0.0107
0.0113
0.0(0.4)
0.0
0.93680.0155
0.9587
0.95860.0133
0.9748
56.3(3.5)
48.8
0.00570.0012
0.0000
0.00600.0017
0.0004
0.0012
0.0017
276.5(0.9)
275.9
0.03490.0009
0.0291
0.02430.0013
0.0167
0.0010
0.0013
525.7(2.9)
530.4
0.00590.0009
0.0010
0.00160.0013
0.0006
0.0009
0.0013
0.0013
558.3(2.3)
557.3
0.00790.0009
0.0035
0.0048
0.0027
0.0009
0.0013
0.0012
784.6(3.7)
787.4
0.00430.0008
0.0018
0.0016
0.0013
0.0008
0.0012
0.0008
0.0011
919.1(11.9)
938.0
0.00240.0008
0.0002
0.00160.0011
0.0003
1310.4(6.3)
1331.2
0.00220.0008
0.0015
0.00140.0012
0.0007
0.0008
0.0012
CaO1Nap
e VBR (Theo. A)
e VBR (Exp. B)
e VBR (Theo. B)
e
Freq. (Exp. cm−1 ) Freq. (Theo. cm−1 ) VBR (Exp. A)
0.0106
0.0103
0.0(0.2)
0.0
0.91980.0149
0.9312
0.88680.0140
0.9727
0.0013
47.6(1.8)
50.6
0.01170.0015
0.0231
0.0390
0.0054
0.0015
0.0014
0.0008
103.3(3.1)
101.2
0.00600.0008
0.0002
0.0030
0.0001
0.0008
0.0008
0.0007
0.0009
268.7(1.4)
282.2
0.02620.0008
0.0169
0.03670.0010
0.0085
324.1(0.7)
323.4
0.02590.0007
0.0167
0.02410.0007
0.0074
0.0007
0.0007
538.1(6.8)
558.8
0.00160.0006
0.0007
0.0003
0.0006
636.9(2.3)
639.5
0.0011
0.00480.0006
0.0017
0.0006
761.1(4.1)
769.7
0.00360.0006
0.0021
0.00280.0006
0.0008
0.0006
0.0006
915.3(7.4)
915.3
0.0001
0.00150.0006
0.0003
0.0006
1074.6(3.2)
1123.0
0.00330.0006
0.0004
0.0002
0.0006
0.0006
0.0006
1319.1(7.7)
1340.2
0.00190.0006
0.0017
0.00140.0006
0.0007
SrO2Nap
e VBR (Theo. A)
e VBR (Exp. B)
e VBR (Theo. B)
e
Freq. (Exp. cm−1 ) Freq. (Theo. cm−1 ) VBR (Exp. A)
0.0105
0.0106
0.0(0.4)
0.0
0.93150.0202
0.9303
0.93400.0140
0.9388
98.6(4.3)
77.6
0.0000
0.00260.0008
0.0083
0.0008
95.2(3.8)
87.4
0.00280.0008
0.0005
0.0003
0.0008
0.0009
207.6(0.5)
208.7
0.05470.0009
0.0563
0.0560
0.0419
0.0013
0.0011
410.1(5.0)
417.4
0.0016
0.00210.0007
0.0008
0.0007
465.9(4.9)
468.2
0.00290.0007
0.0005
0.00240.0007
0.0005
0.0007
0.0007
520.6(1.9)
523.3
0.00540.0007
0.0027
0.0025
0.0007
765.2(5.2)
775.7
0.00280.0006
0.0013
0.00290.0007
0.0012
0.0006
0.0007
−1

−1

TABLE S1. Observed and theoretical vibrational mode frequencies and VBRs for all molecules studied in this work. Frequency
error bars are standard error of the fits. Asymmetric error bars for the experimental VBRs account for the standard error of
fit as well as known systematic uncertainties for the experiment.

