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Linear combinations of complex gaussian functions, where the nonlinear parameters are allowed
to vary, are shown to be an extremely flexible representation for the solution of the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation in one spatial dimension. Propagation of such wavefunctions using the Dirac–
Frenkel variational principle is notoriously hard, and we present instead a scheme based on the
method of vertical lines, or Rothe’s method. We apply the method to a simple test system mim-
icking an atom subject to an extreme laser pulse, producing complicated ionization dynamics. The
scheme is shown to perform very well on this model. Since the propagation method can be formu-
lated entirely in terms of gaussian integrals and expectation values, we eliminate the need for large
grids using only a handful of gaussian functions but with the same accuracy. This paves the way
for accurate and affordable solutions of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for multi-atom
molecules beyond the Born–Oppenheimer approximation.

INTRODUCTION

When atoms and molecules are subject to ultrashort
and intense laser pulses, their wavefunctions become
highly complicated and dynamical objects [1]. In par-
ticular, the Born–Oppenheimer approximation may no
longer be appropriate, and ionization and Coulomb ex-
plosion mandates both high spatial resolutions and large
computational domains when solving the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation (TDSE) numerically. For even the
most modestly sized atoms, it is simply impossible to
achieve experiment-level accuracy with a grid or an oth-
erwise fixed basis due to the curse of dimensionality.
Therefore, it is essential to have a compact and flexi-
ble wavefunction representation that can be propagated
efficiently.

In this Letter, we demonstrate that linear combina-
tions of gaussians (LCGs) form an extremely flexible ap-
proximation set. Notably, the gaussians are complex, and
the nonlinear parameters of each gaussian are variables.
We consider a 1D model problem mimicking an atom
subject to an extreme laser pulse, and using a novel time-
propagation scheme based on nonlinear least-squares op-
timization, we show that a compact LCG can reproduce
the essentially exact solution of the TDSE for our model
problem. In particular, the ionization tails of the wave-
function are very well captured at every stage of the dy-
namics, using only a handful of gaussians. For each time
step, on average, the most time consuming part is one

single linear solve of the same dimension as the num-
ber of wavefunction parameters. Considering that our
method has a local error of third order in the time step,
our method is therefore quite efficient.

Perhaps ironically, the flexibility of the LCG wavefunc-
tions make them very hard to propagate using the stan-
dard Dirac–Frenkel variational principle [2], leading to
ill-conditioned variational equations [3, 4]. The propa-
gation scheme described in this Letter is based on the
method of vertical lines, or Rothe’s method [5, 6]. It is
a variational approach which in a natural manner allows
for adaptivity in the sense that gaussian functions may
be added whenever the error becomes too large. More-
over, the method can be entirely formulated in terms of
matrix elements of certain operators in the gaussian basis
and their derivatives with respect to parameters, and our
method thus completely eliminates the need for a grid,
while allowing the wavefunction to freely roam space with
in principle infinite level of detail.

The compression levels achieved with LCG wavefunc-
tions for the 1D case can be even more pronounced for
multi-particle systems. Indeed, multidimensional explic-
itly correlated gaussians are routinely optimized to yield
highly accurate eigenstates of small molecules without
the Born–Oppenheimer approximation [7]. Analytical
formulas for matrix elements of gaussians can also be
obtained [8]. Thus, the methodology presented in this
Letter paves the way for grid-free yet highly accurate
solutions of the TDSE for realistic systems, and even a
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modest desktop computer could be able to produce grid-
free and full-dimensional accurate simulations of, say, the
hydrogen and helium atoms.

1D GAUSSIANS AND MODEL SYSTEM

A single complex gaussian in 1D is determined by four
real parameters (q, p, a, b) as

g(x; q, p, a, b) = exp

[
−1

2
(a2 + ib)(x− q)2 + ip(x− q)

]
,

(1)
and by forming linear combinations of N independent
such functions, we obtain the LCG(N) ansatz. Impor-
tantly, both the linear expansion coefficients and the non-
linear parameters of each function are free variables. In
Eq. (1), the exponent is a general second-order polyno-
mial with complex coefficients (such that g is square-
integrable), a functional form invariant under Fourier
transformation. As is well-known, the family of gaussian
functions are complete in more than one sense [9, 10].
Therefore, choosing even a modest N and allowing all
the parameters to be free should form an inordinately
flexible wavefunction ansatz. In d spatial dimensions,
the number of free parameters increase: q and p become
d-vectors, while a and b become symmetric matrices (a
can be chosen upper triangular), producing enormously
flexible individual gaussians.

We will apply the LCG(N) ansatz to the dynamics of
the TDSE iψ̇(t)− Ĥ(t)ψ(t) = 0 for an elementary model
Hamiltonian of the form

Ĥ(t) = −1

2

∂2

∂x2
+ V (x) + xE(t), (2)

where V (x) = −(1/2)/
√
x2 + 1/4 mimics the nuclear po-

tential of a hydrogen atom, with a ground-state energy
conveniently located at E0 = −1/2, and where E(t) is
a time-varying electric field nonzero only in the region
t0 < t < t1, where we have

E(t) = E0 sin2

(
π
t− t0
t1 − t0

)
cos(ω(t− t̄)), t̄ =

t0 + t1
2

.

(3)
In our model, we set ω = 0.25, t0 = 20, and t1 = 80.
The maximum amplitude is E0 = 0.225 atomic units, and
occurs at t = 50. Our laser pulse parameters are chosen
not for their significance in relation to any experiment,
but rather such that it generates complicated ionization
dynamics. We consider the dynamics for times 0 ≤ t ≤
100, including periods of free evolution before and after
the laser pulse.

In Fig. 1, the ground-state wavefunction ψgs of
the field-free Hamiltonian is shown, together with the
local error of a nonlinear least-squares fit ψgs,4 to
an LCG(4) function. The gaussian parameters of
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FIG. 1. Ground-state wavefunction for model potential V (x)
(top), and local error in an LCG(4) least-squares fit. The er-
ror is so small that the approximate and exact ground states
are not distinguishable on the scale of the upper plot, there-
fore only one is plotted.

this function is qi = pi = bi = 0 and a =
[0.37745, 2.0681, 0.61766, 1.0688], with linear coefficients
c = [0.08719, 0.061077, 0.29305, 0.23122]. The error is
‖ψgs−ψgs,4‖2 = 4.3485 ·10−7, so that the energy is accu-
rate to around 7 digits for this compact approximation.
We will use ψgs,4 as initial condition in our propagation.

A highly accurate reference calculation is produced
by spatially discretizing the real line using a grid with
ngrid = 4096 equidistant points in the interval [−L,L) =
[−500, 500), approximating the kinetic energy part using
a standard Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) approach. This
approach introduces artificial periodic boundary condi-
tions, which have negligible effect due to the large do-
main. The time evolution can be approximated in a num-
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FIG. 2. History of system (top) and final wavefunction (bot-
tom), propagated on a fine grid using the Crank–Nicholson
method. The final wavefunction is complicated, with nonlin-
ear phase, amplitude oscillations, and localized features.

ber of ways, but we will choose the well-known Crank–
Nicholson scheme [11] with time step h = 10−3, since
our proposed LCG propagation scheme to be described
is an approximation of this scheme. In each time step,
the method produces an error of order O(h3). In Fig. 2,
the complete history of the wavefunction ψCN(x, t) of
the system is shown together with the final wavefunc-
tion ψCN(x, 100), which is a complicated wavefunction
with many features.

THE METHOD OF VERTICAL LINES

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation can be
phrased variationally as

ψ̇(t) = argmin
χ
‖iχ− Ĥ(t)ψ(t)‖, (4)

where χ ranges over all allowed infinitesimal variations
in ψ(t).

For some approximate ansatz depending smoothly on
some (real) parameter set, the variations ω are restricted,
leading to an implicit system of ODEs for the parameters.
This is the method of (horizontal) lines, or the Dirac–
Frenkel variational principle. The system of ODEs are
now integrated using some numerical integration scheme.
Now, gaussians are very flexible, which means that there
may be several distinct LCGs that approximate the same
wavefunction to a very high accuracy, i.e., the nonlinear
parameters are almost redundant. This leads to the sys-
tem of ODEs being very stiff, and time-propagation with
the Dirac–Frenkel variational principle is therefore very
challenging for the LCG ansatz [4].

The method of vertical lines, or Rothe’s method, pro-
ceeds differently, and removes emphasis on the evolution
of the nonlinear gaussian parameters. After all, it is the
total wavefunction which counts. Equation (4) is dis-
cretized first by some suitable scheme in time, here ex-
emplified by the implicit midpoint rule with time step
h,

ψn = argmin
ϕ
‖(I +

ih

2
Ĥ(tn))ϕ− (I − ih

2
Ĥ(tn−1))ψn−1‖.

(5)
Of course, many other propagation schemes could be used
instead. Here ψn ≈ ψ(tn) is an approximation to the
wavefunction at time tn = nh. The exact solution of
this minimization problem in Hilbert space is given by
the Crank–Nicholson scheme in Hilbert space, which has
local error O(h3). Due to the accurate spatial discretiza-
tion we have used, our reference calculation is virtually
identical to an evolution using this abstract scheme. Hav-
ing obtained a discrete counterpart of the time-dependent
variational principle, one then introduces an ansatz, here
the LCG(N) wavefunction ψn = ψ(αn, cn), and restricts
the optimization problem correspondingly. To control
the error in the scheme, a tolerance ε > 0 is chosen, and
an LCG wavefunction ψ(αn, cn) is sought such that

F0(αn, cn) =
1

2
‖Anψ(αn, cn)−A†n−1ψ(αn−1, cn−1)‖2 < εh,

(6)
with An = I+ ihĤ(tn)/2. The completeness of the gaus-
sians ensure that, by possibly adding gaussians, the tol-
erance εh can always be achieved. This defines our prop-
agation scheme for the LCG ansatz from time tn−1 to
tn.
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The reason for including the time step h in the tol-
erance criterion is the following: Since the Crank–
Nicholson scheme has local error O(h3), the local error
in the proposed scheme is O(h3) + O(εh). If the final
time is T = nTh, then the global error after nT steps is
O(Th2) +O(Tε).

PERFORMING NONLINEAR OPTIMIZATION

The problem (6) is separable, in the sense that if αn

is given, the optimal value for cn is obtained using a
linear least-squares problem [12]. This leads to a reduced
problem only in terms of αn which reads: Find αn such
that

F (αn) =
1

2
‖(I − PAn)A†n−1ψ(αn−1, cn−1)‖2 < εh, (7)

where PAn
is an orthogonal projector, not on the gaus-

sians, but on the gaussians premultiplied with An, i.e.,
onto the functions χi = Ang(qi, pi, ai, bi). Performing
the elimination of the variables cn is essential, as any
dependent variables in a nonlinear least-squares problem
will lead to ill-conditioning [12].

Our nonlinear optimization scheme is a variant of the
iterative Gauss–Newton method with step-size control
via a simple Armijo backtracking strategy to ensure suf-
ficient decrease of the objective function at each itera-
tion [13]. (The naming of the Gauss–Newton method
is unrelated to the use of gaussian functions [14].) The
Gauss–Newton method requires one solution of a linear
system in each iteration, and approaches quadratic con-
vergence when the objective function becomes smaller.
As an approximate Newton method for the equation
∇F (αn) = 0, it is reliant on a sufficiently good ini-
tial guess. We reuse the optimized nonlinear parameters
αn−1 for tn−1 as initial guess, which works quite well.
If the time step is lowered, this guess becomes even bet-
ter. However, the nonlinear optimization routine may get
trapped in a local minimum with F (αn) ≥ εh. In such
cases, we add a gaussian. Our chosen strategy for basis
enlargement is simplistic, but works well enough for the
present experiment: The parameters (q, p, a, b) of a gaus-
sian are completely determined by its expectation values
of position, momentum, position variance, and momen-
tum variance. The residual expression (inside the norm
bars of F (αn)) is considered a wavefunction r(x), and
we match the expectation values of the gaussian to those
of r(x). The gaussian is added to the LCG and subse-
quently optimized, followed by a complete optimization
of all gaussians.

NUMERICAL RESULTS

For our simulation, we reuse h = 10−3 as time step,
and choose ε = 10−7, so that the global error of our
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FIG. 3. Objective function and number of gaussians as func-
tion of time for the time propagation using Rothe’s method.

scheme is comparable to that of the Crank–Nicholson
scheme of the reference calculation. For simplicity, our
implementation evaluates gaussian matrix elements us-
ing quadrature, sufficient for a 1D model calculation, and
virtually exact. Recall that our initial condition was the
LCG(4) approximation ψgs,4 to the ground-state wave-
function of the time-independent Hamiltonian. As the
calculation progresses, the Gauss–Newton method uses a
single iteration for the vast majority of time steps (us-
ing two iterations for a tiny fraction of the time steps,
and three and nine iterations for exactly one time step
each). Thus, on average only one linear solve is required
per time step. The time propagation produces near-
smooth paths for all gaussians except where functions are
added. At these points, the reoptimization of all gaus-
sians requires varying numbers of iterations, but they
always converge without problems. In Fig. 3, the objec-
tive function F (αn) is shown, together with the number
of gaussians needed as a function of time. The number
of functions increases throughout the simulation, with a
modest value of N = 18 at the final time t = 100, which
is the most complicated and spread-out wavefunction of
the simulation.

The local error of the LCG propagation relative to the
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FIG. 4. Local errors of the LCG propagation relative to the
Crank–Nicholson propagation. Boundary artifacts from the
periodic boundary conditions can be seen, but these have ex-
tremely small values.

Crank–Nicholson propagation is shown in Fig. 4. The
density plot corresponding to Fig. 2 is not shown, as the
local errors are too small to make the plots visibly dif-
ferent. The log-scale plot of the local error reveals that
errors are present, but with very small values in general.
In Fig. 5 the final wavefunctions are compared.

Our investigations show that the integration scheme
is quite robust, and can be applied to a variety of chal-
lenging models, such as variations of the model presented
here, and reflection of a wavepacket of a (smoothed) po-
tential barrier.

We have demonstrated that grid-free propagation
scheme for linear-combinations of gaussians is possible
using the method of vertical lines. We have introduced
an efficient time integration method that approximates
the Crank–Nicholson scheme. Our initial investigations
show that this approach is quite robust, producing very
accurate wavefunction histories with only a handful of
gaussians, even for extremely violent laser pulses. The
scheme is also applicable to realistic models of multiparti-
cle atoms and molecules using explicitly correlated gaus-
sians, eliminating completely the need for a large grid
in order to resolve both ionization dynamics, Coulomb
explosion, and local details of the wavefunction.
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