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Abstract In this article, we use an ensemble pre-equilibrium approximation to vin-
dicate the use of Heisenberg Equation of Motion and some other approximation for
the rate of the change of quasi-equilibrium state in order to derive, based on the most
precise and accurate existing theory of reaction rates to date, a rate law for any given
elementary step of a chemical reaction that applies even to the condensed phase. The
necessity of such a theory arises because first of all, quantum mechanics must be taken
into account, and secondly, other molecules and especially the solvent may play an
important role in the transition state of any elementary reaction, and we have devised
a theory for doing so. Also, the correct theory for reaction rates critically depends on a
complete set of wavefunctions of the transition state representing initially the products
and finally the reactants, and we show a simple way for deriving it. We also show that
several prevailing formulas in the literature for the cumulative reaction rate within
the range of applicability of non-relativistic mechanics to the electrons and nuclei of
the reacting systems within the reactor are exactly equivalent to each other, even in the
condensed phase, and therefore the present theory is exact within the laws of quantum
non-relativistic mechanics.
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Introduction

The simplest prevailing theory for predicting rate constants based on the set of all
available quantum states of the reacting molecules is transition state theory. It assumes
rather simplistically that reactants form an intermediate “activated complex” that is
in chemical equilibrium with reactants and that if the reactants had sufficient energy
to begin with, then once they reach the saddle point of their common potential energy
surface, they can never return back to reactants, but go on to form products. This
assumption is completely untenable in quantum mechanics, for the reason that quan-
tum mechanical tunneling may be involved, and the Heisenberg uncertainty principle
places a fundamental limitation on how well both position and momentum can be
measured simultaneously.

The most accurate and precise prevailing theory to date uses scattering theory to
calculate reaction rates. This theory is exact, subject to some hidden assumptions that
shall be made clear later. We shall show that this exact reactive scattering theory can
be adapted in a way that holds irrespective of these hidden assumptions.

What is needed in order to correct transition state theory is a complete set of wave-
functions that initially represents reactants and finally products. Furthermore, we need
a method of evaluating this exact rate in a way that is valid even for the condensed
phase.

1 Derivation of ehrenfest theorm for the pre-equilibrium approximation

In chemical kinetics, when one is confronted with a reaction mechanism that consists
first of a fast reversible step, followed by a slow one, a convenient approximation is
that of a pre-equilibrium of the first step. See for example the reaction scheme 1.1:

ki
A+B=C+D
ki (1.1)

c+r8¢
We can find the rate of production of G as

dng
Yk 1.2
ar 2npnF (1.2)

However, since the second step is rate-determining, Eq. 1.3 gives us a pre-equilibrium
condition.

ncnp
nanp

=K (1.3)

Therefore we derive Eq. 1.4 for the intermediate D.

K
np = —lARE (1.4)

nc
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Then, the rate of production of G is given by Eq. 1.5.

dnG KlkznAanF kl’lAl’anF

= (1.5)
dt nc nc
Wo—1
However in quantum mechanics, we may have the following scenario: pg =

Wiso
Wisa Wo—1-a

ol = pr... = pg... where a non-unitary process may induce reversible tran-
Wai Wo—a—1

sitions from one mixed state to another at random. If there are M systems in the
ensemble, then the density matrix of a hypothetical system, identical in nature and
constitution to each of the systems in the ensemble {by transitivity all the systems are
identical to each other in this manner}, representative of the entire ensemble, is given
by 1.6;

1 R
p=M§mapa, (1.6)

In Eq. 1.6, m,, is the number of systems in state 0, . Then we can find the rate of change
of the thermodynamic state in 1.7.

X 1 LA 1 s
p= Zmp + Zmp (1.7)

The assumption that we will make is that each g, undergoes unitary evolution, but that

this unitary evolution is the rate determining step. And so therefore we shall assume

that riy ~ 0. In fact, the rate is: iy = > {Wp—amp — Wo— gmq }. We can now
B

make a so-called detailed-balance approximation: Wg_,omg = W,y_, gmg, where the
Wps_.«’s depend on the local quasi-equilibrium state of the system. The law of unitary
evolution is expressed by 1.8:

A I .
pot:._I:Han:I (1.8)
ih
Therefore
2 LA .
pr— A 5] (1.9)
ih

Then it follows that the rate of change of any property is given by 1.10:

@ ~ %<[A Al) (1.10)
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This is known as the Heisenberg Equation of Motion. The operator H is known as
the Hamiltonian of the system {it is just the energy of the system}. We shall also make
the ansatz (1.11) under the pre-equilibrium approximation that

(=%}
—_—
IED

ot

—nx® + > {Bxue — Fxc} ’ (<ﬁk+§”> _ <ﬁK7§K7>) (1.11)

What we are saying is that 2y, = a% + >, {EX;,( - &X;K}. (ﬁ,(+§,(+ — fz,(,é‘,(,),
where ﬁ}I-AI = I-Alﬁ%, and that (fix) (t) = (Aix) (t0) + ft:) <ﬁ/x>( ') dt’, where we use

;z;( =3 [nX, H] There is a simple solution: jt <nx) (1) = <nX> (t). This gives a

nonlinear first order differential equation.
2 Discussion of reaction mechanism and constraints incumbent on the system

A chemical reaction consists of a series of elementary reactions. Now each reaction
step can be written as 2.1:

D TepA (i E) > D BeyB (V) @.1)

=1 7=1

Here we take into account the reversibility of every individual reaction step. The
system is subject therefore to the following constraints in 2.2:

fix + @iy = N, VX € {40 v

iy + Byyfie— = Ny, YivY e [B7; v}

Ayt + Ay +fl$K = Ng = 1, Vi

Trp=1 22)

TpH” = E

TrpNx = Nx, Ve VX

Trp {ﬁK+ + Ay —i—ﬁg,(} = N$K =1

The quantity Ny is the operator for the number of molecules of type X. The formula
for the Hamiltonian is given by (2.3)

H°+Z( QUr) 4 Ui ))H +Z( 24 —1)1:1&’ 2.3)

nA) A n A A A AL A Yo-
where .Q( A) Z;il “Q(Ai/')x‘QIA;j)’ Vx; Q(A;j) Z ‘W(])> WU|, and H°is
the Hamiltonian when the reactants, products, and surroundings are all free and not
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participating in any reaction. In Appendix A2, we shall show you how we derived the
following result expressed by 2.3:

dny

m Qe T :B/(v
__Z{ﬁxK—axK [/;HHM_1 i — ke [T iy, v)] (2.3)

The functions k, , &k, _are the forward and backward rate constants of any given
elementary step in a reaction mechanism. Formula A2.5 gives their exact values:

1 =1z ~ —BE
ey = g, Try, ()7 [, Eo,. | e 7o
Z$K H QA(K w)
1 R . . 2.4)
k. = —Trg Tr,,, (k)" [gK+, E¢K+] e Plows.
Z$K Hu 1 QB(K V)
We can also write this in another way:
1 =1z 2 —BH.
kl(+ = n = TrSKTr‘/JK+ (lh) [SK‘F’ H(DK+] e Pt
Z$K H QA(K )
) . . i (2.5)
k. = ey Try, (1) [gH, H%] e Pho,.
Z3, Hv:l QB(K;W
Because of invariance of a trace to unitary transformations, we find that
Zo, =Zop,_
Tre,, (ih)~! [§K+, FI%] Zyl e e Phocy (2.6)
= Tro, (i)~ [ék,, H¢K7] Zy! e PHoc
The same formulas can also be written:
1 =1z 2 —BH.
ker = T Try, ()7 [, o, |0
Z$K H QA(K )
) A . A 2.7
ko —  Trg Tr,, (i) [5K+, H%] e Flog.

K BK:V
Zs, Hg:l QB(K;W
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We also find that
—t
Q‘pk P 2 —i-1 _pgs
Koy = WT@)H (7" b Flo,, | O e Pors
=1 A
At ;1) 2.8)
0 Z - ——
k. = %nm (i)~ [EK . H¢K+] 0l e Pas.
H QB(,( )
We therefore find that
—t
o .
ke, = <(m) [§K+, quw])
Hm‘( QA(K ) Prc+
. 29)
0 . R
e B o o]
H QB(K ) K+
-5 ——ﬂ§
where Q<pK+ = Try, e "%+, and
(@~ [aer Ba.]) = Tro (07! [Eer, Ao, [ 05 e o
K+
Trg Tr,,, (ih)"! [éH, FI¢K+] e PEo.
- —%
ZSQWIHr
Tro,, (i)~ [§K+, 1%”] e—BEo,.
250y,
Zo, e .
= 2 (i b o)) - @10

K+

Z$ Q‘/’K+

Now we can find that <(ih)’1 [§K+, PAI¢K+]>¢ = (27ch¢K+) Jo© Nt (E)e PE
K+

dE. The function Ny (E) = hTre,, (ih)~! [§K+, ﬁ%] 5 (E _ H%), is known
as Cumulative Reaction Probability. One can easily show that the cumulative reac-
tion probability for the backward reaction = cumulative reaction probability for the
forward reaction.

In classical transition state theory, the reaction is successful if and only if given
enough time the activated complex will permanently end up in products. We shall
use the identity
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x>0
x <0

x = {2@<x>—1}|x|,@<x>=[l’
' (2.11)
2 20 -1 Ok = [x 1].

x| |x|

Basically, we are using & (x) = % {i + 1} as the definition of the Heaviside func-

tion, using  lim ﬁ =—1, Ilim m = +1. Thus the only possible eigenvalues
x<0,x—0 x>0,x—0

of the Heaviside of any Hermitian observable are 0 and 1, and the absolute value
function of any Hermitian observable must be positive semi-definite. Now the “tran-
sition state” complex of any elementary reaction must have a set of coordinates and
for every coordinate there must exist a unique canonically conjugate momentum, and
furthermore no two different coordinates can have the same canonically conjugate
momentum. So in the low velocity approximation where non-relativistic mechanics
applies, we can use:

1 <~ —
E = %Mok +V (x). (2.12)

Relativistic corrections can also be added if necessary. We know that the operator

N N <>
for the velocity is: x = # [x, H ] M is a symmetric positive definite matrix.

A ~ <~ ~
We will now define: Hy = %X‘*Mofc. This is the interaction free Hamiltonian, or
kinetic energy, of a nonrelativistic noninteracting system. An interesting property is

zHr/h zH()r/h

that for lim e = 2@, we shall now use time dependent scattering

T—>+00

theory. We find that

~ 1 A A
QB NE @) = |E, ) + —————VRD |E ¢)
E — Hy+ie (2.13)

HylE, ¢) = E|E, ¢)

We find that HQ2® |E, @) = EQP |E, ¢) = QP E |E, ) = QF Hy |E, ¢).
We therefore find out that

A0S = 0 f,

OB = (0@ @19

We find that [p®) = 2 |g) = lim e~ iHT/h i HoT/h |4y We also find out that
T—>xT00
if AHy = HoA, then QAR = lim I HT/he=iHot/h fpiHo/hg—ift/h
’ T—+00

lim e He/M Ae=iHT/M = Tim A yeisenperg) (7). Wealso find out that £ A2 ()T

T—+00 T—+00

A~ A A

H=02DAR Q2P = QO A AQOT = A2 AQ)T. We know however that
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fcI-AIo = I-Alofc. Therefore

OO = GO OO

lim eil:lr/h.;.efiﬁr/hlfl _ Ifleilflt/h;efil:lt/h
T—>+400

(2.15)

so we find that liT )?(Hgisgnberg) (r) = v, is a constant of motion. As we shall
T—>+00

see, it is this constant of motion that determines the asymptotic future destiny of the
system.

We find that in classical Newtonian mechanics that we can use a Hamiltonian of
the form:

H=H(.. %0, T, ...) (2.16)

We can also write this as:

~ e .
H(oooxp... 0 Zp (j)+Zm(])c +V( ,r(”,...)

H =
= 12m
(2.17)
We can also write:
~ Cong? 0
= J J
H_H(...,xu,... ZZZ (J)—i—Zm c—i—V( xu,...)
n=1j=1
(2.18)
10 ) ’ -
Now let 7, = \}7? and x,\” = x{/\/m§’. Then
my
3 n® 1 n®
— 7y _ 72 () 2 ()
H=H (..., x4 ..., —ZZE 24D mg +v( Mf,...)
: : J 1
(2.19)
G 17") B (n <1> ) 0 e W
The amazing thing is that 1, \/T —(/ = vy m0 = =
3
Then by a further transformation, we can take H = H ( cs Xy e Iy ) = >

n® "y n® "

> %Hﬂ(])z + > m(J) 2 4 V( M(J),...) so that one of the new coordi-
j=1 j=1

nates is the reactlon coordmate Then we can write a Hamiltonian of this form:

H= 237 \ 217” + z —1 méj)c2 +V ( ey xA”H/, .. ) + Relativistic Corrections.
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R 3n® . n® .
It is sufficient to define an unperturbed Hamiltonian Hy = > %ﬁlﬁ + > m(()] )e2,
w=1 i=1
A 3"0 A A~ A A
where x”,y = §15u’,1 + > X, 13/’1, = % [x”u/, H]. Notice that 0¥ Hy =
V=2
Hovf. We can also define: V¢ = H — H. Substituting this potential into
2.13, 2.14, we find that lim e Ht/hjte—iHt/hf — Feitt/hit—iHt/h  How.
T—>+00
ever, f)i— — lim eiHr/he—iHor/hﬁie—iHor/he—iHr/h — lim eiHr/hﬁie—iHr/h
T—+00 T—+00 ’

is the reaction coordinate velocity (RCV) in the inﬁnite future. This infinite

. . . , .

future RCV is a constant of motion. Therefore rEToo » LHE s( Heisenberg) (t =+ r) =
. ~F T+7’ Aj;

TEIEOO S(Heisenberg) (™) + El}rloo . 111’1’1 f (Hetsenberg) (t)dt. However, 7 <1 <

T4+7'&T — +00,7" — +oo:>v(Hm,,be,g) (1) = A1/h e~ H1/h = Therefore
(r —i—t) lim §* ()+ lim lim % 7.

lim lim §F
T +00 (Heisenberg) T—+00 1/—> +00

T—>+00 7/— 400 (Heisenberg)

1 , , 1 o
Furthermore: r—I:I—II—IOO T,I_I)I_I:OO {S(Heisenberg) (T + T) SO} - Tllr_,’r_loo [S(Heisenberg) (™)

—so + lim lim 9% 7’. Now we shall form:
T—>+400 t/—+00

of / i
~F / AN 1 S(Heisenberg) (T + T) — 5
@( (Hemcnberg) (‘C + T) - SO) - 5 R ,
’S(Heixenberg) (' +1)— SO‘
" 3 s
_ l S(Heisenberg) () — So + oFe 1
2] et fooap
‘S(Heisenberg) () = So + ot/
(2.20)
However, it turns out that §3H cisenberg) (7) &séL can be temporarily considered to be
bounded: —5 A3H81senberg) () < +X& — K < sg < +)2( Therefore we can let

S(Het senberg) (T) SO - Xq(HeHenherg) (T) Then -1 = q(Het senberg) (7:) < +1.Then

AL Aif /
1 X4 Heisend (t)+ vt
@( g:Hezsenberg) (T/ + T) - Sg) = z A(i caenbers) Ay
Xq(Heisenberg) (r) + v+t
1 A +—
_ l Xt q(Hemenherg) (T) + v-t
=3 — -
Xt q(Heisenberg) (T) + ot ‘

[}2; + 1} = (") (2.21)

| =
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Ergo: lim lim e #{+7 W‘@( - sg) AT = fim lim @
T—>+400 t/—>+00 T—>+400 t/—>+00
oF By _ - . P
( S(Heisenberg) (t'+7) - 50) = @(0*7). We shall now define: P, = XEIEOO
lim lim AT (55— of) e AR = (55), which s in fact
/X1 >400 T>+00
the projection operator for all the eigenstates of the full Hamiltonian such that consti-
tute forward moving products in the infinite future.
A similar argument shows that: lim e i AT/ipteiHT/hf — fo—iH/hgteiHT/h,
T—>00
However, 9¥t= lim e "Ht/ifot/hytp=iHot/ni AT/ Jjm o=
’ T—>+00 T—>+00
is the reaction coordinate velocity (RCV) in the infinite past This infinite past RCV

. . . , _
is also a constant of the motion. Therefore TETOO » LIT s( Heisenberg) ( T ‘C) =

iﬁr/hﬁieil:lr/h’

. AT -7’ Aj:
TETOO S(Heisenberg) (=o+ Er}rloo o 1_13_1;_100 f (Hemenbcrg) (t)dr.Then—t > 1 >

-1 —7&t - 400,77 — 400 = D =

?Heixenberg) (=) = e iHI/hgE i1/

ot i R of r_ -
v*T. Now here comes the tricky part: rEIJIrlooleToos(H”S‘”b”g)( T r) =

N . . ~f— s . . T_
TEIEOO S(He”enberg) ( T) ‘[EI:I[}OO T/EIEOO v Then ‘EETOO I/ETOO {SO
oF / = i ¥ oF li li A
S(Heisenberg) (_T - T) = 1_11_}_100 S0 ~ S(Heisenberg) (=1) +t_11}_100 r’iToo verT,
Then
A A“"+
Tt ;o . 1 _Xq(Heixenberg) (—1) + 0+ 1
@ So — (Helsenbtrg)( T T) - E ~ .
_Xq(Heisenberg) (_T) +uttT
15 it
_ l —Xt'" q(Heisenberg) (-1 + of
2 “1p 5
Xt ICI(Heixenberg) o+ UTJF‘
1 i+
_ _ _ A+
_2[‘ﬁi+|+l]—@(v ) (2.22)
Ergo: we derive another projection ,5+ = lim lim lim e—iA{r+'}/n
g proj V7

X—>+o00 /X1 o0 T—>+00
(sg - §i) e HT+T} /M — @ (5*+) which is in fact the projection operator for all the
eigenstates of the full Hamiltonian such that constitute forward moving reactants in

the infinite past. In fact, all reactants in the infinite past must move forwards, and all
products in the infinite future must move forwards.

We can also define another unperturbed Hamiltonian: ﬁo/ Z i 2 w T Z
Jj=1

(] )2 , which we shall use later. Then define a new potential v <> =H - H \ and

substltute into 2.12 and 2.13 as before. Then we find that lllil e’HT/h H//u’ _’HT/”
T—>xTOO
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S _ &) .
H:He’Hf/hH” e ift/n , so that hrjltl e ’Hf/hl'[” e ’Hf/h 17” , constltutes
T—>LT00

aconserved quantity in its ownright. If that is done, then lim - e—iHT/ngr et/
T—>-koo il H

H ] = liril e iHT/h f)l’i,e"H /% "as we have seen before. However, we can prove that
T—>xTO

<&
lim e zHr/h iA r/hHOeszot/h iHt/h _ z H//(i)2+ nz:m(()j)cz.HOW—

T—>400

A A () N
ever, HI'[”(,) I'[” H This means that 1'1” = lim e”Ht/F’H” ‘Hf/h

T—+00
i)/ A
is a constant of motion. Then we see that H IT ” =1 ” ( H.

This means that

ﬂHr/hA// tHr/h 71Hr/)‘1'*// zHr/h
o] HTNH — He o)
in
_ Q(iﬁeﬂ'ﬁf/ﬁ ﬁ///eiﬁf/h[}(:t)
Q(:t)l —th/ﬁ "//etHr/hHQ(i) _ Q(i)'f'He—lHr/Fl "// lH'[/hQ(:t)
in
{2(i)%e—iﬁf/h)e‘/)//eil:]f/hQ(:t) 1:16 _ Ifléfz(i)}‘e—il:lf/h)zl/}//eil:lf/hSAZ(i)
ih
_ Q(ﬂ:)?e—iFlf/hﬁ///eilflf/ﬁQ(:t)e—iﬁf/hﬁ///eil:lf/h

Q(i)Te—zHr/h N ezHr/h_Q(i)H/ _ I_}(/)Q(;t) —zHr/h A//etHr/hQ(i) A iyt
= OE — 0
1
1 —iHt/han iHT/h AE) [ SE)T
== [e HHE/h g g HER Q&) gl )]

where we have used Q) Q@) = QHTQEH — Zf |E, o) (E,o|dE.Thenext

step is this: e 1A/ (i HE/h — + [e’iﬁf/h)?”/elﬂf/h .Q(i)HO.Q(i)T] Then
W i v ’ .

e—lHr/hi};j/',elHr/h — IIIE E|:e—lHr/)’tx'\l/',//elHr/h?e—lH'L'/helHU'[/)’:I{(Se—lHé'[/ﬁelH'L'/h]
T—>+00 [
3 <&
. 1 —iH%/han iHT/h —iHt/h iH!t/h o | 2,2 —iB't/h iHT/h
= hIE T e X,e ,e e’ Zfﬂ/we 0t/ Me
T—>+00 |
w=1
1 N N N 3n® 1 ) N
— lirin T}l eftHT/h)fe‘/)//eth/h’eszr/h Z 717,,”/6)[]_]7:/?,
T—+00 [
w=1
In fact, one can see that
1 "y
. . R 5 A2 g
lim — |e lHr/th/elHt/h,e iHt/h 2 5 /elH‘L'/h
t—>+o00 (i v 2 #
w=1
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— lim e—iﬁr/ﬁ 5 eiﬁr/ﬁ
-_ !
T—>+00 H

R TS . S _ e A s
= lim _e—lHT/h // Z H// elH'L’/h = lim e—lHT/FZH//M/elHT/h

t—>+00 ih T—>+00
_ liril e—iﬁr/heiHro/hn//u/e—iHro/heiI:Ir/h H,,(ﬂz)/
T—> 00

. _ift/har iH A, (E) . .
Ergo, we find that 1111 e tHT/h vZ,e’HT/h = I1",, is a constant of the motion.
T—>x00

T : oF ’ _ 4
Therefore: rEToo r’1—1>I—Ii-loo {S(Heisenberg) (t + 1:) 50}
=)

. A . . a3 /
= rl}r—lr-loo {sfHeisenberg) (r) — sg} + rl}r—rkloo r’l—lg-loo n 7’. By the same methods
we used before,

- EE)
. 1| X9 heisenbere (T) + 117 T
@(Sg:Heisenberg) (T/ + T) - s(i):) =5 Helenbers) —) +1
" /
‘Xq(Helsenberg) (T) + H
1~ ~4(
_ 1 Xt lqi(Heisenberg) (T) + 117 +1
2 e 5, F )
‘X‘L’/ q(Heixenberg) (T) + 117
1| At ey
~2 fy o 1 @(H” )
And
T(+)
1
o (s 3} (=) = L | ey 047
0 (Heisenberg) ) At ”( ) ,
_Xq(Heisenberg) (o +11 w T
144 e
o 1 X'~ (Helvenherg) (=) + H// +1
) f ()
‘ —Xt'= l (Helsenberg) (=) + HN
F(+)
= 1 L _|_1 — @ H//“H_)/
2 | [ ity
We have successfully shown that
ﬁy; — lim lim lim elH{‘(+t }/Fl@( sd) e*ilfl{‘r+r’}/h

X—>4o00 /X~ 15400 T—>+00
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o()=o()

Py=lim dim lim e g (sf - 5t) el

X—>+400 /X1 — 400 T—>100

_ @(ﬁH) _ @(ﬁ/,iw)/)

(2.23)
We can also prove that
Py=tim  lm lim A Mg (f - gt) il
X—>+400 ¢/ X1 400 T—>+00
#(-it) =0
(2.24)

P,= lim lim lim e—l’ﬁ{w’}/h@(sg - 51) ol i+

X—>+00 7/ X100 T—>+00
= (-0%) = (11" ")

All reactants in the infinite past go forwards and all products in the infinite future go
forwards. Likewise, all reactants in the infinite future have negative reaction coordinate
momentum, and so do all products in the infinite past.

3 Derivation of scattering theory reaction rates

According to Levine [1], the rate of change of a variable in the infinite future is given
by the following formula:

t_)+oo - (’#E | th/hAAefil?t/h |¢E,u)

d - —
= t_l)gloo T (WE | lHOl/h lHl/hA lHt/h lHot/h |w )
= ~_ (VEu| e~ iHot/h i1 /h [A, ﬁ] o—iH1/h i Bt/ Ve

_ <w<+> (48] [ws2)

=;/2§ Vi V

1//<+>>‘ (E'— E){A, — A, }dE' (3.1)

we do not intend to deri\ieAthis. lforAthe derivation, see [1]. In Formula 3.1, we

used the assumption that AHy = HpA {in fact A = > ffooo Ay |1p1;,ﬂ)<1/fE,,i | dE}
n

and the fact that Ho |k ) = E Y ,), and oot/ [VEu) = e EM | YE ). How-
ever, (Vg |V w(+)> = (Ve ) = (Ve 7 |¥.v), where now
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we define: 7H = VQ®). We intend to prove that ‘w(+)> satisfies the Lipp-
mann—Schwinger equation. By reading chapters 7 and 8 of [2], one can show
that ‘w(+)> actually satisfies the Lippmann—Schwinger equation, but the proof of
this is rather complicated and involves Green’s functions. According to the same

work [2], we can write the matrix elements of the S-matrix as <w ) |w(+)> =

S(E'—E)8y — 27i (Y| T |WEW)8 (E' — E) = Syen(E)S (E' — E), where
we define: Sy, (E) = 0y, — 2mi (lﬁE’U‘ T |‘/’E,M)~ Then one can show that the
reaction “rate” for a given initial state is:

L<q,<+> [A I;,H\I,<+>>
in\ E ’
OV s (B~ BV A, — AVdE (32
—Z (el Vv 8 (E' = E) {4, — A }dE (32)
where A, = 8y, . Then we find that

1 A A
i (Ve [ 4.7 \‘I'”W
7 (v

_2/271
2/271

_Z— ¢EU|T|\11E,L)‘2 (3.3)

(E/ — E) {8¢ve¢ — 8‘/’ME¢} dE’

(v, — 80,0, } AT

<wv|v|1/f‘+)>

Sy <, (E)=b,,w,
—2mi
because reactants and products are distinct from one another. Therefore 2h

A 2 S E

: o ¢V<_wﬂ( )
(sl 7 1wel| = 5 | 2O = 22 50,0, (B = } 0,0, )
But we know for a fact that we can take a canonical ensemble density matrix:

We can now write: (@ ;| T Ve ) = . However é¢, v, = 0
2

A -BH
p = “—and find the rate as

o0
1 - N A 1 A
Tep. —P(J) (4, A]P, = / z7 e ey —(wih | [A A e JaE

—00 18 !

(o8]

-1 — 1 2
= / Z le ﬁEZZ|S¢W%(E)| dE

—0 o
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o
= Qrhz)"! / e PEN(E)AE (3.4)
—0oQ
Actually, this is not quite right. We interpret the density matrix as: p = lim

T—>+00

e (1) 716 P () B B, e 7 = T ()

efﬁﬁ(’@(ﬁi). By the way, liT e’iﬁ’/r’eiﬁo’/h@(ﬁi) e’iﬁof/heiﬁ’/h = IE’$
T—>+00

However, we know that

(+) /Z‘W >|q,(+) dE/—/Z)W )|q,(+)>dE/

(3.5)

/ 3 W) Surcv ()3 (= £) 7 = 3 [y} Sy )

However, we will add an additional projection operator for products in the infinite
future: Py ’\IJ‘(L:+I)L> = > Py ‘lﬁé}»»ngelllu (E) = 2 3y, (Wéfﬁ)swu«%(E)-
v v

We also know that <(s*, s”’)(7)|1/r£3> = ¢y (s") pi 12 <si|p§>. However, it is well

eipﬁx’{'/h

O Therefore: <(Si’ sm)(_)W;(gTS)

known in quantum mechanics that <si| p\:,> =
Y eivbst/n . .
= v ( W) Pv 1/2< i| P3> = ) .What we need to remind ourselves is:

<2nhv5)1/2
_ _ ~ . N —1/2 .
‘1//1(5 3> = Pf 172 ‘ww p$> lim ¢ E7/h = Ui(_)‘ ’w( ) > 1t therefore follows
’ vsPv | T—00
that

Pv, Pv

(VD] Poi o i) = 3 (S, w0

vv

SR ) oy, (B)

A —1/2 . o
+(*)) 5EO) Hi(*)| 1/2|1//¢D’p§(7)>qu‘a,e\pﬂ(E)

—Z (S v, (E))* <1,,< -

o Dy Ny
= Z (Sd’w—‘l’u(E))* <'ﬁ¢,~,/.pi(—)|U§T1/2Ug+l/2|'ﬁ¢ﬁ.p%(_)> So;w, (E) (3.6)
0 5 5
However,
X/2
w( ) ~(* / / I/f( ) : :L' s/// <Si,SW 1[;(7) :>dsid s///
Dy p / b5, o P W Dy, py

—-X/2
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X/2
:<(Pq>\~,/|(ﬂq>l~,> / <pf, si><sinf,>ds_
—-X/2
s post—ipys pis
e tPvST TPy epvs” . X
— + 5~ =~
_(<p<pa,|go¢a)/ G Gy = o G
-X/2
Therefore: <\IJ(+) ,S pi= )P ‘llll(;r/l) = %Z|S¢> <, (E)| We find that

1 | P )P +
> [Sop e, (B = 4 (W) | Pot* P, M;) Then
%

1 P _
NE) =3 [So,cw, (B = £ D (Wih| Poii P, |wih)
m

uv
1 A ~ A A ~ ~ A A A a
= ETrP;s (£ - E) Pyt*OPg Py =TePys (- E) Py FFOP, P,
(3.8)
where F¥(2) = X " is the operator for the average flux along the reaction coordinate.
In fact,
L HOIE (55O — gF) 4 8 (550 — gF) 5O b
<\II)(’;.—/)4 Pq)' ( ) P ( ) ‘\Ij)("1+/)t>
_Re/<P¢q}(+)‘ ’ /// (- )><(s¢’s///)(—) PEE E,M>d<<sw>)
+
:Re/(P \D(+) H /// (= )>£<(Si /// (= )‘ ‘P¢\y(+)>d((s///))
—re [ (Pawiiss)C Vo (555 1P a i)
* (g *ipg/si/ o (¢ 1ps/
Ry / (So, w, (E))*. 22 ( )f .2 (6") e T Sopw, (E) {fs"")
v, (ZEUIZE,) (2nv )
1 2 1 2
=Rey D [Sosu, (B = 3 2 [Soyu, ()] 3.9)
v v

BHO)§(5H0) _gt) 45 (550 ) pH)

So if we let 5 = F¥9), be the outgoing-state flux
through the dividing surface between reactants and products, we find that

pEES (53 _ ¥ §HE) _ gF) 5
0¥)5 (s sY)+38(S s¥) 0 — P = i [@(§i(—) _ Si) , ﬁ]
2 ih
1 A N A
- OO oF _ | HONT
= ihQ [@(s S ),HO].Q
(3.10)
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n 3n® ) n® .
because H) = 21 %H”M/ + Zl méj)cz. So putting it all together,
w= j=

NE) =3 [Soyew, (B = h > (W) Po FH O Py [wit) ) = T Pys
v H
(1% - E) P, OP, Py =hTr Pys (H - E) P, OP, P (3.11)

Prevailing methods fail to take these projection operators into account. But assume
that s* > sg . Then it follows that

DHO)S (510) — 5F) 4 5 (510 — ) §EO)
Y &)
(xym . ‘\IJ >

-x [ {vi -\<i /~> e
= [ o] )HW afs")
<

—re [ (i) (5) 7)o { () 1ot
e

(pik/
= R"’Z/ Sty w, (E))" .= 2
v, (va )

5O Wit )a )

) >

)Cf)u

) >

o5 (s///) eipgsi/h
: 1 1/2
(27tvﬁ/)

1 1 2
=Rey > [Socw, (B = 5 D[ S0pw, (B) (3.12)
v v

So;—w, (E)d((s""))

because we can guess that <(si s”’)(_)|1//(7)> =@, (s") pi =12 <si|pf> and ‘\IJ(+)>
= Z ‘w >S%e\pﬂ(E) >S%e% (E). Then at s*, one would naturally

expect ‘¢E,v> to be a product instead of a reactant, in fact, <(si, s )(_) |1//ETU> =

PS4
i - — —1/2 " elPys* /1 &
<(ST,SW)( )|¢1(53> = @y (s///) pg / <si|p§> = %, as st — +§_ There-

fore we get:

N(E) =" |So,cu, () =Z<

E,u}
ny 1%

= hTePy s (H - E) PEOPY = hTrs (H - E) PEOPY (3.13)
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ot
. + _ . ") elPvsT/h
However, if we use <ST, s’”|1ﬁl(5 3) = lim w“()—lze iEt/n

- , We can write
[—>00 (2nhvl‘f)

ri g (D)
Fluih)
o

NE) = D [So,u, (B = D" (wil)
o

~
¥

— 1T Pys (H - E) PPy = nTrs (H - E) PEPY (314

This is also reminiscent of a formula that Miller [3] had derived. We can also make
a simplifying approximation: electrons in molecules move and thereby generate
magnetic fields that can be represented by a vector potential. But the vector po-
tential induced by a moving electron is directly proportional to its scalar potential
and its velocity, and inversely proportional to the square of the speed of light in
vacuum, which is so large, that it is sufficient for our purposes to ignore the vec-
3 1% .G
tor potentials. Then the Hamiltonian will take on this form: H = > > b} /()j) +

ne_ N f'l<> . —~ .

> (c&jr Py —|—,3jrmefcz) + Zlm(()/)c2 + Vv ()?,(/) N 5 ), where we
Jj'=1 Jj=

have used special relativity in the form of the Dirac Equation for the electrons.

Then [f (xv),c{&j/}u {pf’}u] = c{&j/}ﬂ [f (xv),{pj/}u], then we shall see
that [f (xy), {pj/}“] = ih 8{“} ft (x,). Then we see that % [f (%), ﬁ] =

ﬁp 3x f ()EU)+ ax f ()ev)ﬁl, . ~
> ! { K } 2{ a } ! , even in the case of the electrons, because caj» com-
"

mutes with f ()2,,) But most of the time, it is atoms that get exchanged instead of
electrons. In such a case, the reaction coordinate depends only on the configurations
of the atoms. In all cases however, the scattering theory formula for N (E) is exact.
Except possibly in the case of electrons, the prevailing conventional wisdom that
holds that atoms move at speeds within the range of applicability of non-relativistic
mechanics is an excellent approximation at low or ordinary temperatures. When the
reaction coordinate depends on charge distribution, a more accurate calculation can
be made by using the full explicit scattering theory. It turns out that in atoms, the elec-
trons are moving at about 0.6 % of the speed of light, and numerical calculations show
that non-relativistic mechanics will reproduce the expected results of special relativity
for the kinetic energy accurate to 4 decimal places. Within this margin of error, the

non-relativistic quantum theory is quantum mechanically exact even for electrons.
We shall also attempt to derive the same CRP in another case:

DO (5500 — so) 48 ($1C) — 50) ) . -
@ § 50 s 50) 0 )
Re(wi)] 5 P |t

= Re/ <\IJ(E+;)L’ ) ‘(so, s”/)(_)><(so, s”’)(_)) 5+

Powi ) (is")
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_Re/<\ll(+)H s005") ) b ((50.5) 7| [P w5

:Re/<\lf(+) 1))

< S s/// (= )|P¢\Pé+l1>d<<s///>)

« @;r (s///) e*ipé,so/h ‘E o5 (SW) tpvso/h ”
=ReZ/ (Sap,e\pﬂ(E)) . 172 v. 75 So; —w, (E)d((s"))
v, (ZNEUD,) (27thv )
1 1
:ReEZ}s(pW%(E)\Z = EZ\S%WM(E)F (3.15)
We therefore find:

N(E) = Z|S<p <0, (E)| = Re Z<\lj(+) ‘ Fi= )P7 ‘\p(+)>

v

= hReTr § (H - E) FHOP Py

(3.16)

BRIP4 B o
Tr @ “’;r v 5(H—E)

Now using 2.23, 2.24, we now have N(E) = hReTr 8 (1:1 — E) Ii"i(_)(i)(ﬁ”j;(_)/)
(79(17” (+)) Unfortunately, @(U”T( )) does not contain the entire complete
set of wavefunctions. The projection operator @(H’/i( )), only contains the

wavefunctions ‘\IJ(+)> According to Garshchuk and Tannor [4], there also ex-

ists another set of wavefunctions with the same energy orthogonal to ‘\IJ('H

But laying this aside for a moment, it is commonly stated that < , 8" |(p1(5 3> =

_ . myeirsstn . .
vy (s/”) pf 12 <s*| pf> S (0 A is the wave-mechanics wavefunction of a

(2nhv )1/2

product in a given outgoing microstate. In most cases, especially the cases we
would expect to be using transition state theory, it is atoms that get exchanged,
and non-relativistic mechanics is applicable under ordinary thermodynamic condi-
tions. Therefore we shall use a purely Newtonian Hamiltonian over these atoms,

A

i _ )t
and the flux will be: F = & [@(ﬁi —so),H] _ SO);’S(S " en
HChyr

N(E) = hReTr 8 (H - E) F@(m ) @(m

A+
We shall now evaluate: <l111(5+;‘ FiPd, ’\pf;}) Using the fact that P, ’\IJI(5+/)L> =0,
we can write:

<
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[ee]

_ qj(+)‘/ﬁeiﬁt/hﬁe—iﬁt/hdt‘wl(g+i>

o]

\Ij(+)‘/F€ H Et/hth’\I,(+)>
=h<xy§;;‘m (H—E) (w“’) 3.17)

Because F§ (H E) F s Hermitian, it follows that & <\IJ(+) ‘ b (H E)
F ‘\D‘(E+/)‘> is real. We find that
N (E) = hReTr § (H — E) PP, P,

—hRez<\y(+"Fif3;‘wgf;>=hzz<w(+)‘F5(H E)Flw)
m
2 -+ 7 -+
= h Z/ (v, | Fs (- E) F |, )aE’
> ) D
= h Z/ (wih |8 (1 - E) Fs (i - ) F vl JaE’

e TrS(H—E) £s (H—E) PP, (3.18)

We can choose some other set, ) D, ) > Butnotice that Pq, —Z 75 ) vy ) > < \IJ(+) ‘ dE,

and thath ‘¢(+)><§b(+) ‘dE Pq;, and

P, = lim lim  lim e_iﬁ{f+r/}/h@(sg_§i) S A{T e}/

X—>+00 /X~ - 400 T>+00
-o() = o()
IAD; = lim lim lim e—if{r+7 }/h@( S-) Gt} n

X——4o00o /X1 > 400 T—>+00

= o(-0") = o(-"") (3.19)

Now we shall prove that Trd (I:I - E) Fs (I:I - E) ﬁls—\; = Tré (I:I - E)
Fs (ﬁ —E ) F IAD; Simple!  There exists a unitary transformation
Uy = 2f ‘@H') ><\y(+) ‘dE + zf "1'1(5+;)¢><¢§5+;1‘ dE that interchanges
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the reactants and the products. There also exists another unitary transformation of this
sort: ¥ = ffooo |— pi) ( p$| dp* that changes the sign of the momentum. Yet there ex-
ists also another unitary transformation: K= J... ffooo |s0 — s, s"’) (si + 57, s"’|
ds"d ((s™)) that changes incident reactants into incident products and incident prod-

ucts into incident reactants. Proof: }fﬁi}i{T = —§i, and }R@ (§: — si) }RT =

@(sg —§i). And because }RI:I}-RT = H , it follows from 2.23 and 2.24 that

}prE}RT = IAD; and KFAK = —F.In fact, this is not quite right. It turns out that
the correct operator is K= [... ffooo |s0 — s, sq — s”’i)(S'T + 57, 5o+ s'”*| ds’*
d ((s”"*)). But traces of matrices are independent of the unitary transformations ap-
plied. Therefore h Tr F'8 (I:I - E) I:“Is$ = hTrFs (I:I - E) 13‘/5;, in agreement
with the time-reversal symmetry of quantum mechanics. But

N(E) = hReTr 8 (H — E) F¥O P, Py,

= T8 (A - E) Fs (A - E) FPy = 1> Trs (- E) Fs (- B) FP,
= %hzTr(S(I:I—E)ﬁé(ﬁ—E)F{Agﬁ—f’j;,}
- %.@nmz Tes (A~ E) s (A —E) F (3.20)

using the fact that IAD; + fa$ = @(HAW(H/) + @(—ﬁ”i(Jr)/) = 1. QUOD ERAT

DEMONSTRANDUM. One can explicitly see the microscopic reversibility of the
cumulative reaction probability by a unitary transformation. This is exactly the same
formula that Miller, Schwartz and Tromp [5] have derived.

There is also another built in assumption to using <s*, s'”|dbgg> =g, (s”) pit12

" % oy (sm)eipigsi/h . . . .
<s | pv> = It is assumed that in the asymptotic region of the reactants
2w hvy

and the products, the scattering potential approaches zero. This may be true in gases,
but not in condensed phase. In solution, there are always sources of scattering with
the solvent. However, we could assume that in solution, asymptotic reactants and

asymptotic products both have some common background potential V¢ that becomes
independent of the reaction coordinate in these asymptotic limits. But notice that the
average flux is independent of which side you choose to place the dividing surface on.
That is because the transition state is in a steady-state: the probability of finding the
system between two different dividing surfaces is time-independent for a stationary
state.

For a quantum mechanically exact version of transition state theory, we now have:

N(E) = hReTr (H _ E) ﬁ@( 1-;,/1<—>/) @ ( ﬁ/,i(+)/)
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F@(ﬁ"i“)’) +@(17"i( >)F

= hTr ( E) 5 @(H,,i(Jr)/)
h
=2 Z {<q,<+> ’ F@(n,,i( )) ‘q,<+>> <q,<+) ‘ @(H,,i( )/) ‘\y(ﬂ >}
I
h (0 +)
5 z {<\DE w,Incident lIlE u,Tr ansmltted>
"
) 7l
+ <‘I,E w,Transmitted ‘\IIE,;/.,Incident>} (3.21)

This tells us that the CRP comes from a transition from being incident on the
side of reactants to being transmitted to the side of products. The other ver-

sion of the CRP is this: N(E) = h 3 (Wi | Py P, |wih)) In this case
"
where non-relativistic mechanics is applicable and the reaction is entirely due to

the exchange of atoms, and in the asymptotic regions of reactants and products,
the background potential becomes locally independent of the reaction coordinate,

we can replace F¥Owith F and write N(E) = hZ<‘I’1(E+;)L‘ P,FP, ‘\IIE+I)L> =
w

(+)
h % <\I/E w,Transmitted

mechanically exact transition state theory: the CRP is due entirely to the transmissive
flux at the products side of the potential energy surface of incident reactants.
\I,(+)

F

E. Tmnsmmgd> This is the idea behind a quantum

The wavefunctions ‘ Transmitte d> will give us a complete set of states that

initially represent incident reactants and finally transmitted products. The prevailing
literature has therefore given us everything necessary to solve this problem as a quan-
tum tunneling problem, in a way that is also consistent with the results of scattering
theory.

Furthermore, we would like to prove that this “exact” transition state theory also
works for condensed phase.

4 Proof that this theory also applies in condensed phase

In solution phase, when a group of reactants get together to make a trial attempt to
react, the solvent can randomly affect the outcome of the reaction.

In a local quasi-equilibrium state, the probability of finding a system in a given
state equals the probability of finding the system in its time-reversed image. Or else
we could find a process whereby a system can make transitions between a given stage
and its time-reversed dual and cause a finite rate of change of state. And microscopic
reversibility says that if A & A* are time-reversed duals of each other, then the tran-
sition probability from A* to A = the transition probability from A to A*. Therefore
there will be a zero rate of change of state if and only if the probability of A* = the
probability of A.

In fact, if the system is a liquid and you have two mutually miscible pure liquids
reacting with each other, the concentration of molecules is so high, that interactions of
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a given reactant complex with all of the other molecules in the system must be taken
into account. We have devised a novel heuristic method to do exactly that. First of all,
consider the reactant complex and the surroundings. The surroundings is either non-
participating or participating in the reaction. If the surroundings is non-participating,
then the reaction complex cannot form, and this means that the reaction cannot occur.

Different surroundings in the same system are mutually coextensive and immove-
able with respect to each other. That is, they can be treated as a microcanonical or a
canonical ensemble of identical immoveable coextensive systems.

The total number of surroundings must be in all cases equal to 1.

The relevant observable that changes is 7y, = 1% + Z {Bx.c —x:c} (ﬁ,H_é,H_

—Aye—b ) just as before. Then just as before, we find that ‘S”X = > {Bx. — ¥xic}
K

aK 7 ﬂ/{:?
[kfc+ HM lnA(Ié )~ Kie— Hv 1 B(K;v)]’and

1 NCORURINITE PORNSSI [y
ke, = e P, i) lkHﬂH%]eﬁH%
Zs, Hﬁ=1 QA(K:H)
1 N R R ~
ke = e Py ) [, g [P @1A)

ZSK Hv 1 QB(/( V)

(). . U
where P, "is a projection operator for initial incident reactants. We also have another
way of writing this that we shall derive shortly. However scattering theory shows us
that

_iI:I¢K{t+r}/hei{ﬁo}q,K{H_T}/h . *i{ﬁo}w{’+f}/heilfl¢,({l+r}/h

e~PHoc — Yim o e Pc e
T—>00
R Bl A A
=ngﬂ{4@gg” (4.1.B)

The formulas in Chapter II are not quite exactly correct. We should write:

1 A N
kl(-‘r — - Tr Pf// (lrl) 1 Q('F)T I}’: +7 ]Q;—He ﬂ{ }43;(
Zs, H QA(K )
1 - (0 1
ke = _ Tr pr: (lh)_ Q(+)T I:%- + H ].Q(+)e ﬂ[ }d?;(

7,( /SK;U
Zg, Hg:l QB(K;V)
“4.1.0)

~0) . . oy .
where P, ~is for any given elementary step, the projection operator for reactants in
the non-interacting system.

@ Springer



J Math Chem (2011) 49:208-240 231

- . . N —BlA
But &+ {Ho}(b = {H }¢ &c+. We also find that for step «, e ﬁ{ O}va =

fooooe_ﬂE‘lﬂé%><w(o) ‘dE where HY = ﬁ¢Kand I:IS’ = {[:]0} . Then
“w

K

e BHy — > [ e FE ‘w(EO)/L>< © ‘dE We therefore find that
I
A (0 FURRE TR 5
Ry am 2t [E, Hi] Q40 e P

_ (lh)ilz/ *ﬂE

[é 195]52(“‘\11(0) >dE (4.1D)

Over here we use Q(+) — lim e~ iH+Ti/n, PHg {r+)/h . Then we find that
T—>00

Py m Tt Qg[8 Y] agDe

:<m)—12/e—f‘5<
H —oo

[éi, ﬁi] a8 (\If(EOfM>dE

— lim 72/ _BE \I,(O) ‘ —i B {r+e)/h ) Mg =i ) o it/ ‘\y<0> >dE

00 dt .
4.1.E)
and also & iHs =H Aé f. The relevant observable isA* = &+, £t
However, we showed precisely how to evaluate l1m E<1/f(0) ‘ —i A {t+7) /M
eim{t+r}/hAieﬂ'm{t+r}/heiﬁ§{t+r}/h Wg?,u) We find that
5% 5%
rlggo@w(m o~ i Hg (14T /B i HH14T) /b % =i B (14T} /h i Hy {147} /R ‘w«)) >
=52 o e o, )f [t )
v

just as before. The first person who ever discovered this master equation is Lippmann
[6-8]. However, A;f =y, = {lif Y, € @; 0if ¢, §é @ }. Therefore the specific

initial state rate of reaction is Z = ‘<d> ©
B

e ~‘ T* )\IJ(O) >‘ . In fact, we can now write:

7y
o~ HG 4T}/l i B 14T} [l 4% =i HF (14T} /R lHi{H—r V1 ‘w(o) >
: £\ [ 4% _ 4t
= > Wy (E7) {af - af). 4.3)
v
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2

~F ~
where W, T+ . Then

(Ei) = ZTJT E% v

<q§(0)

2
0) 1 i
\I'Ei,uﬂ = Znh $¢§°)<—\IJ}?) (E%)
~ (0 N ~ ~ N At
we find that TrPy, . (i)~ 250" (8, F] PP = L1 [ N(EYePEAE.
But within the domain of validity of non-relativistic mechanics, we showed that

all the former Cumulative Reaction Probability formulas are equivalent the one we
derived.

5 How to numerically implement this theory

Our novel contribution is to take into account the role of the solvent in the course of a
reaction. The solvent interacts with the reactants in many ways, including ion-dipole
forces, dipole-dipole, dipole-induced dipole, and polarization and repulsive forces
from collisions. The solvent may also act as a reactant, product, catalyst, or inhibitor.
Once we incorporate the solvent into the Hamiltonian of the reaction complex, we
can solve the Lippmann—Schwinger Equation for its eigenstates, and calculate the
S-matrix.

The flux method that we derived requires a flux operator, but that is easy to find.
Once we have solved the Lippmann—Schwinger Equation, we can incorporate this

into the average transmissive flux, using N(E) = h > <\II(E+/)L‘ Isd_, Fi(_)f’; “l’?&)
m

If non-relativistic mechanics is applicable, and the asymptotic scattering potential
becomes independent of the reaction coordinate for infinite values of the reaction
coordinate position variable, then we can replace F*) with F.

This problem is much simpler in gas phase because you do not need to worry about
the role of the solvent. For example take the simplistic reaction H + D5. The expected
products are HD and D. One would expect non-relativistic mechanics to apply here,
as it does in almost every case involving chemical reactions. All you need to do is

form the complete set .‘5; ‘\IJSFD of wavefunctions representing initially reactants and
finally products, and calculate the trace using this set of wavefunctions.

6 Conclusion

The latest theory of reaction dynamics is exact and can be proven by the gener-
alized Ehrenfest theorem of Lippmann. We also showed how the scattering theory
formula for the cumulative reaction probability can be converted in order to derive
an “exact” transition state theory and how this same exact transition state theory is
equivalent to several other formulas for cumulative reaction probability that have
already been derived in the accepted literature. We even showed how, deriving a
master equation for the rate of change of probabilities of the eigenstates of the Ham-
iltonian based on the generalized Ehrenfest theorem of Lippmann, one can derive
the rate laws for elementary chemical reactions (and show that it obeys microscopic
reversibility).
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Appendix
Derivation of thermodynamic alpha parameters

The thermodynamic alpha parameters can be determined either canonically or micro-
canonically. First we shall do the microcanonical version. Then

> acN.
QBT e PE
2 agngo
— Z 8E( . ):ES - (0) £S0 e*ﬁE(...,ng’g,.‘.)Q(.“,n;‘g,...)
g ) =E0 (e g )e( ..
(o) s ( S )
(A1.1)
where (o) = s 'Hg 1, g(flg“) where y( so) islifnc, =0,1
andO0ifnc, > 2if cisa fermlon yg( nso) = n¢ ! if ¢ is a boson. Then

Sk,
NoQ(E)es = e PE

> acngo
= 2 [Z"W] OB (s )=E(ng g .) € e L) @lnttsr)
) 4

(....n;ﬂ,... o’
(A1.2)
However we can prove that
e @) HHV("”) =y g2 s e o)
g o g0 !
(A1.3)
Then
ag N,
Ngr.rzui)wZ S BE
> acnco P L
_Z Z Vc'.a’5E(....n;a....):5‘s( )e@( © )e“ ’ e‘f’E(““”f““")Q(“” R )
g O P ol e

(ottgosens)

=20 2 Ve =B e )

7| ()
Xega;[n;-g—%.«):;’,a } —Bear ﬁE(,,,.nw—5(“,):;,_”,.,,,)9(....n;_0....)
= 21 PE S (e (A1.4)
- (Ner+92r.)= ()
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And thus we can define: e®s’' Tr ./ <A /e_ﬁ§§’> = %' Q_, where
OV o Yo (vy) = 9

2 agNg

<A>(N§’+5§’.§)_’(N§’) 2B

e PE

=§, 2 yg/’a/(SE(""”LU*"')=E6(..4,n§,g,“.)Ekﬂ(...,n(?o%m)

(i)

(A1.5)

We therefore find that No» = eo‘g/@g/ . Therefore In % = a., QUOD ERAT DE-
S_/

MONSTRANDUM.
In the canonical ensemble we find:

Z#) = ( 2 )‘S(...m,...)efz(...,n@,...)e"s Foncorn) @(nso ) Then

N z(New) (g)

= 2 )[§n§/*°/l5(...,ng,a,...)ef,?(...,n(o) )e’ﬁE(”""“’””)9(”"”§’“"")

(...,ng,g,... .

=Z‘ > Vgcw?(....n;U,...>ef/z(...,Ng,...)e—ﬁE('.-,ng,m-n)g(---"wf‘<g,a)=;ca~-~-)]

(ctigionees)
—Ber g1 —BE(tp g el e
= ; L z )y;/’a/s(m,n’g,a,...)652(...,N§—5§_§/,...)e £clol o ( s )_Q( S )’
B P
— Tr(g/) <7>§/e—}35§/> % Z(...,N;—(S;g/,...) B) = o<’ Tr(g/) (};g/e—ﬂg‘g/) « Z(""Ng"") 8)
(A1.6)

Therefore: e”<' Tr( <)7§/e_ﬁ 8§’> = ¢“ 0, leading to the same results as before. The
net result is that the rate of any given step of a reaction is:

[ N ok
%'3:_ (—wrz,(giHN S x ki
[+ 0% =
o
kii‘ = Q2rhz)™! / ¢ PEN, (E)d E < Canonical ensemble
—o0

. _ —1

k:i = (27rh a)(E)) N, (E) < Microcanonical ensemble (A1.7)
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and d<"X

=> & —¢7} {n}’,{ ny K} Each elementary step has the following
K

form: 3+ n o+ X+ = 3 - ny o~ X This is the simpler form, but the more com-
plex form used in Chapter II can be derived this way, by considering the surroundings
as both a reactant and a product in each step of the reaction, provided that identical
“surroundings” in the same system are distinguishable {because they are not free to
move about the system} but identical reactant complexes {+surroundings} in the same
system are free to move, and are therefore indistinguishable.
£
Then the form of the rate law is: éki = { % H + N } X k,‘fi, where
ZS,( H + 0 :t

Z Eﬂ’)is the partition function of reactant complex + surroundings treated as one sin-
gle complex. As can be proven, the necessary and sufficient condition for chemical

n — n —
K, - K,¢
[l-N=" H;— ng

equilibrium is that for every step of the reaction, — T
[+ N 3 : [l+0% :

Derivation of rate law

We now have (d1> = { —EX;,(}.(di< (+)§K+> di< ,((J:)é‘,(_».

But we now have to find < < (+) > We find that

i (1128) = (08 A]) = 3 012 [Bs )

1 | U B
=5 I [Sxi, ]=£Tr,o,§0)[2,£0” [&‘Ki,H] 2O (A2.1)

We shall now use H = I-AIK(O) + f/,f = I-AI;O) + I:I(g)) + V,(T But by 2.3, we can write

A% — fo 4 Z (Q’Erru n Q,g’i”’))lflki + z (ng _ l)ﬁ&
K

ey (Q<nk+)+9<n _)) .

k' #K
+ (:}K(i”) + Q,(('i“)) Hex + Z (Q;:’SK) - 1)1:15” (822)
K
Then
nk+ nK7
(9("”) 2l )) Ao =2 Qi B Ly + 20 Qe Hex )
j=1 =l
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nq)’( nA‘Pk
= Zﬂm Hg By 5y = Ho +3° Loy Hg 2, (A23)
Jj=2
Aig,

Thereforeﬁ%—H°+ZQ(¢ ])H¢K (¢ )—G—Z( (ns”)—l)I:ISK+ﬁ¢K.But

ﬁ¢ = I:I(O) + V¢ Then we can use H? = HZS)(O) + VK, where VT V¢ , and

5 %(0) o 5 A ise) 5 5(0)
AX" = A +ZSZ(¢, Hg 20, )+z( — 1) Hs, + ). We now find

that H° + 'iz [AZ(%J-)I-AI;DK.(AZ& 5T > (Qéfs“ - I)I:ISK = H'% commutes with
Jj= ! «

£+ and ﬁ,(jj't) because these operators et only refers to the specific reactant complex
in question, and 71,y Dis an operator in Fock Space of populations of states and species
of particles in the system as opposed to the Hilbert Space unique to any one given
particular species. The operators E,d[ and H¢ H;(,,O) ‘7¢ , are all operators unique to
the Hilbert Space of the specific reactant complex in question. We now find that for
any observable A7E unique to the Hilbert Space of the specific reactant complex
in question, that observable must evolve mdependently of all other species in the

system. We also find that H'% commutes with H¢ H ;0), \74, and A; It also com-
mutes with H¢ = H%,(:;—i- V;, Ergo/zzH [/hAij, (O)_ZHW’/F’ jj"’xt/hA;Ke_iﬁ%’/h.
We also find that ¢’ Hg, t/hAg, e /h H t/hfi; P t/h. Therefore:

i 1250 = (12 ) = 5 2 ]

1 N A %
=T 5 [Eer A, ] = — Tp0i Y G g, | 28O

in
_ ;Trp(m © pOF [E L Hg, ]_Q<0> lh( © pOF [S L g ]Q;m)r”
(A2.1)

The step before last part arises because observables unique to the Hilbert Space of
the specific reactant complex in question, that observable must evolve indepen-
dently of all other species in the system.

Now we must evaluateTrp( )7 )X ¢, - For a canonical ensemble, we have p(o)

%(())

% Then Z (O)TrA(O) (0) +Xgp =Tre ~PH fl(oi)Xng. Furthermore, there is a

way to derive this. It will require the use of the formula for the trace of a matrix: Tr A =
Z ﬁ {{Hg’a yg(fli"’)} o Treoi1 e Tre o, A} Now if species
g,lsafermlon {spin=1/2 an odd integer }, then y( co) =1lifn,, =0,1; (n”) =
( §<’) 1

0ifn. o > 2. If species ¢is a boson {spin is a whole number}, then y¢ ;" = n¢ o!
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If species ¢ is a corrected boltzon {i.e., the number of states is much larger than the
number of particles}, then a good approximation is y( so) _ = 1. In Eq. A2.2, the

formula for <n X > is derived:

_ (1eo) . . (er;ng) BH
Z 1—[ Hy - Treon -<~Trg.a,n§_,, . ano e
5‘,0 !

. agh )—ﬁf? o
= > _ “ yg(,'ﬁf‘”)]...Trw.,l...Trg,,,.,nw...e(<%n§ TrX?XeO‘X_/SSXX’
(o)

| )
= 1r e

X Try Pye P X (A2.2)

And therefore: (i, X) = Tr,p,e® P X. And also, it turns out that

(Zagﬁg)_ﬂg (Z“;ﬁg)_ﬁﬁ (Zagﬁg)_ﬂg
Tr{e s ] = Tr'{e\* }. The formula Tr[e s ] is the

(Z"‘g"g) BH
original grand canonical partition function and the formulaTr’je\ ¢ ], is

the grand canonical partition function when the number of particles of type x is
reduced by exactly 1 without a corresponding change in any of the other variables
independent of x. A calculation of standard statistical mechanics will readily tell

(Za;ng) BH
you that it is possible to adjust the values of a. so that Tr[e s

(Zagﬁg)—ﬂﬁ (Zagn )—ﬂl—?
Tr’[e s ], or equivalently aT]nTr’e ]

Uy, Bi...

(Z“;”;) BH (Z"‘;Ng) N
0, and thus follows A2.2. However, Tr { e\ * = e\* Tre PH

because we have used petit canonical ensemble constraints
This gives us: 7; < (+)§Ki> = %%+ Tr P ﬁH‘l” Q(O)T [é +, ﬁ¢K] QS”. But the
constraints incumbent on the system give us:

m
P+ = %Sk I I Y TYAGSTD)

=1
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ne
ea‘Px— — eaS)( H eﬂk;faB(Kii)

(A2.3)

We can now evaluate ¢S« : Given that the number of “surroundings” which is either
0 or 1, and the same is true for the number of transition states of any kind formed
from reactants + surroundings, we now suppose that different “surroundings” in the
same state are distinguishable—they are not free to move or exchange places with
one another in its native state. But different transition states of the same kind and
in the same state are indistinguishable {in their native state they are free to move
and exchange places with one another}, but they are corrected boltzons because the

number of accessible states is much larger than the total number of transition states.
We find:

1

z Hga

(Z%"; —B:H
N$ =Tr n$6

Zagﬁg)*ﬁfﬂ
{ yg;,w)} e Treom., z$(
S,0

o’

Ng!
[Io g0t Ilcon

(tlgorn)

Zusﬁg)—ﬁfl N
{H yg(ff’")} e Trggir - Treomg, - .e( s an,azeaffﬁEf
.0 o

a,nvg,gr!.ﬂgﬁan 5!

_ ngo-Ng!
> 2z,

Zagﬁg)—ﬂf} .
[ j/g(ﬁf’g)] R | ...Trg,a;nw ...e(s e¥s—PEs
G,0

o’ (@ )
Zacﬁg)—
{H g(r(lfg)} Treon.. - Tregm,, e(§ as—PEg
G,0
(Zac";) B H .
= NgTr' fe\s x Trge®s~PEs (A2.4)
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> O‘g’lg) 3
But this time, Tr’ e( ¢ is the grand canonical partition function when the

number of “surroundings” in the system is reduced by exactly 1. As always, it is pos-

(Z O‘gﬁg)_lgsﬁ (Z agﬁg)_ﬁsﬁ
sible to adjust the values of «cso that Tr’ [e s ] = Tr[e s ]

We therefore find that Trge®$ ~BEg 1, so that % = +/31§$ = Z%;' And as for the
I'ge

Nx = Nx

reactants and products, we find that ¢*¥ = —=X_—— = =X
TrypxePx Ox

N R . 7(0)
By definition, .Qéo) = lim e~ iHa li+7)/h i Mg, i)/ h. Since both Hamiltoni-
T—>00
~.(0
ans in this Moller Wave Operator are invariant to the interchange, }'H,(() = f e

e ‘so — s sm> <s“ + 5%, 5" ds'td ((s”)) that changes incident reactants into inci-

dent products and incident products into incident reactants it follows that the Moller

Wave Operators must have the same property: }R 2} © =0 (O)h . Also the same is
0

true when 7K, = [... [% |so — %, sf — s (sF 45, s+ 57| dsEd ((s7F)).

Thus we have two dlfferent operators that can change incident reactants into inci-

dent products and incident products into incident reactants. Both of these interchange

operators are unitary over the Hilbert Space unique to the reactant complex of interest:

~ (0).2,00 £ (0. 2.0
}K( )H{( )T _ }K( )T}H( )
Therefore.
Hm 05;(;/. an .B/cv
5”X —Z C—Tx) "Am "B )
Xk H QaK i /3,( 5
=1 A ) Hu 1QB(K )
- (0) ©
TPy (i) O [Ges, fig | 20
X
Zg
iy 3
) ~ e, KV
=D {Bx — ¥xuc} K+H”A<fm ke []nhio - 25
K =1 v=1
where
z ~ (0 A o 37O
ke, = % Y i O [g Ay, ]9@)21 Blg,
° K+
ZSKH QA(Kﬂ
Zo, I’:‘,(O) 2 —1 A0)F [z ©) /31-1(0)
ko = 2T Py, (i) 2 [g H¢,]Q Z,le .
Zs 1151 Qpiem
(A2.6)
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Because of invariance of a trace to unitary transformations, we find that
A0 A 2 A ~0) —BAY
Tr Py (ih)' 201 [$K+,H¢K].Q,£0)e PHy,
A0 oA 2 A ~ ) —pHY
=Tr Py, (in)~' 207 [SK_,H¢K]9;°>e PHg, (A2.7)

5 A(0) _gaw
It would also be interesting to note that Tr P “PHo — r P( )Py, Zp,

Zy, for the same reason: these traces are 1nterconvert1ble by a umtary transform.
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