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Abstract

This supporting material provides details about Equation 1 in the main manuscript, the curve

fitting of the UTPS data, evidence for two-photon absorption of the pump pulse by the nitrobenzene

target, and the calculations of the ground and excited state third-order non-linear response.
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Measured UTPS signal:

The measured signal Iraw in our homodyne UTPS experiment, given by Equation 1, can

be expanded as:

Iraw(τ, T ) =

∫ ∣∣∣Esig,A(ω, τ, T )
∣∣∣2dω

=

∫ [
|χ(3)

eff,g(ω, τ)|2|EB(ω)|4|EA(ω)|2 + |χ(3)
eff,g(ω, T )|2|Epump(ω)|4|EA(ω)|2

+|χ(3)
eff,ex(ω, τ, T )|2|EB(ω)|4|EA(ω)|2 + χ

(3)
eff,g(ω, τ)χ

(3)
eff,g(ω, T )∗|EB(ω)|2|Epump(ω)|2|EA(ω)|2

+χ
(3)
eff,g(ω, τ)χ

(3)
eff,ex(ω, τ, T )∗|EB(ω)|4|EA(ω)|2

+χ
(3)
eff,g(ω, T )χ

(3)
eff,ex(ω, τ, T )∗|Epump(ω)|2|EB(ω)|2|EA(ω)|2 + c.c

]
dω

(S1)

where c.c represents complex conjugate, and all constants have been absorbed into the

susceptibilities. The time delay dependence of the spectral amplitudes appears as phase

terms that disappear upon simplification and hence are not included here. Since we perform

a lock-in measurement that measures signal only when the pump beam is present, the

first term in equation S1 is not present. We also subtract signal measured when one of

the probing pulses is blocked (probe B is blocked when measuring probe A signal). This

removes the second term in equation S1. After these subtractions and further simplification,

the processed signal Iproc can be written as,

Iproc(τ, T ) = a1|χ(3)
eff,ex(τ, T )|2 + a2χ

(3)
eff,g(τ)χ

(3)
eff,g(T )∗ + a1χ

(3)
eff,g(τ)χ

(3)
eff,ex(τ, T )∗

+ a2χ
(3)
eff,g(T )χ

(3)
eff,ex(τ, T )∗ + c.c (S2)

where we have assumed that the third-order susceptibilities are constant within the band-

width of our laser pulses. a1 and a2 are constants obtained after integration of the spectral

amplitudes over frequency. We note that |Epump|2 is larger than |EA|2, |EB|2 by a factor of

3 in our experiment and the third-order susceptibilities χ
(3)
eff are proportional to the number

of molecules in the focal volume. From measurements of the pump absorption, we estimate

that a few percent of the molecules are excited, therefore the number of excited molecules is

approximately two orders of magnitude smaller than the number of molecules in the ground

electronic state. This allows us to drop terms containing a1 and write equation S2 as
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FIG. S1. (a) A plot of the absorbed pump pulse energy by the nitrobenzene target as a function

of the incident pump pulse energy. A linear fit shown as orange solid line is not a good fit to the

data. (b) Same data as in (a) but with a quadratic fit shown as the orange curve which fits the

absorption data very well.

Iproc(τ, T ) ≈ a2χ
(3)
eff,g(τ)χ

(3)
eff,g(T )∗ + a2χ

(3)
eff,g(T )χ

(3)
eff,ex(τ, T )∗ + c.c (S3)

Here, we focus on the τ and T dependent dephasing times which has contributions only from

χ
(3)
eff,ex(τ, T ).

Curve fitting:

The convolution shown in equation 2 in the manuscript can be written as

Isig(τ ;T ) = A0 + A(T )exp
[
− (τ − t0(T ))

γ(T )
+

1

2
(
σ

γ(T )
)2
]
erfc

[ 1√
2σ

(
σ2

γ(T )
+ t0(T )− τ)

]
(S4)

where we have added an offset parameter A0 and erfc is the complementary error function.

This equation is used in a curve-fitting procedure with σ = 30 fs, which is obtained from

the cross correlation measurement of the pulses using second harmonic generation.
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Two-photon absorption of the pump:

We have performed photo-absorption measurements of the pump beam, in order to verify

that nitrobenzene is excited to the S1 state by two photon absorption of the pump pulse.

Figure S1 shows the pump absorption data along with linear (Fig. S1 (a)) and quadratic

(Fig. S1 (b)) fits. The good quadratic fit demonstrates that we are exciting nitrobenzene to

the S1 state with a two-photon absorption. Our experimental pump pulse energy is around

430 nJ, well in the two-photon absorption regime.

Target sample:

The target for our UTPS experiment is liquid nitrobenzene obtained from Sigma Aldrich

(> 99% purity) and was used as received at room temperature.

Calculation of χ
(3)
eff in the ground and excited states:

Calculations of χ
(3)
eff of nitrobenzene were performed using the sum-over-states method [1,

2]. Molecular orbital energies and dipole matrix elements used in this sum were calculated

within the density functional theory, with the B3LYP exchange correlation functional, norm-

conserving pseudopotentials, and using the Quantum Espresso code [3]. Molecular geome-

tries for these calculations were taken from Ref. [4]. The sum-over-states was performed as

a sum over molecular orbitals, by assuming a single Slater determinant, and using a total

of 82 molecular orbitals. χ
(3)
eff calculations were performed for the electronic ground state

and the excited S1 and T2 states. For the excited states, the Slater determinant with the

highest weight was used, which was HOMO-3→LUMO for S1 and HOMO-2→LUMO for

T2 [5]. To account for the random orientation of molecules in isotropic media, we take

χ
(3)
eff = χ

(3)
xyyx + χ

(3)
xyxy [6].
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