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Do Molecular Geometries Change Under Vibrational Strong Coupling?
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As pioneering experiments have shown, strong vibrational coupling between molecular vibrations
and light modes in an optical cavity can significantly alter molecular properties and even affect
chemical reactivity. However, the current theoretical description is limited and far from complete.
To explore the origin of this exciting observation, we investigate how the molecular structure changes
under strong light-matter coupling using an ab-initio method based on the cavity Born-Oppenheimer
Hartree-Fock ansatz. By optimizing H,O and H,O, resonantly coupled to cavity modes, we study
the importance of reorientation and geometric relaxation. In addition, we show that the inclusion
of one or two cavity modes can change the observed results. On the basis of our findings, we derive
a simple concept to estimate the effect of the cavity interaction on the molecular geometry using
the molecular polarizability and the dipole moments.

I. INTRODUCTION

When molecules are placed in a non-classical photonic
environment present in optical or nanoplasmonic cavities,
it is possible to form strong light-matter-coupled hybrid
states called polaritons [1-6]. The control of the photonic
environment allows to couple the cavity photon modes to
vibrational or electronic transitions in molecules, called
vibrational-strong coupling (VSC) or electronic-strong
coupling (ESC), respectively. Both types of strong cou-
pling can be an effective tool for modifying molecular
properties and offer a possible novel approach to con-
trol chemical reactions using optical resonators. The ex-
perimental advances reported cover a wide range of ap-
plications, from manipulating the selectivity of organic
reactions [7-9], changing the ionic conductivity of wa-
ter [10] to even influencing enzymatic activity [11, 12].
Driven by these experimental advances, considerable ef-
forts have been made to develop theories that elucidate
the mechanisms governing polaritonic chemistry. Even
so, the current theoretical description is limited and far
from complete. However, in recent years, a substantial
number of studies using different theoretical approaches
have proposed that a variety of additional reactions can
be enhanced, inhibited, or controlled [13-25]. In par-
ticular, the combination of electronic structure methods
and quantum electrodynamics [26-34] has significantly
improved theoretical understanding and will hopefully
help close the existing gaps between theory and experi-
ment. Most of these studies model cavity-induced elec-
tronic structure changes using a single molecule coupled
to a single-cavity mode in the strong-coupling limit. In
almost every example, both a fixed orientation relative
to the polarization axes of the cavity mode and fixed
molecular geometries are assumed, despite the fact that
the coupling strengths used are quite large.

In this work, we use the cavity Born-Oppenheimer
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Hartree-Fock (CBO-HF) ansatz [31] together with an-
alytical gradients [35] to optimize H,O and H,0, res-
onantly coupled to one and two cavity photon modes.
The CBO-HF ansatz is capable of describing the elec-
tronic ground state of single molecules, as well as an en-
semble of molecules coupled to an optical cavity under
VSCs conditions [31, 33, 36]. By performing the opti-
mizing the geometries in the laboratory frame together
with the polarization vectors of the cavity, we are able
to study both the orientation and the relaxation of the
internal coordinates of the molecules induced by the in-
teraction with the cavity photon modes. Furthermore,
we calculate vibro-polaritonic IR spectra [35] within the
harmonic approximation, we allow for the verification of
the structures found as real minima and to analyze in de-
tail the formed polaritonic states. As will become clear
in the remainder of this article, without a physical mech-
anism to fix the orientation, molecules inside an optical
cavity will orient and change their geometry depending
on the coupling strength. Furthermore, these observed
effects will vary if one- or two-cavity orthogonal photon
modes are included in the simulation. The main results
of this work are indication that some theoretical stud-
ies in the literature may overestimate the cavity-induced
effects on the ground-state chemistry. Finally, we estab-
lish a useful and straightforward connection between the
molecular polarizability and dipole moment and the ex-
pected reorientation and relaxation of a molecule coupled
to an optical cavity.

II. RESULTS & DISCUSSION
A. Optimization of H,O embedded in a cavity

As a first example, we optimize a H,O molecule cou-
pled to one photon mode of an optical cavity. The cavity
frequency wy, is resonant with the bending mode, which
has a field-free vibrational frequency of 1744 cm™!, and
the cavity polarization axis e is aligned with the z axis
of the laboratory frame. Fig. 1 shows the optimized pa-
rameters for the coupled molecular cavity system as a
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FIG. 1. Optimized parameters of a H,O molecule coupled to
a single photon mode of an optical cavity as a function of the
coupling strength \,,,. a) Magnitude of the dipole moment |u|
b) the angle ¢ between the polarization axis of the cavity and
the dipole moment, c) averaged OH bond length and d) bond
angle. The dashed-dotted lines in a)-d) indicate the initial
values. Relevant parts of the vibro-polaritonic IR spectra for
different coupling strengths (color-coded) are shown in e) and
f). The cavity frequency wy, is 1744cm™" shown as a black
dashed line in e) and f). The cavity coupling \,, increases
from 0.015au to 0.123 au and the cavity polarization axis is
e=(1,0,0).

function of the coupling strength \,, and the correspond-
ing vibro-polaritonic IR spectra in the region of the H,O
bending mode.

For the optimized single-mode cavity-H,O system, the
magnitude of the dipole |(u)| moment, shown in Fig. 1 a),
is only slightly reduced with increasing A,,. This rather
small change is consistent with the observed small de-
crease in both the OH bond length (Fig. 1 ¢)) and bond
angle (Fig. 1 d)) even at high coupling strengths. The
only system parameter significantly affected by VSC is
the relative orientation of the molecular dipole moment
and the polarization axis of the cavity mode visualized as
the angle ¢ between them in Fig. 1 b). For the arbitrary
chosen initial configuration, ¢ has a value of about 55°
(dashed dotted line), which changes to exactly 90° after
optimization, regardless of the coupling strength. The in-
teraction with teh photon field leads to an orientation of
the molecule so that not only the dipole moment but also
the molecular plan is orthogonal to the polarization axis.
The relevant parts of the vibro-polaritonic IR spectra for
the optimized water-cavity system are shown in Fig. 1 e)
and f) for different coupling strengths. Given the orien-
tation of the dipole moment perpendicular to the cavity
polarization axis, one would expect no hybrid photonic
states to be formed because of the lack of dipole-cavity
interaction. This assumption holds for lower coupling
strengths below 0.062au, shown in Fig. 1 e). Within
the used broadening of 10cm™!, only a single peak is

observed, almost unshifted to the field-free value (black
dashed line). For A\, = 0.062au a small shoulder ap-
pears at a slightly lower frequency, the bright purple line
in Fig. 1 e). If the coupling is further increased, as shown
in Fig. 1 f), this shoulder becomes a separate peak with
increasing intensities and shifts to lower frequencies with
increasing A,,. As introduced in our early work [35], the
normal mode component that describes the change in the
classical photon displacement field is a measure of how
much photon character the corresponding transition is.
The main peak in all shown vibro-polaritonic IR spec-
tra has no photonic character and can be described as a
pure molecular transition corresponding to the bending
mode. The smaller peak at higher coupling strengths is
predominantly photonic, and we do not see the formation
of a typical hybrid matter-photon lower polariton (LP)
state and upper polariton (UP) state here. This can be
explained by a rotational motion of the H,O molecule.
Due to the confinement of the cavity, this motion is not a
free rotation anymore. This motion creates a dipole mo-
ment parallel to the cavity polarization axis, which leads
to a coupling with the photon mode. Due to this cou-
pling, the photonic transition gains intensity and shifts
to lower frequencies. More details and a thorough anal-
ysis of the photonic characters of all relevant transitions
can be found in the Supporting Information.

Next, we discuss the optimization results for H,O cou-
pled to two cavity modes of orthogonal polarization with
the same frequency, effectively modeling a Fabry-Pérot-
like setup. In practice, we use the same cavity frequency
and coupling strength for both modes and take the same
values as for the single-mode case. The polarization axes
are aligned with the z axis (e1) and the y axis (eq) of
the laboratory frame. The optimized parameters as a
function of the coupling strength \,, and the correspond-
ing vibro-polaritonic IR spectra in the region of the H,O
bending mode are shown in Fig. 2

When the optimized parameters are compared for the
single-mode case and the two-mode case, some similari-
ties but also distinct differences are observed. The change
in magnitude of the dipole moment, shown in Fig. 2 a), is
nearly one order of magnitude smaller for the two-mode
optimization. In contrast, the OH bond length (Fig. 2 c))
and the bond angle (Fig. 2 d)) are more strongly influ-
enced by the coupling to two cavity modes. In particular,
the change in the bond angle is significantly larger com-
pared to the case of a single mode, although it increases
only by 1.5° for the highest coupling strength. Again,
the most significant changes due to optimization are the
relative orientations of the molecular dipole moment with
respect to the cavity-mode polarization axes. The corre-
sponding angles ¢ for e; and es are shown in Fig. 2 b).
Starting from a configuration where both e; and ey are
in the molecular plane but not aligned with the dipole
moment, the optimization reorients the molecule inde-
pendently of the coupling strength so that e; is paral-
lel to the dipole moment, while es is orthogonal to the
dipole moment and the molecular plane. The correspond-
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FIG. 2. Optimized parameters of a H,O molecule coupled
to two orthogonal cavity photon modes as a function of the
coupling strength A,,. a) Magnitude of the dipole moment
|| b) the two angle ¢ between the polarization axes of the
cavity and the dipole moment of the molecule, c¢) averaged OH
bond length and d) the bond angle. The dashed-dotted lines
indicate the initial values in a)-d). The relevant part of the
vibro-polaritonic IR spectra for different coupling strengths
(color-coded) is shown in e) and f). The cavity frequency wp,
is 1744cm™" shown as a black dashed line in e) and f). The
cavity coupling A, increases from 0.015 au to 0.123 au and the
cavity polarization axes are e; = (1,0,0) and ez = (0, 1,0).

ing vibro-polaritonic IR spectra for the optimized water-
cavity system are shown in Fig. 2 e) and f) for differ-
ent coupling strengths. Already, for the lowest coupling
strength A, = 0.015au in Fig. 2 e), a splitting into a LP
transition and a UP transition is observed. The corre-
sponding normal modes clearly show a hybridization of
the vibrational transition and the cavity photon mode
with the polarization axis e;. As A, increases, the Rabi
splitting between the LP and UP transitions increases
and becomes more asymmetric, consistent with our pre-
vious work [35, 36]. At the same time, a third weaker
peak between the LP and UP transitions becomes visible.
Similarly to the single-mode case, this peak is due to the
coupling between a specific constricted rotational degree
of freedom and the photon mode with the polarization
axis e;. Due to this coupling, the photonic transition
gains intensity and shifts to low frequencies with increas-
ing coupling strength. More information on the photonic
characters of all relevant transitions can be found in the
Supporting Information.

To gain more insight into the underlying driving force
for the energetically favorable orientation, we discuss how
VSC modifies the polarizability a and the dipole self-
energy (DSE) contribution. The principal components
of the polarizability tensor o and the change in the DSE
contribution are shown in Fig. 3 as a function of the cou-
pling strength for both optimized H,O-cavity systems.
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FIG. 3. Principal components of the polarizability tensor «
as a function of the coupling strength A,, for optimized H,O
structures coupled to a) a single cavity mode and to b) two
orthogonal cavity modes. The bold line indicates the compo-
nent aligned with the cavity polarization axes, and the black
dashed dotted lines represent the field-free principal compo-
nents of the polarizability. ¢) Change in DSE contribution as
a function of the coupling strength \,,, compared to the initial
H,0 geometry for the single-mode case (green) and the two-
mode case (orange). The cavity frequency wiy, is 1744cm™".

In the single-mode case shown in Fig. 3 a) and the two-
mode case shown in Fig. 3 b) all three principal compo-
nents of « are reduced with increasing coupling strength
or, in other words, the interaction with the photon mode
contracts the electronic density. Therefore, it is logical
that the components aligned with the cavity polarization
axes (highlighted in bold) are the most affected. These
components already have the smallest value in the field-
free case, and the optimization reorients the molecule
so that these components align with the cavity polariza-
tion axes. For H,O these are the components orthogonal
to the molecular plane corresponding to the green lines
in Fig. 3 a) and b) and the one parallel to the molecu-
lar dipole moment corresponding to the orange lines in
Fig. 3 a) and b). As shown in Fig. 3 c¢), the observed
reorientation also minimizes the DSE contribution to the
coupled cavity-molecule system. This is in agreement



with our previous work [31] and a recent study by Lieben-
thal and DePrince [37]. In general, reorientation can be
rationalized as an effective way to reduce molecular po-
larizability along the cavity polarization axes and thus
minimizing the DSE contribution.

All results presented for the optimization of H,O reso-
nantly coupled to a single or two orthogonal cavity pho-
ton modes show that, without restriction of the rota-
tional degrees of freedom, the cavity interaction leads to
a reorientation of the molecule. This rotational motion
occurs for all coupling strengths and is more pronounced
than changes in the internal coordinates of H,O. For
higher coupling strengths, the rotational effects even be-
come visible in the vibro-polaritonic IR spectra.

B. Optimization of H,O, embedded in a cavity

The optimization of a H,O, molecule coupled to a sin-
gle photon mode and two to orthogonal photon modes
serves as the second example. The cavity is resonant
with the asymmetric bending mode of 1491 cm™!, and
the cavity polarization axis e in the case of a single mode
is aligned with the molecular dipole moment, which cor-
responds to the z axis of the laboratory frame. The op-
timized parameters for the coupled molecular cavity sys-
tem as a function of the coupling strength A,, and the
relevant part of the corresponding vibro-polaritonic IR
spectra are shown in Fig. 4.

Regardless of the coupling strength used, the dipole
moment of HyO, remains aligned with the polarization
axis of the single cavity mode, as shown in Fig. 4 b).
However, its size decreases significantly with increasing
coupling up to the situation where the dipole moment is
zero at A, = 0.150 au (see Fig. 4 a)). This large change in
the dipole moment with the increasing coupling strength
is induced by an increase in the dihedral angle, leading
to a planarization of H,O, (see orange line Fig. 4 d)).
For A,, = 0.150au the H,O, molecule becomes com-
pletely planar in a trans configuration, which results in a
zero dipole moment. Note that for this ¢rans structure,
the cavity polarization axis is orthogonal with respect to
the molecular plane, very similar to the H,O case. In
contrast, the bond lengths and the averaged bond angle
shown in Fig. 4 ¢) and Fig. 4 d), respectively, remain
nearly constant for increasing couplings strengths. The
observed change in the molecular geometry due to the
cavity interaction can be clearly seen in the correspond-
ing vibro-polaritonic IR spectra, shown in Fig. 4 ) and f)
for different coupling strengths. Details about the pho-
tonic characters of all relevant transitions can be found
in the Supporting Information. For smaller values of A,,,
as depicted in Fig. 4 e), there is a clear splitting into a LP
transition and a UP transition, which increases with in-
creasing coupling strength. If \,, is further increased,
the changes in dipole moment and dihedral angle are
more pronounced, which changes the vibro-polaritonic
IR spectra, see Fig. 4 ). These spectra are characterized
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FIG. 4. Optimized parameters of a H,O, molecule coupled
to a single photon mode of an optical cavity as a function of
the coupling strength A,,. a) Magnitude of the dipole mo-
ment || b) the angle ¢ between the polarization axis of the
cavity and the dipole moment of the molecule, c) averaged
OH bond length (purple) and OO bond length (orange) and
d) the averaged bond angle (purple) as well as the dihedral
angle (orange). The dashed-dotted lines in a)-d) indicate the
initial values. Relevant parts of the vibro-polaritonic IR spec-
tra for different coupling strengths (color-coded) are shown in
e) and f). The cavity frequency wy, is 1491 cm™! shown as
a black dashed line in e) and f). The cavity coupling A, in-
creases from 0.017 au to 0.150 au and the cavity polarization
axis is e = (0,0, 1).

by a single peak that is a pure molecular transition but
is red-shifted relative to the field-free asymmetric bend-
ing mode. For a coupling strength below 0.13 au a small
shoulder a slightly lower frequency is present. This signal
has a photonic character and is visible due to the weak
coupling of the photon mode with the twisting mode in
H,0, at 424cm™!. This mode is the most intense tran-
sition in the field-free spectrum and is characterized by
a change in the dihedral angle of H,O,. Similarly to the
rotational motion observed in H,O, this twisting mode
induces a dipole moment parallel to the polarization axis
of the cavity. However, as the coupling increases further
and Hy0, becomes more planar, this coupling weakens,
and only the single molecular peak remains visible.

To optimize the H,O, molecule coupled to a two mode
cavity, we add a second orthogonal cavity mode with the
same frequency and coupling strength. The two polariza-
tion axes are aligned with the z axis (e1) and the x axis
(e2) of the laboratory frame. The optimized parameters
as a function of the coupling strength A, and the rele-
vant part of the vibro-polaritonic IR spectra are shown
in Fig. 5

Optimization of HyO4 coupled to a two-mode cavity
setup leads to similar but significantly weaker changes
than in the case of coupling to a single cavity mode.
The dipole moment is reduced with increasing coupling



normalized 1

0 ° 9 )

1.5t ¢c) f)
= T e 06/ — 0.100
e —e— OH—— 00 ~ — 0.117

s YR

d) —o— OOH—a— HOOH £ .

~120 20.2
- Y S S e sl

100 0.0 4

0.05 0.10 0.15 1300 1350 1400 1450 1500 1550
Am (au) v(cm™1)

FIG. 5. Optimized parameters of a H,O, molecule coupled
to two orthogonal cavity photon modes as a function of the
coupling strength \,,. a) Magnitude of the dipole moment |u|
b) the angle ¢ between the cavity polarization axes and the
dipole moment of the molecule, c¢) averaged OH bond length
(purple) and OO bond length (orange) and d) the averaged
bond angle (purple) as well as the dihedral angle (orange).
The dashed-dotted lines in a)-d) indicate the initial values.
Relevant parts of the vibro-polaritonic IR spectra for different
coupling strengths (color-coded) are shown in e) and f). The
cavity frequency wp, is 1491 cm ™! shown as a black dashed line
in e) and f). The cavity coupling A, increases from 0.017 au
to 0.150 au and the cavity polarization axes are e; = (0,0, 1)
and ez = (1,0,0).

strength, see Fig. 5 a), while the dihedral angle is si-
multaneously increased, see Fig. 5 d) orange line. The
other internal coordinates of H,O,, shown in Fig. 2 ¢)
and d), are slightly more affected in the two-mode case,
but still in a rather insignificant way. Similarly to the
single-mode coupling, we do not observe any reorienta-
tion of the H,O, dipole moment with respect to the po-
larization axes for the two-mode case due to the chosen
orientation of the initial geometry. The dipole moment is
parallel to the polarization axis e; and therefore orthog-
onal to the other, as visualized in Fig. 5 b). Next, we
discuss the vibro-polaritonic IR spectra of the optimized
H,0, molecule coupled to a two-mode cavity. Fig. 5 e)
shows spectra for smaller coupling strengths, which can
be roughly divided into two groups. When \,, is less
than 0.05 au, a weak Rabi splitting is observed. The LP
transition and the UP transition are formed by the asym-
metric bending mode and the cavity photon mode with
the polarization axis e;. This ”standard” pair of LP and
UP is present in all spectra and the Rabi splitting in-
creases with increasing coupling strength, see Fig. 5 e)
and f). But similar to the case of H,O coupled with two
cavity modes, a third weaker signal is present first as a
shoulder (A, = 0.05au Fig. 5 ¢)) later as a distinct peak
as shown in Fig. 5 f). This weaker "middle” signal is
mostly photonic and is characterized by the cavity pho-
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FIG. 6. Principal components of the polarizability « as a func-
tion of the coupling strength A,, for optimized H,O, struc-
tures coupled to a single cavity mode a) and to two cavity
modes b). The bold line indicates the component aligned
with the cavity polarization axes, and the black dashed dot-
ted lines represent the field-free principal components of the
polarizability. ¢) Change in DSE contribution as a function
of the coupling strength \,, compared to the initial H,O4 ge-
ometry for the single-mode case (green) and the two-mode
case (orange). The cavity frequency wp, is resonant with the
bending mode (1491 cm™1).

ton mode with the polarization axis e;. In line with the
single-mode case, this transition is due to a weak cou-
pling to the twisting mode in H,O, for higher coupling
strengths. A visualization of the photonic characters of
all relevant transitions can be found in the Supporting
Information.

As discussed for the optimization of HyO, we also want
to understand the observed changes in H,O, due to the
cavity interaction by analyzing the polarizability o and
the DSE contribution. The principal components of the
polarizability tensor « and the change in the DSE contri-
bution are shown in Fig. 6 as a function of the coupling
strength for both optimized H,O,-cavity systems.

Consistent with the H,O results shown in Fig. 3, in
both the single-mode case and the two-mode case, all
three principal components of the polarizability « de-



crease with increasing coupling strength, see Fig. 6 a)
and b). The components aligned with the cavity po-
larization axes, highlighted in bold, are more strongly
reduced by the cavity interaction, while especially for
the single-mode case Fig. 6 a) the other two compo-
nents remain almost unchanged. We do not see reori-
entation of H,O, for the cavity polarization axes stud-
ied in the single-mode and two-mode cases, since for the
chosen molecular ordination the axes are already aligned
with the smallest polarizability components o and a'’.
Consequently, the observed reduction in polarizability is
achieved only by geometrical changes and the direct re-
sponse of the electronic structure to the cavity photon
field. These geometrical changes and the electronic re-
sponse also minimizes the DSE contribution. The change
in Epgp is plotted as a function of A, in Fig. 6 c).
Interestingly, the energy change is much larger for the
single-mode case (green line) compared to the two-mode
case (orange line), although the change in « is compara-
ble. To explain this, we have to consider that the total
DSE contribution can be separated into a one-electron
and two-electron part [31, 33, 36]. uniquly The behavior
of the one-electron contribution, and usually larger part,
can be estimated by the polarizability, while the two-
electron contribution is defined by the dipole moment.
Since in the single-mode case H,O, planarizes with in-
creasing coupling strength, its dipole moment vanishes
and the two-electron part of the DSE is zero. Conse-
quently, in the single-mode case, the change in DSE re-
flects both the decrease in polarizability and the decrease
in the dipole moment. The present result for the opti-
mization of H,O and H,0, coupled to an optical cavity
clearly shows that not only the dipole moment of the
molecule is important, but also the polarizability is a de-
cisive factor in determining the influence of the molecule-
cavity interaction.

IIT. CONCLUSION

To conclude, we studied the importance of geome-
try relaxation and relative orientation in the context of
molecules coupled to the photon modes of optical cavi-
ties. Both effects are currently neglected in most compu-
tational studies in the field of polaritonic chemistry. As
two illustrative examples, we have optimized H,O and
H,0O, resonantly coupled to one or two cavity photon
modes. For the case of H,O, the predominant effect ob-
served during the optimization processes is a rotation
that leads to a reorientation of the molecule with re-
spect to the photon modes. Surprisingly, we could even
observe an effect of the restricted rotational degrees of
freedom on the vibro-polaritonic IR spectrum for larger
coupling strengths. These results clearly show that ro-
tational motion is no longer an unrestricted degree of
freedom in a cavity molecular system that can be ne-
glected. In contrast, for the optimization of H,0,, no
rotational motion occurred for the chosen initial condi-

tions (orientation of the molecule and polarization axes
of the cavity), and geometric relaxation is more impor-
tant. Consequently, the interpretation of computational
studies based on fixed molecular structures and fixed ori-
entation should be viewed with caution. Comparing the
optimizations of H,0, coupled to one- and two-cavity
modes, we want to highlight that the results have some
similarities, but also show significant differences. The
more realistic two-mode case with two cavity modes pre-
dicts smaller changes in the molecular structure, while
the single-mode case overemphasizes them, even leading
to a planar structure of HyO,.

In agreement with recent studies [31, 37], we can con-
firm the minimization of the DSE contribution as the
driving force for both orientation and geometrical relax-
ation. The DSE has been shown [31, 38-40] to be strictly
necessary to obtain a finite polarization and a bounded
solution. However, despite its importance, DSE is still a
rather abstract idea, so we derived a more accessible con-
cept to estimate the effect of cavity interaction on molec-
ular geometry. We are able to explain the observed ro-
tation of the cavity-coupled molecule by determining the
main components of the polarizability tensor a. Without
fixing its orientation, the molecule will reorient so that
the cavity mode polarization axes align with the smallest
components of the polarizability. With respect to geo-
metric relaxation, we observed two effects: First, it aims
to reduce the polarizability of the molecule and, second,
it also reduces the dipole moment itself. The evaluation
of both the dipole moment and the polarizability is likely
to be a useful and simple tool to evaluate the possibil-
ity of influencing molecules and chemical reactions by
strong light-matter interaction inside an optical cavity.
Exploring the changes in orientation and geometries in
molecular ensembles are a logical next step.

IV. METHODS
A. Theoretical background

Starting from the non-relativistic Pauli-Fierz Hamil-
tonian in the length gauge representation [41-45]
we apply the cavity Born-Oppenheimer approximation
(CBOA) [46-49] to simulate molecules interacting with
the confined electromagnetic field in an optical cavity
under VSC conditions. By making use of a general-
ized Born-Huang expansion [45, 50] the cavity modes are
grouped with the nuclei and the resulting electronic sub-
system can be solved in an ab-initio manner [31, 33, 51).
Atomic units (h = 4meg = m, = 1) are used in the fol-
lowing unless otherwise noted, and bold symbols denote
vectors. The electronic CBOA Hamiltonian for multiple
cavity modes takes the form of

Nm
. N 1 .
Hecpo = Hel+z iwznqgn*wQO (Am : /1')+§ (Am : /1')2 y



where fi represents the molecular dipole operator, which
is defined by the operators of the N,; electron coordinates
7 and the classic coordinates R of the Ny, nuclei. Hel
is the Hamiltonian for the field-free many-electron sys-
tem. FEach of the N, cavity modes contributes three
additional terms to the electronic Hamiltonian. The first
term is a harmonic potential introduced by the photon
displacement field, with the classic photon displacement
coordinate ¢, and w,, being the frequency of the cavity
mode. The second term describes the dipole coupling be-
tween the molecular system and the photon displacement
field, which is characterized by the coupling strength A,,
The last term is the DSE operator [38-40], which is an
energy contribution that describes the self-polarization
of the molecule-cavity system. The cavity mode-specific
coupling parameter A, for a cavity with effective mode
volume V,, is defined as follows:

47

A = €mAm .
N Vi

=€nm (2)
The unit vector e, denotes the polarization axis of the
cavity mode m.

The many-electron problem described by Eq. 1 can be
solved using the CBO-HF approach [31]. The resulting
energy Ecopo is a function of the nuclear coordinates R
and the photon displacement coordinates q, represented
as a vector grouping all g,:

=(Ecpo)(R,q) = (Eu)(R) (3)
Ny

+Z<E§ZZ) R.qn) + (B ) (R

Ecgo

+ Edzs Qm)

The first derivative of the energy Ecpo with respect to
the nuclear and photon displacement coordinates can be
calculated analytically [35] and defines the CBO-HF gra-
dient gopo as a (3N4 + Nyy) vector, where N4 is the
number of atoms in the molecule.

g = VEcBo (4)

Based on the analytic gradients, the CBO-Hessian ma-
trix H of size (3N4 + Npr) (3Na + Nyy) is accessible via
finite differences [35].

g; (xi+A) —g;(v; — A)

H;; =V,g; ~

with z; being a nuclear or displacement coordinate. The
molecular polarizability tensor a at the CBO-HF level is
calculated as the first derivative of the CBO-HF dipole
moment vector with respect to a small external field, also
using finite differences. Both the analytic gradient and
the numerical Hessian can be used to optimize molecules
coupled to cavity photon modes. In this manuscript we
use the Broyden—Fletcher—Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) al-
gorithm:

Tni1 =T, — H 'gopo, (6)

where x is the combined nuclear and displacement coor-
dinate vector (3N4 + Nas) and gopo the gradient vec-
tor. The approximate Hessian matrix H at each point
n is updated with the Hessian matrix at stage n — 1 ac-
cording to:

-E[n—l Az - AmTIEIn_l

AzT - H, ;- Az

. Ag - Ag”
AgT - Ax

H,=H, (7)

A detailed benchmark of the implemented BFGS algo-
rithm against the Steepest Descent method and the New-
ton—Raphson method can be found in the Supporting In-
formation.

B. Computational details

The BFGS algorithm, the necessary analytical gradi-
ents and the numerical Hessian for the CBO-HF ansatz
have been implemented in the PsidNumPy environ-
ment [52], which is an extension of the PSI4 [53] elec-
tronic structure package. All calculations were performed
using the aug-cc-pVDZ basis set [54] and all geometries
were pre-optimized at the Hartree-Fock level of theory.
In all CBO-HF calculations performed in this work, we
consider a lossless cavity. The coupling strength \,,
is chosen between 0.015au and 0.150au to assess the
medium and strong coupling situation in the case of a
single molecule. We emphasize that parts of the light-
matter coupling used here are significantly larger than
what can presently be achieved in experiments. For ex-
ample, \,, = 0.lau corresponds to an effective mode
volume of less than 0.2nm? , which is less than the typi-
cal mode volumes of approximately 10.0 nm? that can be
achieved in plasmonic cavities [1, 55].

The CBO-HF energy and gradients depend on the rela-
tive orientation of the molecule and the polarization axes
of the cavity. For this reason, the internal coordinate sys-
tem traditionally used to optimize molecular geometries
is a poor choice because it neglects spatial orientation.
Therefore, all geometry optimizations in this work were
performed using Cartesian coordinates. For the first step
of the BFGS optimization, the exact Hessian matrix was
computed, and to improve convergence for the H,O opti-
mization, the exact Hessian was recomputed after every
10th step. The maximum component and the root mean
square deviation of the gradient and the displacement
vector are used as convergence criteria. For the gradient,
both must be less than 10~° au and for the displacement
vector, both must be less than 104 au. The semiclassi-
cal harmonic approximation [35] was used to determine
the normal modes and frequencies of the optimized cou-
pled cavity-molecular systems. All optimized structures
discussed in this manuscript are real minima, since they
have no imaginary frequencies.
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S1 Vibro-Polaritonic Normal Modes Analysis

The general concept of performing a normal mode analysis in the cavity Born-Oppenheimer
approximation (CBOA) was introduced in our previous work,! and the reader is referred
to the paper for details of the theory. For convenience, the main ideas are summarized
in the following. The harmonic approximation gives access to the normal modes a;. In
CBOA the normal mode vectors have terms a. describing the change in the classical photon
2

displacement field coordinates g,,. The value of |a.|* for a given normal mode is a measure

of how strongly the corresponding vibrational transition interacts with the photon field. For
an uncoupled light-matter system, a pure molecular transition is characterized by a |a.|*
value of zero, whereas the bare photon mode has a value of one. Note that due to the

length gauge description ¢, and the corresponding value a. are no longer a pure photonic

|2 can still be used as a probe to

quantity if light and matter are coupled.?* However, |a.
identify how photonic the corresponding vibrational transition is. The information obtained
is comparable to the coefficients in the Hopfield models.®

In the following, we use the |a.|? values to characterize all relevant transitions in the
vibro-polaritonic IR spectra of all optimized structures. For the case of the coupled H,O-
cavity system, we also discuss the signal intensities Z in the harmonic approximation. The
intensities are calculated as the projection of the dipole moment gradient on the normal

mode vectors a;:

= (V{a)-a). (S1)

Fig. S1 shows the |a.|? values and the harmonic intensities Z of the relevant transitions
as a function of the coupling strength )\, for optimized H,O-cavity systems.

In the case of a single cavity mode coupled to H,O, only three transitions are relevant
to explain the spectral features in the vicinity of 1744 cm™!. The main transition v, shown
as a green dashed line in Fig. S1 a) and b) corresponds to the molecular bending mode. It

does not hybridize with the photon mode and its intensity is constant with increasing A,,.
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Figure S1: Relevant |a.|* values and harmonic intensities Z as a function of the coupling

strength A, for optimized H,O structures coupled to a single cavity mode a) and b) as well
as to two orthogonal cavity modes ¢), d), e) and f). The values for the cavity mode with
the polarization axis ey orthogonal to the dipole moment are given in ¢) and d) and for the
one with the polarization axis e; parallel to the dipole moment in e) and f). The cavity
frequency w, is 1744 cm™~! and the cavity coupling ), increases from 0.015au to 0.123 au.

In contrast, vy, shown as purple in Fig. S1 a) and b), is purely photonic at low coupling and
has an intensity close to zero. With increasing coupling strength, v; begins to weakly pair
to a rotational mode (v orange line). As a consequence, vg becomes slightly photonic and
at the same time v; gains intensity.

In the case of H,O coupled to two orthogonal cavity modes, we divide the discussion
into two parts: First, the photon mode orthogonal to the dipole moment shown in Fig. S1
c¢) and d) and second, the one parallel to the dipole mode shown in Fig. S1 e) and f). For
the orthogonal cavity mode, the picture is almost identical to the single-mode case. The

photon mode transition v, starts almost decoupled and dark but starts to weakly couple to



the rotational mode transition v with increasing coupling strength. In contrast, in the case
of the parallel cavity mode, the transitions v and 5 are clearly hybridized already for low
coupling strengths and stay so for increasing \,,.

In Fig. S2 we show the |a.|?

values of the four relevant transitions for the optimized
H,0, molecule coupled to a single cavity mode as a function of the coupling strength A,,.

The asymmetric bending mode transition v, (pink) and the cavity photon mode transition

1.0

0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100 0.125 0.150
Am (au)

Figure S2: |a.|* values of the four relevant transitions for the optimized H,0O, molecule
coupled to a single cavity mode as a function of the coupling strength \,,. The cavity
frequency w, is 1491 cm~! and the cavity coupling ), increases from 0.015au to 0.150 au.

v3 (green) are clearly hybridized for low coupling strengths, smaller than 0.075au. Due to
geometrical changes, the cavity photon mode transition v3 decouples from v, for larger A,
and starts to interact weakly with the H,O, twisting mode (v, purple). For even higher
coupling strengths and close to planarization, v3 is weakly coupled to a rotational mode (vg
orange), similar to the H,O case.

The |a.|* values of the four relevant transitions for the optimized H,0, molecule coupled
to two orthogonal cavity modes are depicted in Fig. S3.

For the orthogonal cavity mode Fig. S3 a), the corresponding photon mode transition v,
(green) starts almost decoupled and dark, but starts to couple weakly to the H,O, twisting
mode (v; orange) with increasing coupling strength. In contrast, in the case of the parallel
cavity mode Fig. S3 b), the transitions vz and v are clearly hybridized already at low

coupling strengths and stay so for increasing \,,.

4
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Figure S3: |a.|* values of the four relevant transitions for the optimized H,O, molecule
coupled to two orthogonal cavity modes as a function of the coupling strength A,,. a) For
the cavity mode with the polarization axis ey orthogonal to the dipole moment and b) for
the one with the polarization axis e; parallel to the dipole moment. The cavity frequency
W, is 1491 em ™! and the cavity coupling )\, increases from 0.015au to 0.150 au.

S2 Benchmark Optimization Methods and Parameters

We benchmark the performance of various algorithms for the optimization of coupled molecular-
cavity systems in the CBOA representation. As a test case, we optimize a H,O molecule
coupled to a cavity. For the case of a single cavity mode, e is neither parallel nor orthogonal
to the molecular plane. In the case of two modes, e; is in the molecular plane and e, is
aligned with the normal vector of the molecular plane. The simplest algorithm used is the
Steepest Descent (SD) method, which requires only the gradient in each optimization step.
The most computationally intensive is the Newton—Raphson (NR) method, which requires
the exact Hessian matrix in each step. The Broyden—Fletcher—-Goldfarb—Shanno (BFGS)
algorithm offers a middle ground between SD and NR in terms of computational complexity.
It uses an updating scheme that approximates the Hessian matrix at each point n using the
gradient, the displacement, and the Hessian matrix at step n — 1. For the simplest version
of the BFGS method, the identity matrix is used as an approximate Hessian at n = 0. To
improve the performance, the exact Hessian can be used in the first step and during the
optimization the exact Hessian can be recomputed after a certain number of steps. We have

included an augmented Hessian method for each optimization routine in which we use the



exact Hessian to ensure that the Hessian matrix is positively defined.

Tos1 = @, — (H — (min (€) +7))1) "' g. (52)

Here, min (¢) is the smallest eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix and 7 is a small number
to prevent the augmented Hessian matrix from being non-invertible. The augmentation is
necessary to avoid inadvertently optimizing a transition state or a higher-order saddle point.

Fig. S4 shows the convergence behavior for different optimization algorithms.
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Figure S4: Energy convergence for the optimization of a single H,O molecule coupled to a)
one cavity photon mode or b) two cavity photon modes for w,, = 1744.0cm™! and \,, =
0.031 au using different optimization routines. The different optimization routines are color-
coded. The different versions of the BFGS method are labeled as follows: BFGS started
with the identity matrix and no Hessian was computed, BFGS-HO started with the exact
Hessian, and BFGS-H10 started with the exact Hessian and recomputed it every 10th step.
The starting point and the converged end point are marked.

The SD method does not converge within the maximum number of 250 steps. The NR

method and all versions of the BFGS method converge to the same minimum structure. As



expected, the NR method shows the fastest convergence, while the simplest BFGS version
needs about three times more optimization steps. Including Hessian information in the
BFGS algorithm significantly speeds up convergence, especially when the exact Hessian is
recomputed during optimization. In Fig. S5 the energy convergence for different intervals

for the reactivation of the Hessian is shown.

BFGS

‘a)

1072
BFGS-HO
10-3 BFGS-H20 |

BFGS-H10

tieet

3104 BFGS-H5
g
<
1073
1076
1077
10-2»b)
1073
< 1074}
E —+— BGFS
10-5} —@— BFGS-HO
—@— BFGS-H20
106} —v— BFGS-H10
—— BFGS-H5 Y
=7 L L L L L L ! L
1075 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

#steps

Figure S5: Energy convergence for the optimization of a single H,O molecule coupled to a)
one cavity photon mode or b) two cavity photon modes for w,, = 1744.0cm™" and \,, =
0.031 au using different versions of the BFGS routine. Different intervals for recalculation of
the exact Hessian are color-coded. TheBFGS results without the exact Hessian are shown
in black. The starting point and the converged end point are marked.

For the case of H,O coupled to a single cavity mode (Fig. S6 a)), recalculating the
exact Hessian during optimization significantly speeds up convergence. However, changing
the interval from every 20th step to every 5th step shows only a small improvement. This
finding also holds for the case of two orthogonal cavity modes, shown in Fig. S6 b).

To improve convergence and overall stability, we implement a trust-radius approach com-

bined with a backtracking line search in our optimization routines. The trust-radius approach



sets an upper bound R for the step size, while the backtracking line search further reduces the
step size if the energy increases along the step. The latter comes with a coast of additional
single-point calculations during each optimization step. The energy convergence for different
trust radii R is shown in Fig. S6 and for different number of iterations of the backtracking

line search is shown in Fig. S7.
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Figure S6: Energy convergence for the optimization of a single H,O molecule coupled to a)
one cavity photon mode or b) two cavity photon modes for w,, = 1744.0cm™! and \,, =
0.031 au using the BFGS routine recalculating the Hessian in every 10th step and 5 steps in
the backtracking line search. Different values for the trust radius R are color-coded. The
starting point and the converged end point are marked.

The chosen size of the trust radius R has only a small influence on convergence, and a
value of 0.8 au shows the best results (green line in Fig. S6). In contrast, the number of
iterations of the backtracking line search has an impact on both stability and convergence.
With more steps in the line search, the average step size is getting smaller, and therefore
more steps are needed. However, without line search (blue line in Fig. S7), the energy change

is highly fluctuating, making optimization more unstable. The best results in both stability
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Figure S7: Energy convergence for the optimization of a single H,O molecule coupled to a)
one cavity photon mode or b) two cavity photon modes for w,, = 1744.0cm™! and \,, =
0.031 au using the BFGS routine recalculating the Hessian in every 10th step and a trust
radius of 0.8 au. Different numbers of steps in the backtracking line search are color-coded.
The starting point and the converged end point are marked.

and convergence are achieved for 5 steps in the backtracking line search (orange line in

Fig. S7)



S3 Optimized geometries

S3.1 Optimized H,O coupled to a single cavity mode

All optimizations were performed using the BFGS method, starting from the exact Hessian
matrix in the first step and recalculating it after every 10th step. The minima found were
verified to have no imaginary frequency.

Table 1: A,, = 0.015au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 —0.0282 —0.1101
H 0.0000 —0.6170 0.6273
H 0.0000 0.8425 0.2536

Table 2: \,, = 0.031au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 —0.0260 —0.1107
H 0.0000 —0.6294  0.6146
H 0.0000 0.8370 —0.2707

Table 3: A,, = 0.046 au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 -0.0252 —0.1108
H 0.0000 —0.6335 0.6107
H 0.0000 0.8349 0.2766
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Table 4: \,, = 0.062 au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 —0.0070 —0.1134
H 0.0000 —0.7233 0.5000
H 0.0000 0.7791 0.4075

Table 5: A,, = 0.077au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 —0.2666 —0.1105
H 0.0000 —0.6247 0.6182
H 0.0000 0.8379 0.2655

Table 6: A,, = 0.093 au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O  0.0000 —0.0036  0.1136
H  0.0000 —-0.7372 —0.4779
H  0.0000  0.7658 —0.4305

Table 7: A,, = 0.101 au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 0.0099 0.1132
H 0.0000 —0.7880 —0.3874
H 0.0000 0.7091 —0.5179

Table 8: \,, = 0.123 au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O 0.0000 0.0027 —0.1135
H 0.0000 -0.7614  0.4363
H 0.0000 0.7398 0.4720

11



S3.2 Optimized H,O coupled to two orthogonal cavity modes

All optimizations were performed using the BFGS method, starting from the exact Hessian
matrix in the first step and recalculating it after every 10th step. The minima found were

verified to have no imaginary frequency.

Table 9: A, = 0.015au, ¢; = —1.5005 au and g, = 0.0000 au.

O -0.1136 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4542 0.0000 0.7535
H 0.4542 0.0000 —0.7535

Table 10: A\, = 0.031 au, ¢g; = —3.0012 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

O —-0.1135 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4536 0.0000 0.7535
H 0.4536 0.0000 —0.7535

Table 11: A, = 0.046 au, q; = —4.5021 au and ¢ = 0.0000 au.

O —-0.1132 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4526 0.0000 0.7536
H 0.4526 0.0000 —0.7536
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Table 12: A\, = 0.062 au, g; = —6.0033 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

O -0.1129 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4513 0.0000 0.7537
H 0.4513 0.0000 —0.7537

Table 13: A, = 0.077au, ¢; = —7.5050 au and g2 = 0.0000 au.

O —-0.1125 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4497 0.0000 0.7538
H 0.4497 0.0000 —0.7538

Table 14: X, = 0.093 au, ¢; = —9.0068 au and ¢ = 0.0000 au.

O -0.1120 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4480 0.0000 0.7538
H 0.4480 0.0000 —0.7538

Table 15: A\,, = 0.101 au, ¢; = —10.5084 au and g, = 0.0000 au.

O -0.1114 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4453 0.0000 0.7542
H 0.4460 0.0000 —0.7542

Table 16: A, = 0.123 au, ¢ = —12.0095 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

O -0.1108 0.0000 0.0000
H 0.4430 0.0000 0.7543
H 0.4430 0.0000 —0.7543
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S3.3 Optimized H,0O, coupled to a single cavity mode

All optimizations were performed using the BFGS method, starting from the exact Hessian

matrix in the first step. The minima found were verified to have no imaginary frequency.

Table 17: X\,, = 0.017au and ¢; = 1.8231 au.

O -0.1693 -0.6737  0.0575
H 0.5197 —1.0623 —0.4600
O 0.1693 0.6737  0.0575
H —-0.5197 1.0623 —0.4600

Table 18: A,, = 0.033 au and ¢; = 3.5933 au.

O -0.1066 —0.6864 0.0566
H 0.6204 —1.0101 —0.4529
O 0.1066 0.6864 0.0566
H -0.6204 1.0101 —0.4529

Table 19: \,, = 0.050 au and ¢; = 5.2569 au.

O -0.1731 -0.6727  0.0551
H 0.5276 —1.0669 —0.4406
O 0.1731 0.6727  0.0551
H -0.5276 1.0669 —0.4406
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Table 20: \,, = 0.067 au and ¢; = 6.7444 au.

)

H
O
H

—0.1766
0.5342
0.1766

—0.5342

—0.6719
—1.0711
0.6719
1.0711

0.0529
—0.4229
0.0529
—0.4229

Table 21: A,, = 0.083 au and ¢; = 8.7840 au.

)

H
O
H

—0.1869

0.5535

0.1869

—0.5535

—0.6693
—1.0840
0.6693
1.0840

0.0456
—0.3644
0.0456
—0.3644

Table 22: A\,, = 0.100 au and ¢; = 8.9450 au.

O
H
O
H

—0.1944

0.5662

0.1944

—0.5662

—0.6675
—1.0934
0.6675
1.0934

0.0396
—0.3169
0.0396
—0.3169

Table 23: A\,, = 0.117au and ¢; = 7.7993 au.

O

H
O
H

—0.2030
0.5841
0.2030

—0.5841

—0.6656
—1.1051
0.6656
1.1051

0.0301
—0.2407
0.0301
—0.2407

Table 24: X, = 0.133 au and ¢; = 0.0007 au.

O

H
O
H

—0.2124
0.6112
0.2124

—0.6112

—0.6638
—1.1193
0.6638
1.1193

0.0251
—0.1507
0.0251
—0.1507

Table 25: \,, = 0.150 au and ¢; = 0.0000 au.

O

H
O
H

—0.2130
0.6097
0.2130

—0.5197

—0.6631
—1.1189
0.6097
1.1189
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0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000



S3.4 Optimized H,0O, coupled to two orthogonal cavity modes

All optimizations were performed using the BFGS method, starting from the exact Hessian

matrix in the first step. The minima found were verified to have no imaginary frequency.

Table 26: \,, = 0.017 au, ¢; = 1.8296 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

O —-0.2056 —0.6635 0.0577
H 0.4597 —1.0887 —0.4618
O 0.2056 0.6635 0.0577
H —0.4597 1.0887 —0.4618

Table 27: X,, = 0.033 au, ¢; = 3.6526 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

O —-0.2060 —0.6630 0.0575
H 0.4591 —1.0894 —0.4602
O 0.2060 0.6630 0.0575
H —0.4591 1.0894 —0.4602

Table 28: \,, = 0.050 au, ¢; = 5.4627 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

O -0.2067 —0.6623 0.0572
H 0.4581 —1.0904 —0.4575
O 0.2067  0.6623 0.0572
H —0.4581 1.0904 —0.4575

16



Table 29: \,, = 0.067 au, ¢; = 7.2555 au and g, = 0.0000 au.

)

H
O
H

Table 30: A,, = 0.083 au, ¢; = 9.0194 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

—0.2076
0.4569
0.2076

—0.4569

—0.6612
—1.0920
0.6612
1.0920

0.0567
—0.4539
0.0567
—0.4539

O
H
O
H

Table 31: A\,, = 0.100 au, ¢; = 10.7484 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

—0.2085
0.4555
0.2085

—0.4555

—0.6600
—1.0938
0.6600
1.0938

0.0562
—0.4493
0.0562
—0.4493

O
H
O
H

Table 32: A\, = 0.117au, ¢; = 12.4338 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

—0.2097
0.4538
0.2097

—0.4538

—0.6585
—1.0961
0.6585
1.0961

0.0555
—0.4437
0.0555
—0.4437

O

H
O
H

Table 33: \,, = 0.133 au, ¢; = 14.0671 au and g, = 0.0000 au.

—0.2111
0.4519
0.2111

—0.4519

—0.6568
—1.0988
0.6568
1.0988

0.0547
—0.4372
0.0547
—0.4372

O
H
O
H

Table 34: \,, = 0.150 au, ¢; = 15.6389 au and ¢, = 0.0000 au.

—0.2126
0.4495
0.2126

—0.4495

—0.6548
—1.1018
0.6548
1.1018

0.0537
—0.4300
0.0537
—0.4300

O
H
O
H

—0.2144
0.4468
0.2144

—0.4468

—0.6526
—1.1053
0.6526
1.1053
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0.0527
—0.4219
0.0527
—0.4219
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