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Abstract 

As the dimensions of plasmonic structures or the field confinement length approach the mean free path 

of electrons, mesoscopic optical response effects, including nonlocality, electron density spill-in or spill-

out, and Landau damping, are expected to become observable. In this work, we present a quantum-

informed local analogue model (QILAM) that maps these nonclassical optical responses onto a local 

dielectric film. The primary advantage of this model lies in its compatibility with the highly efficient 

boundary element method (BEM), which includes retardation effects and eliminates the need to 

incorporate wavevector-dependent permittivity. Furthermore, our approach offers a unified framework 

that connects two important semiclassical theories: the generalized nonlocal optical response (GNOR) 

theory and the Feibelman d-parameters formalism. We envision that QILAM could evolve into a 

multiscale electrodynamic tool for exploring nonclassical optical responses in diverse plasmonic 

structures in future. This could be achieved by directly translating mesoscopic effects into observable 

phenomena, such as plasmon resonance energy shifts and linewidth broadening in the scattering spectrum. 
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Introduction 

Plasmonics, a cornerstone of nanophotonics, explores the interaction between photons and 

collective electron oscillations 1-3, which has evolved into an interdisciplinary research field 

encompassing optics, materials science, chemistry, biology, and energy over the past three 

decades 4-10. This evolution has been facilitated by the adaptable nature of plasmon resonances 

in metal nanoparticles, known as particle plasmons 11,12. Previous studies investigating particle 

plasmons in metal nanoparticles primarily relied on classical electrodynamics within the 

framework of the local-response approximation (LRA)13,14. However, as plasmonic 

nanostructures approach dimensions close to the mean free path of electrons, the LRA proves 

inadequate in delineating the optical response of metal nanostructures. Experimental 

observations have revealed deviations from the classical LRA description, prompting the 

nanophotonics community to explore the quantum origins of these phenomena 15-20. 

Nonetheless, the computational demands of quantum-based theoretical frameworks, such as 

density-functional theory (DFT), limit their applicability to very small system sizes 21
，22. In 

response, researchers have adopted semi-classical approaches that integrate quantum-informed 

corrections to overcome the limitations of LRA model. 

One important semi-classical approach, the generalized nonlocal optical response (GNOR) 

theory, proposed by Mortensen et al., incorporates a classical diffusion constant (𝒟) in the 

hydrodynamic (HDM) model, allowing us to overcome our limited understanding of 

microscopic details related to many-body interactions23-25. The GNOR theory has been 

successfully applied to explain induced-charge screening and surface-enabled Landau damping. 

However, it relies on hard-wall boundary conditions and does not account for electron density 

spill-out or spill-in effects. Moreover, determining the value of 𝒟 is not always straightforward. 

Another important approach is able to overcome the limitations imposed by hard-wall 

constraints is to introduce surface-response functions at the metal boundary as proposed by 

Peter Feibelman 26. Feibelman d-parameters, 𝑑⊥(𝜔) and 𝑑∥(𝜔), represent the surface-response 

parameters that allow for the inclusion of nonlocality and electron density spill-out or spill-in 

effects 27,28. Specifically, the spatial distribution of the induced surface charge can be described 

by 𝑑⊥(𝜔), while surface conduction by surface states is accounted by 𝑑∥(𝜔). These surface 

terms can be equivalently incorporated as a set of mesoscopic boundary conditions for the 

conventional macroscopic Maxwell equations 29,30. A major challenge in implementing the 

Feibelman d-parameters theory is obtaining the Feibelman parameters for relevant metal 

surfaces. While progress has been made in determining Feibelman parameters for certain metal 

surfaces using quasi-normal-mode perturbation theory and atomic layer potential-random-
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phase approximation (ALP-RPA) theory 31,32, determining the Feibelman d-parameters for 

nanoparticles, particularly those with surface chemistry functionalization, remains a 

challenging task.  

In this work, we present a quantum-informed local analogue model (QILAM) that offers 

a unified framework connecting the GNOR theory and Feibelman d-parameters theory.  As the 

GNOR diffusion term and Feibelman d-parameters are significant only at the metal surface, a 

metal domain can be divided into its interior bulk part, well described by bulk optical 

parameters, and a thinner transition region between the bulk part and the exterior environment, 

which accounts for the quantum and nonlocal effects at the metal-local environment surface 29. 

The dielectric permittivity of this transition region can be determined either from the electron 

diffusion constant and electron convection constant (𝒟 and 𝛽), or from the Feibelman 

parameters (𝑑⊥(𝜔) and 𝑑∥(𝜔)). To achieve this aim, we first find analytical expressions for the 

d-parameters by employing the semi-classical infinite-barrier (SCIB) model in conjunction with 

the GNOR theory 24,32,33. Subsequently, we obtained the effective response functions for the 

metal surface covered with layers within Feibelman’s formalism. Our model incorporates the 

influence of the local environment and electron diffusion effects with a dielectric layer, ensuring 

causality, compared to other local analogue models. We demonstrate that our QILAM they can 

be easily implemented with the boundary element method (BEM) simulation platform, as it 

does not require implementing the wavevector-dependent permittivity 34. Furthermore, we 

compare our model with the LRA and our previous generalized nonlocal optical response 

theory-based local analogue model (GNORLAM) for the plasmonic optical properties of single 

nanorod and nanosphere dimer structures 35. Both the QILAM and GNORLAM theories predict 

size-dependent linewidth (Γ) broadening and plasmon resonance energy (Eres) blue shifts in 

single metallic nanoparticles, as well as separation-dependent broadening of Γ and blue shifts 

in Eres for nanosphere dimer structures. However, the GNORLAM exhibits more damping 

effects compared to the QILAM, which is consistent with previous research 36. The observed 

variation may stem from the hard wall boundary condition imposed by GNORLAM, indicating 

a stringent confinement of electrons within the metallic structure. Our research provides a 

method to connect the phenomenological GNOR parameter (𝒟 and 𝛽) to the frequency-

dependent microscopic surface-response function in Feibelman parameters (𝑑⊥(𝜔) and 𝑑∥(𝜔)). 

In future, we envision that QILAM may pave the way for establishing a direct procedure a 

direct procedure to extract 𝑑⊥(𝜔) and 𝑑∥(𝜔) in various plasmonics structures by comparing the 

experimentally obtained spectral characteristics, such as Eres and Γ from standard dark-field 

spectroscopic measurements. 
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Results 

Theoretical derivation of quantum-informed local analogue model. To clarify the 

advancements in this contribution within the field of nanoplasmonic simulations, we 

delineate the connection between Hydrodynamic (HDM) theory and generalized nonlocal 

optical response (GNOR) theory with Feibelman d-parameters formalism, extending it 

further to local simulation platforms. The theoretical modeling of plasmonic phenomena in 

nanooptics primarily relies on Maxwell's equations, which describe the optical response of 

metals through constitutive relations connecting the material's response to the applied field. 

Mathematically, these relations are expressed as 37: 

𝑫(𝒓, 𝜔) = 𝜀0 ∫ 𝑑𝒓́ 𝜀(𝒓, 𝒓́, 𝜔)𝑬(𝒓́, 𝜔)                                 (1) 

𝑱(𝒓, 𝜔) = ∫ 𝑑𝒓́ 𝜎(𝒓, 𝒓́, 𝜔)𝑬(𝒓́, 𝜔)                                      (2) 

Here 𝜀(𝒓, 𝒓́, 𝜔) and 𝜎(𝒓, 𝒓́, 𝜔)  represent the frequency-dependent nonlocal dielectric 

function and conductivity, respectively. These equations indicate that the response of a metal at 

a given point r  depends on the electric field at neighboring points 𝒓́  through the nonlocal 

permittivity and conductivity. In a homogeneous medium, the nonlocal permittivity depends 

spatially on 𝒓 − 𝒓́ , allowing transformation of Eq.1 and Eq.2  into k-space as:  

𝑫(𝒌, 𝜔) = 𝜀0𝜀(𝒌, 𝜔)𝑬(𝒌, 𝜔)                                       (3) 

𝑱(𝒌, 𝜔) = 𝜎(𝒌, 𝜔)𝑬(𝒌, 𝜔)                                           (4) 

The nonlocal response is clearly linked to the k-dependent dielectric function and 

conductivity. In the case of isotropic response, the dependence solely lies on the magnitude of  

k, regardless of its direction. Thus, to incorporate the nonlocal effect, determining how to 

describe the k-dependent dielectric function and conductivity is imperative. A widely-used and 

effective method for describing the k-dependent dielectric function is through the utilization of 

hydrodynamic (HDM) theory 25.  The nonlocal hydrodynamic treatment of electrons in metals 

traces its origins to seminal work by Bloch 38, with subsequent extensive literature. followed by 

extensive literature. This section focuses on the critical steps of the derivation and elucidates 

the fundamental physics of the hydrodynamic model. The Bloch hydrodynamic Hamiltonian 

for the inhomogeneous electron gas, denoted as 𝐻[𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡), 𝑝(𝒓, 𝑡)], is defined as follows 39-41: 

𝐻[𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡), 𝑝(𝒓, 𝑡)] =  𝐺[𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)] + ∫
[𝒑(𝒓, 𝑡) − 𝑒𝑨(𝒓, 𝑡)]2

2𝑚
𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)𝑑𝒓 

+𝑒 ∫[𝜙(𝒓, 𝑡) + 𝑉𝑏𝑎𝑐𝑘(𝒓)] 𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)𝑑𝒓                                 (5) 

Here, 𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡) represents the electron density, and 𝒑(𝒓, 𝑡) represents the conjugate momentum 

of the electron. The electrons interact with the electromagnetic field through the retarded 

potentials 𝜙(𝒓, 𝑡)  and 𝑨(𝒓, 𝑡) . The electrostatic potential 𝑉𝑏𝑎𝑐𝑘(𝒓)  acts as a confining 
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background potential, stemmed from the electrostatic field generated by the positive ions in the 

metal. It can be expressed as as ∇2𝑉𝑏𝑎𝑐𝑘(𝒓) = 𝜌𝑏𝑎𝑐𝑘(𝒓) 𝜀0⁄  , where 𝜌𝑏𝑎𝑐𝑘(𝒓)  denotes the 

positive-charge density of the metal ions. Depending on the level of detail in the quantum 

description of the electron gas, the energy functional term 𝐺[𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)]  includes not only the 

internal kinetic energy but also correlation and exchange phenomena. In the electronic fluid 

described by the above Hamiltonian functional, the time evolution of the state variables can be 

determined using Poisson brackets: 𝜕𝑡𝒑(𝒓, 𝑡) = {𝒑(𝒓, 𝑡), 𝐻} and 𝜕𝑡𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡) = {𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡), 𝐻}. The 

equation governing the time evolution of the velocity field 𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡), and electron density, 𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡) 

is given as: 

[𝜕𝑡 + 𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) ∙ ∇]𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) = −
𝑒

𝑚
[𝑬(𝒓, 𝑡) + 𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) × 𝑩(𝒓, 𝑡)] −

1

𝑚
∇

𝛿𝐺[𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)]

𝛿𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)
             (6) 

In the case of plasmonic nanostructures, a simplistic approach involves considering 

solely the Thomas–Fermi functional and the von Weizsäcker functional, resulting in 42,43: 

𝐺[𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)] =
3ℏ2

10𝑚
(3𝜋2)2 3⁄ ∫ 𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)5 3⁄ 𝑑𝒓 +

ℏ2

72𝑚
∫

∇𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)∇𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)

𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)
𝑑𝒓                             (7) 

Consequently, the functional derivative of 𝐺[𝑛] can be expressed as: 

𝛿𝐺[𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)]

𝛿𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)
=

ℏ2

2𝑚
(3𝜋2)2 3⁄ 𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)2 3⁄ +

ℏ2

36𝑚
[

1

2

|∇𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)|2

𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)2 −
∇2𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)

𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)
]                                 (8) 

By combining Eq. 6 and Eq. 8 and neglecting higher-order terms of  ∇𝑛 given by the von 

Weizsäcker functional, the convection dynamics of the electron gas is derived as: 

[𝜕𝑡 + 𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) ∙ ∇]𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) = −
𝑒

𝑚
[𝑬(𝒓, 𝑡) + 𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) × 𝑩(𝒓, 𝑡)] − 𝛾𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡) −

𝛽2

𝑛(𝒓,𝑡)
∇𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)    (9) 

Here, the pressure-like term, proportional to 𝛽2 ∝ 𝑣𝐹
2, with 𝑣𝐹 denoting the Fermi velocity, 

describes a force that acts to homogenize any inhomogeneity in the electron density. This 

pressure term introduces nonlocal response in the hydrodynamic model. Additionally, the 

equation introduces a phenomenological damping term 𝛾𝒗 , on the right-hand side for 

accounting for electron scattering by impurities, lattice vibrations, and other sources of electron-

electron interactions. 

By combining Eq.6 with the continuity equation 𝜕𝑡𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡) = −∇ ∙ [𝑛(𝒓, 𝑡)𝒗(𝒓, 𝑡)]   and 

employing perturbation theory, one can derive the coupled electromagnetic equations within 

hydrodynamic model in the frequency domain as follows 25:  

 ∇ × ∇ × 𝑬(𝒓, 𝜔) = (𝜔 𝑐)⁄ 2
𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)𝑬(𝒓, 𝜔) + 𝑖𝜔𝜇0𝑱(𝒓, 𝜔)                    (10) 

[𝛽2 𝜔(𝜔 + 𝑖𝛾)⁄ ]∇[∇ ∙ 𝑱(𝒓, 𝜔)] + 𝑱(𝒓, 𝜔) = 𝜎(𝜔)𝑬(𝒓, 𝜔)                        (11) 

Here, 𝑱 = −𝑒𝑛0𝒗  represents the current density. In the limit of local response approximation, 

where 𝛽 → 0, Eq. 11 converges to the classical Ohm’s law. Combining Eq. 10 and Eq.11, the 

governing equation in the HDM can be rewritten as: 
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∇ × ∇ × 𝑬(𝒓, 𝜔) = (𝜔 𝑐)⁄ 2 [𝜀(𝜔) + 𝜉HDM
2 ∇(∇ ∙)]𝑬(𝒓, 𝜔)                      (12) 

Here, 𝜉HDM
2 = 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)𝛽2 𝜔(𝜔 + 𝑖𝛾)⁄   represents the nonlocal parameter in the HDM, 

proportional to 𝑣𝐹
2/𝜔2. This parameter signifies the approximate distance an electron would 

traverse due to convection during an optical cycle. The term 𝜀(𝜔) = 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔) + 𝑖𝜎(𝜔) ∕ 𝜀0𝜔 

represents the Drude-like permittivity of the metal, with the dielectric response from the bound 

electrons denoted by  𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔) . Additionally, 𝜎(𝜔)  and 𝛾  are the Drude conductivity and 

damping rate of the metals, respectively. 

The HDM incorporates convective current arising from the pressure term in Eq.11  while 

neglecting currents attributed to diffusion. To overcome this limitation, the generalized nonlocal 

optical response (GNOR) theory extends the HDM theory framework to incorporate electron 

diffusion 25. The governing equation in the GNOR theory is expressed as follows : 

∇ × ∇ × 𝑬(𝒓, 𝝎) = (𝜔 𝑐)⁄ 2 [𝜀(𝜔) + 𝜉GNOR
2 ∇(∇ ∙)]𝑬(𝒓, 𝝎)                    (13) 

Here, 𝜉GNOR
2  represents the GNOR nonlocal parameter that accounts for finite-range nonlocal 

response and is defined as by 𝜉GNOR
2 = 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)[𝛽2 + 𝒟(𝛾 − 𝑖𝜔)] 𝜔(𝜔 + 𝑖𝛾)⁄ . The constants 

𝒟 and 𝛽 denote the induced electron diffusion constant and electron convection constant, 

respectively. Notably, 𝜉GNOR
2 = 𝜉HDM

2 + 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)𝒟(𝛾 − 𝑖𝜔) 𝜔(𝜔 + 𝑖𝛾)⁄   𝜉HDM
2 + 𝜉diff

2  , 

indicating the potential for multiple nonlocal mechanisms acting together to contribute to an 

effective nonlocal parameter. In the GNOR model, electron desnity spill-out effect is 

disregarded, implying 𝐧̂ ∙ 𝑱 = 0 on metal surfaces, suggesting no electron escape from metal 

volumes. 

Based on the HDM and GNOR wave equations, Eq.12 and Eq.13, we can further 

decompose the transverse and longitudinal electric field (local and nonlocal) as follows: 

(∇2 + 𝑘𝑇
2)∇ ×  𝑬(𝒓, 𝝎) = 0                                         (14) 

(∇2 + 𝑘𝐿
2)∇ ∙  𝑬(𝒓, 𝝎) = 0                                           (15) 

Here, 𝑘𝑇
2 = (𝜔 𝑐)⁄ 2

𝜀(𝜔) and 𝑘𝐿
2 = 𝜀(𝜔)/𝜉HDM

2  or 𝑘𝐿
2 = 𝜀(𝜔)/𝜉GNOR

2  are the wave vectors of 

the transverse and longitudinal electric fields.   

In our previous study, we demonstrated that the generalized nonlocal optical response 

(GNOR) theory can be extended to any local simulation platform (e.g., a boundary element 

method simulation platform) by mapping nonlocal effects onto an effective local layer with a 

complex dielectric function 35,44: 

𝜀𝑡(𝜔) =
{[𝜀(𝜔)

3
2𝜀𝑏(𝜔)[𝜔(𝜔+𝑖𝛾)]

1
2∆𝑡}

〈[𝜀(𝜔)−𝜀𝑏(𝜔)]∙{𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)[𝛽2+𝒟(𝛾−𝑖𝜔)]}
1
2〉
                                      (16) 
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The thickness of the thin layer is represented by  ∆𝑡 , whereas the 𝜀𝑏(𝜔)  denotes the 

dielectric permittivity of the background. The Generalized nonlocal optical response theory-

based local analogue model (GNORLAM) allows us to estimate the values of 𝒟 and 𝛽 in single 

nanoparticles by comparing simulated scattering spectra with experimentally obtained data. 

However, we have found that the above dielectric function violates the causality condition. 

Causality requires that proper response functions, and clearly 𝜀𝑡(𝜔) diverges for large ω.  

To address this issue, we investigated the local analogue model within Feibelman's 

formalism. This approach allows us to overcome the constraints imposed by hard walls and 

incorporate the spill-out or spill-in effect of electron density 45. Specifically, we examine the 

interaction between light wave and representative plasmonic nanostructures, such as single 

nanorods, nanospheres, and nanosphere dimers. The optical response of these nanostructures is 

nonlocal and dependent on the wavevector-dependent permittivity (Figure 1.a). Moreover, 

quantum and nonlocal effects can play a substantial role at a metal surface due to the 

 

Figure 1. Quantum-informed local analogue model (QILAM). (a) Illustration depicting a light wave 

interacting with representative plasmonic nanostructures. The nonlocal optical response of these 

structures relies on a wave vector-dependent permittivity. (b) Furthermore, quantum and nonlocal 

effects have significantly impact at the interface of a metal-local environment due to the diffusive 

nature of the electron density profile, as illustrated in the upper panel.The lower panel demonstrates 

quantum surface responses characterized by the Feibelman d-parameter formalism, which rigorously 

incorporates quantum-mechanical effects in mesoscopic electrodynamics, bridging the gap between 

purely quantum (microscopic) and classical (macroscopic) domains in terms of effective current 𝑲 and 

surface polarization 𝜫, thereby replacing the nonuniform electron density profile in the transition region.  

(c) Here, we propose a quantum-informed local model based on the Feibelman d-parameter formalism 

(QILAM), with a hypothetical layer (shown in green) of thickness Δt to map the quantum and non-local 

effects at the metal-local environment surface. The QILAM can be easily implemented with the boundary 

element method (BEM) simulation platform as it does not require implementing the wavevector-

dependent permittivity. 
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nonuniform equilibrium electron density and the induced charge density (upper panel in Figure 

1.b). We assume that metal surfaces appear microscopically flat when observed locally at the 

structure surface, denoted as r   0. When optically excited, a charge distribution, represented 

as  𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓), forms around the surface. The quantum surface responses on the metal surface then 

manifest macroscopically as an effective current 𝑲 and surface polarization 𝜫. These responses 

result from  𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓) and the corresponding current 𝑱𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓) (lower panel in Figure 1.c). Within 

this framework, the Feibelman d-parameters, specifically 𝑑⊥ ≡ 𝑑⊥(𝜔)  and 𝑑∥ ≡ 𝑑∥(𝜔) , 

represent dynamical surface-response functions associated with the first moment of induced 

charge density and the normal derivative of tangential current density, respectively. Both 

parameters have an implicit ω-dependence. They can be expressed as 26,27,30: 

𝑑⊥ =
∫ 𝑑𝒓𝒓 𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓)

+∞
−∞

∫ 𝑑𝒓𝑝𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓)
+∞

−∞

                                                   (17) 

𝑑∥ =
∫ 𝑑𝒓𝒓

𝑑𝑱∥,𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓)

𝑑𝑟
 

+∞
−∞

∫ 𝑑𝒓 
𝑑𝑱∥,𝑖𝑛𝑑(𝒓)

𝑑𝒓
 

+∞
−∞

                                                 (18) 

It is important to note that the d-parameters 𝑑𝑎(𝑎  ⊥/∥) are generally complex-valued. Based 

on this, the effective surface current and polarization can be approximated as 29,30: 

𝑲 = 𝑖𝜔𝑑∥⟦𝑫∥⟧                                                     (19) 

𝜫 = 𝑑⊥𝜀0⟦𝑬⊥⟧𝐧̂                                                   (20) 

The notation ⟦𝑓⟧  ≡ 𝑓(0 +) − 𝑓(0 −)  represents the discontinuity of a field across an 

interface with an outward normal  𝐧̂, and ⊥/∥ to denote the normal or parallel component of a 

vector. These surface terms can serve as a set of mesoscopic boundary conditions, without 

external interface currents or charges, for the conventional macroscopic Maxwell Equations: 

⟦𝑫⊥⟧ = 𝑑∥∇∥ ∙ ⟦𝑫∥⟧                                             (21) 

  ⟦𝑩⊥⟧ = 0                                                             (22) 

⟦𝑬∥⟧ = −𝑑⊥∇∥ ∙ ⟦𝑬⊥⟧                                          (23) 

⟦𝑯∥⟧ = 𝑖𝜔𝑑∥⟦𝑫∥⟧ × 𝐧̂                                        (24) 

These mesoscopic boundary conditions represent a dual generalization from divergent 

perspectives, extending beyond the conventional macroscopic electromagnetic boundary 

conditions (⟦𝑫⊥⟧ = ⟦𝑩⊥⟧ = 0 and ⟦𝑬∥⟧ = ⟦𝑯∥⟧ = 0) to which they reduce in the limit 𝑑⊥ =

𝑑∥ = 0.  

The d-parameters are often computed using atomistic or ab-initio methods for metal-

vacuum interfaces, but these methods are prohibitively time-intensive to tabulate for arbitrary 

metal-dielectric interfaces. We instead find analytical expressions for the d-parameters using 
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the semi-classical infinite-barrier (SCIB) model and the hydrodynamic formalism for the 

longitudinal component of the dielectric tensor. From Eq.17 and 18, an intuitive physical 

interpretation of 𝑑⊥ corresponds to the centroid of the induced charge density at the interface 

between two materials. Similarly, 𝑑∥  represents the centroid of the normal derivative of the in-

plane current. These general definitions allow for the computation of the Feibelman d-

parameters using SCIB model, which also known as specular-reflection model (SRM). The 

SPM assumes specular reflection of conduction electrons at the interface 46: 

 𝑑⊥
SRM =

−2

𝜋

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)𝜀𝑏(𝜔)

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑏(𝜔)
∫

𝑑𝑘𝐿

𝑘𝐿
2

∞

0
[

1

𝜀𝐿(𝑘𝐿,𝜔 )
−

1

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)
]                      (25) 

𝑑∥
SRM = 0                                               (26) 

In this context, 𝑑∥
SRM = 0 due to the intrinsic charge-neutrality of the interface in the model.  

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)  represents the Drude-like permittivity of the metal, 𝜀𝑏(𝜔)  denotes the dielectric 

permittivity of the local environment, and 𝜀𝐿(𝑘𝐿 , 𝜔 ) signifies he longitudinal permittivity of 

the spatially dispersive metal, which we compute using HDM. 

     We now express the 𝜀𝑚(𝜔) and 𝜀𝐿(𝑘𝐿 , 𝜔 ) with Drude model and HDM model as follows: 

𝜀𝑚(𝜔) = 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔) − 𝜔𝑝
2 (𝜔2 + 𝑖𝛾𝜔)⁄                           (27) 

𝜀𝐿(𝑘𝐿 , 𝜔 ) = 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔) − 𝜔𝑝
2 (𝜔2 + 𝑖𝛾𝜔 − 𝛽2𝑘𝐿

2)⁄                    (28) 

Using these bulk dielectric response functions, an analytical expression for the d-

parameters in the SRM can be derived utilizing Eq. 25: 

𝑑⊥
SRM = 𝑖

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)𝜀𝑏(𝜔)

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑏(𝜔)

𝛽

𝜔𝑝√𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)
 [

𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)
− 1]3 2⁄                (29) 

By expressing 𝜀𝐿(𝑘𝐿 , 𝜔 ) with GNOR theory, which substitutes 𝛽 with [𝛽2 + 𝒟(𝛾 − 𝑖𝜔)]1 2⁄ , 

we obtain:  

𝑑⊥
SRM = 𝑖

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)𝜀𝑏(𝜔)

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑏(𝜔)

[𝛽2+𝒟(𝛾−𝑖𝜔)]1 2⁄

𝜔𝑝√𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)
 [

𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)
− 1]3 2⁄                 (30) 

At this point, we would like to mention the "effective" surface-response function 𝑑eff ≡

𝑑⊥(𝜔) − 𝑑∥(𝜔) , which exhibits a "universal" behavior 47. Firstly, it is independent of the 

position where the metal's electron density vanishes. Secondly, it is directly related to the spatial 

distribution of electron density smearing. Interestingly, this indicates that the smearing itself 

contributes to the electron density spill-out (for Re(𝑑eff) > 0) or spill-in (Re(𝑑eff) < 0) effects 

and surface-assisted Landau damping effect, which is related to Im(𝑑eff). We can relate 𝑑eff to 

longitudinal wave vector ( 𝑘𝐿) in metal under the long-wavelength limit (in-plane wavenumber 

𝑘∥→ 0) by comparing the reflection coefficients of a flat metal-dielectric interface described by 

the d-parameter formalism with those described by the hydrodynamic formalism 48: 
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𝑑eff =
−𝑖𝜀𝑏(𝜔)

𝑘𝐿𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)

[𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)]

[𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑏(𝜔)]
                                  (31) 

This expression is nearly identical to 𝑑eff = 𝑑⊥
SRM − 𝑑∥

SRM = 𝑑⊥
SRM.  

For metals with a thin local surface layer of thickness ∆t and dielectric permittivity 𝜀𝑡(𝜔), 𝑑eff 

takes the following form 48: 

𝑑eff =
𝜀𝑏(𝜔)[𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑡(𝜔)]

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)−𝜀𝑏(𝜔)
[

1

𝜀𝑡(𝜔)
−

1

𝜀𝑏(𝜔)
]∆t                            (32) 

By equating Eq.32 with Eq.31 for 𝑑∥(𝜔) = 0 and neglecting the high order term of ∆t, we 

derive an analytical expression for 𝜀𝑡(𝜔) 

𝜀𝑡(𝜔) = 𝜀𝑏(𝜔) + 𝜀𝑚(𝜔) +
−𝑖𝜀𝑏(𝜔)𝜀𝑚(𝜔)

∆𝑡𝜔𝑝
[

𝛽2+𝒟(𝛾−𝑖𝜔)

𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)
]

1/2

 [
𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)

𝜀𝑚(𝜔)
− 1]

3/2

             (33) 

The dielectric function above adheres to the causality condition. For large ω, 𝜀𝑡(𝜔) → 

𝜀𝑏(𝜔) + 𝜀𝑚(𝜔) , as 𝜀𝑚(𝜔) → 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)  and 𝜀𝑏(𝜔), 𝜀𝑚(𝜔)  are causal. Furthermore, such 

quantum-informed local analogue model (QILAM) integrates surface damping, and electron 

density spill-out or spill-in effects into a classical diffusion constant, providing a unique 

approach for investigating nanoparticles in larger-scale geometries beyond the scope of 

traditional quantum-based theoretical models. Additionally, this method solely entails the 

description of the local dielectric function (Figure 1.c), rendering it compatible with numerical 

calculation methods such as the boundary element method (BEM), which combines the 

computational efficiency of classical electrodynamics with quantum corrections. 

 

Feibelman d-parameters for noble metal Au. The above quantum surface corrected 

description requires only the local, frequency-dependent dielectric functions, and 

phenomenological constants: electron diffusion constant (𝒟) and electron convection constant 

(𝛽) as inputs. Additionally, our Feibelman 𝑑⊥
SRM-parameters (Eq.30) are able to account for the 

finite compressibility of the electron gas and its influence on transverse modes through the 

value of 𝛽, as well as including the electronic excitations at the surface through the value of 𝒟. 

Prior to applying QILAM to the nanostructure, we aim to analytically investigate the magnitude 

and behavior of the Feibelman 𝑑⊥
SRM-parameters analytically for the noble metal Au as example. 

We varied the local environment and electron diffusion constants while maintaining the electron 

convection constant unchanged according to the 𝛽 = √3 5⁄ 𝑣F , which remains relatively 

constant for a given noble metal 49. Besides, we also include the dynamical core-electron 

screening, attributable to low-lying occupied d-bands, significantly influences the optical 

response of noble metals. In the our model, this effect is incorporated through a polarizable 

background with the dielectric function 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔). To ensure consistency with experimental data, 
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we construct 𝜀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑒(𝜔)  by subtracting the free-electron component from the experimentally 

tabulated dielectric function 𝜀core(𝜔) = 𝜀exp(𝜔) + 𝜔p
2 (𝜔2 + 𝑖𝛾𝜔)⁄  . To achieve this, we 

utilize the Drude model to fit the material parameters obtained from experiments, resulting in: 

ℏ𝜔p = 8.94 eV，𝛾 =0.062 eV for noble metal Au, which are then applied in the subsequent 

simulation 35,50.  

Figure 2.a illustrates Feibelman 𝑑⊥
SRM-parameters for the noble metal Au with different local 

environment in the absence of electron diffusion effects. The magnitude of the real and 

imaginary parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM shifts towards lower negative value with higher values of 𝜀b(𝜔)in the 

absence of electron diffusion effects. Notably, within the photon energy range under 

consideration, all the real components of 𝑑⊥
SRM  are negative, suggesting an inward spill-in of 

induced electron density at the surface of the metal gold. This spill-in phenomenon in noble 

metals has been extensively documented in experimental studies and is attributed to screening 

effects from core electrons. Following, we investigated the behavior of 𝑑⊥
SRM  with different 

values of 𝒟 while fixing the dielectric functions of the local environment, and the value of 𝛽 

are demonstrated in Figure 2.b. The magnitude of the real parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM shifts to the lower 

 

Figure 2. Feibelman d-parameters for Au metal with different local environment and electron 

diffusion constants. (a) Real (solid curves) and imaginary (dashed curves) parts of the Feibelman 𝑑⊥
SRM -

parameter computed from specular-reflection model (SRM) for various local environment with different 

permittivity 𝜀𝑏(𝜔) (indicated by the color-coded legend) interfacing the metal Au with permittivity 

𝜀𝑚(𝜔) obtained experimentally. The magnitude of the real and imaginary parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM shifts to the 

lower negative value with higher values of 𝜀𝑏(𝜔) in the absence of electron diffusion effects. Notably, 

all the real parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM are negative within the considered photon energy range, indicating electron 

spill-in for the conduction electrons in gold, which characterized by a relatively high work function. This 

phenomenon, previously associated with core electron screening in noble metals, suggests an inward shift 

of the centroid of the induced electron density within the metal. (b) As the values of electron diffusion 

effect constants (𝒟) increase, the magnitude of the real parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM shifts to the lower negative value, 

while the imaginary parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM change from negative to positive (below 2.2 eV), indicateing a more 

efficient decay of the plasmon into electron-hole pair excitations through surface-enabled Landau 

damping. 
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negative value, while the imaginary parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM change from negative to positive (below 2.2 

eV) with increasing values of 𝒟. Since The imaginary part of the Feibelman parameter is related 

to the surface loss function and thus to the energy absorption by electronic excitations at the 

surface. This trend indicates a more efficient decay of the plasmon into electron–hole pair 

excitations through surface-enabled Landau damping, surface damping and interface damping 

51-54.  

 

Implementation of the QILAM. The QILAM was implemented using the boundary element 

method with the free software MNPBEM Toolbox to account for retardation effects. The 

MNPBEM Toolbox specializes in solving Maxwell's equations within dielectric environments 

and can model nanostructures with homogeneous and isotropic dielectric functions separated 

by abrupt interfaces 34. Alternatively, other computational methods, such ascould be considered. 

In this simulation, tabulated dielectric function values for bulk gold were utilized. The dielectric 

permittivity of the thin layer was determined using Eq.33. It is important to note that the 

dielectric permittivity of the thin layer is not uniquely defined, as it depends on the layer 

thickness (∆t). We determined ∆t as the maximum value of the real parts of 𝑑⊥
SRM in its absolute 

form ∆t max (|Re(𝑑⊥
SRM)|) . The reason is that 𝑑⊥

SRM corresponding to the centroid of the 

induced charge density shown in Figure 1.b, is situated slightly inward from the metal interface 

for gold. This method ensures consistency between the simulated structure and the phenomena 

of electron density spill-out or spill-in. Intuitively, in the electron spill-out situation (for 

Re(𝑑⊥
SRM) > 0), electrons spill out from the surface of the nanostructure, making the structure 

appear bigger than in the LRA model. In contrast, in the spill-in situation (for Re(𝑑⊥
SRM) < 0), 

electrons are pushed inwards into the metal, resulting in a structure that appears smaller than in 

the LRA. In our previous study, we determined 𝛽 ≈ √3 5𝑣𝐹
2⁄ = 1.08 × 106𝑚/𝑠 (with 𝑣𝐹 =

1.39 × 106𝑚/𝑠  is the Fermi velocity in gold) and 𝒟 ≈ 3.0 × 10−4𝑚2/s    for single gold 

nanorods embedded in a medium with a refractive index of 𝑛 = 1.47 .  For the subsequent 

simulation, we used the same values, resulting in ∆t  0.25 nm for 𝜀𝑡(𝜔)  in Eq.33. 

  

Optical response of single gold nanorods. We apply QILAM at first to describe the optical 

response of single nanorods and compare it with the GNORLAM and LRA model. Two primary 

reasons justify choosing this nanostructure. Firstly, gold nanorods with precisely controlled 

sizes and aspect ratios can be readily synthesized using established protocols. Secondly, their 

dipole plasmon resonances can be adjusted to the near-infrared region, where inter-band 

damping is minimal 9-11. We simulate the optical response of the gold nanorods (modeled as 
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spherically capped cylinders) by irradiating them with an in-plane polarized plane wave.  
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Figure 3. Comparison of the plasmonic optical properties of gold nanorods simulated using 

different methods.  (a) Electric field enhancement and radiation pattern of a gold nanorod (10 nm × 30 

nm) under plane wave excitation at corresponding plasmon resonance energies are depicted. The field 

enhancement of gold nanorods according to Quantum-informed local analogue model (QILAM) and 

generalized nonlocal optical response theory-based local analogue model (GNORLAM) is lower than that 

predicted by local-response approximation (LRA) model. All simulations use identical values for electron 

convection constant (𝛽) and electron diffusion effect constant (𝒟). (b) Scattering spectra of the gold 

nanorods depicted in (a) are shown. The GNORLAM exhibits the lowest scattering cross section, 

consistent with its lower field enhancement. (c-d). Further simulations explored the plasmonic optical 

properties of gold nanorods with diameters ranging from 6 nm to 30 nm at two different aspect ratios 

(circle for AR = 3 and square for AR = 3.5). Plasmon resonance energy (E
res
) and plasmon linewidth (Γ) 

were extracted from the scattering spectra and plotted against the average distance of electrons to the 

metal surface (or effective path length of electrons, 𝑙𝑒𝑓𝑓). Both QILAM and GNORLAM predict size-

dependent Γ broadening and E
res 

blue shifts in single metallic nanoparticles. However, the GNORLAM 

exhibits more damping compared to the QILAM. Moreover, it is notable that the simulated Γ of smaller 

particles demonstrates broader behavior compared to larger particles for both QILAM and GNORLAM , 

suggesting a “quantum limit” to field enhancement due to quantum and nonlocal effects. 
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Figure 3.a illustrates a representative electric field enhancement and radiation pattern 

resulting from excitation of a gold nanorod (10 nm × 30 nm) at its respective plasmon resonance 

energies. The field enhancement of gold nanorods predicted by QILAM and GNORLAM is 

lower than that predicted by the LRA model, with GNORLAM exhibiting the lowest field 

enhancement. Apart from their different electric field enhancement, the corresponding 

scattering cross-section spectra in Figure 3.b also exhibit differences in peak positions, peak 

heights, and linewidths across the three models. The solid curve represents the LRA model, the 

dotted curve represents the QILAM, and the dashed curve represents the GNORLAM. Both 

QILAM and GNORLAM exhibit lower scattering cross-sections and blue shift effects 

compared to those predicted by the LRA model, consistent with the field enhancement.  An 

intuitive explanation for this behavior can be provided based on the spread of induced charge 

density associated with the dipole resonance over a finite region in the near vicinity of the metal 

surface 25,46. In QILAM, the induced charge spills in from the surface of the nanorods with a 

diffusive profile, while in GNORLAM, the induced charge is pushed inward into the metal. In 

contrast, in the LRA, all induced charge resides in a delta-function distribution on the interface. 

Consequently, plasmon polarization excitation is degraded in QILAM and GNORLAM 

compared with the LRA. Moreover, the blue shift of the plasmon resonance energy is linked to 

electron density spill-in within the metal, or more precisely, to the fact that the centroid of the 

induced charge density is located inside the metal. Additionally, the linewidth or damping of 

the plasmon resonance in QILAM and GNORLAM relates to the relaxation mechanism for the 

surface-induced charge. In the context of GNORLAM, the diffusion constant 𝒟 represents the 

diffusive temporal spread of an initially pure surface charge into the metal volume of a 

plasmonic nanoparticle, a process that degrades plasmonic excitations and encompasses both 

mutual interactions among electrons and scattering on rough metal surfaces 25. Moreover, it 

mimics surface-enhanced Landau damping resulting from the creation of electron-hole pairs. 

An important advantage of our semi-classical QILAM is its capability to conduct numerical 

computations for relatively large nanostructures. Subsequent simulations were performed to 

explore the optical characteristics of gold nanorods with diameters ranging from 6 nm to 30 nm 

and two aspect ratios (3 and 3.5). The plasmon resonance energy (E
res
) and plasmon linewidth 

(Γ) were extracted from the simulated scattering cross-section spectrum. Without loss of 

generality, Γ and Eres of gold nanorods of gold nanorods were plotted against the average 

distance of electrons to the metal surface, represented as the effective path length of the 

electrons ( 𝑙𝑒𝑓𝑓) in the nanostructure. In the case of gold nanorods, the effective path length of 

electrons can be determined by calculating the ratio of particle volume (V) to surface area (S), 
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expressed as  𝑙𝑒𝑓𝑓 = 4𝑉 𝑆⁄  35. As shown in Figure 3.c and Figure 3.d, demonstrate that both 

QILAM and GNORLAM theories predict size-dependent broadening of Γand blue shifts of E
res 

in single metallic nanoparticles. However, the GNORLAM theory exhibits a greater blue shift 

effect and damping compared to the QILAM theory. This difference may be attributed to the 

hard wall boundary condition of GNORLAM, which implies strict confinement of electrons 

within the metallic structure. This condition results in a uniform equilibrium density that 

overestimates the centroid of the induced charge density inside the metal. Interestingly, the 

simulated Γ in LRA model demonstrates an increasing trend with increasing particle size, 

whereas both QILAM and GNORLAM theories show broader behavior for smaller particles 

compared to larger ones, suggesting a "quantum limit" to field enhancement due to quantum 

and nonlocal effects. Furthermore, the blue shift effect in E
res
 exhibits a decreasing trend with 

increasing particle size, which imply that LRA model is adequate to describe the plasmon 

resonance energy for large particle. 

 

Optical response of gold nanosphere dimers. In our following test of the QILAM, we applied 

it to examine the optical response of gold nanosphere dimers and compared it with the 

GNORLAM and LRA models. Such nanostructures with sub-nanometer gaps are made possible 

by modern techniques in nanotechnology and nanofabrication, spanning from bottom-up 

chemically synthesized metal nanoparticles to top-down metal patterning using techniques such 

as electron-beam lithography (EBL) and focused-ion beam (FIB) lithography 55,56. Similarly to 

the previous simulation, we modeled the optical response of the gold nanosphere dimers by 

irradiating them with an in-plane polarized plane wave.  

Figure 4. a illustrates the electric field distribution and radiation pattern of gold 

nanosphere dimers with a diameter of 20 nm and a separation length of 2 nm under plane wave 

excitation at the corresponding plasmon resonance energies. The field enhancement in the 

interparticle gap is slightly lower in the QILAM compared to the LRA model, whereas the 

GNORLAM model shows the lowest field enhancement. Figure 4.b shows the corresponding 

scattering cross-section spectra across the three models. The scattering cross-section in QILAM 

is slightly lower than in the LRA model, and there is a transverse plasmon resonance around 

2.3 eV for both models. Furthermore, the GNORLAM model exhibits the smallest scattering 

cross-section and the widest linewidth, consistent with its lowest field enhancement. In Figure 

4.c and Figure 4.d, we compare the QILAM, GNORLAM, and LRA models for different 

separation distances of gold nanosphere dimers. The separation lengths range from 0.5 nm to 2 

nm for two different diameters (circle for D   10 nm and square for D   20 nm).  
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Both the QILAM and GNORLAM theories predict separation-dependent Γ broadening and E
res
 

 

Figure 4. Comparison of the plasmonic optical properties of gold nanosphere dimers simulated 

using different methods. (a) Representation of the electric field distribution and radiation pattern of gold 

nanosphere dimers with a diameter of 20 nm and a separation length of 2 nm under plane wave excitation 

at corresponding plasmon resonance energies. The field enhancement in the interparticle gap is 

marginally lower for QILAM compared to the LRA model, whereas the GNORLAM demonstrates the 

lowest field enhancement. (b) The presented scattering spectra of the gold nanosphere dimers from (a) 

show that the GNORLAM model has the smallest scattering cross-section and the widest linewidth, in 

line with its lowest field enhancement. (c-d). Additional simulations investigated how plasmonic optical 

properties depend on the separation distance of gold nanosphere dimers. The separation lengths range 

from 0.5 nm to 2 nm for two different diameters (circle for D = 10 nm and square for D = 20 nm). Plasmon 

resonance energy (E
res
) and plasmon linewidth (Γ) were extracted from the scattering spectra and plotted 

against separation length. Both the QILAM and GNORLAM predict separation-dependent broadening of 

Γ and blue shifts in E
res
 for nanosphere dimer structures, indicating a “quantum limit” to field confinement 

at the dimer gap. Interestingly, the GNORLAM exhibits different separation-dependent trends in Γ, which 
the broadening of Γ for small separation lengths. Accordingly, the GNORLAM shows greater blue shift 
effects compared to the QILAM. 
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blue shifts in nanosphere dimer structures, suggesting a “quantum limit” to field confinement 

at the gap of the dimer structures. Interestingly, the GNORLAM theory exhibits different 

separation-dependent trends in Γ, which overestimate the Γ broadening for small separation 

lengths. Correspondingly, the GNORLAM theory shows greater blueshift effects compared to 

the QILAM theory. Again, an intuitive explanation for this behavior can be provided based on 

the spread of induced charge density in the near vicinity of the metal surface. In other words, 

the spread of induced charge density suggests that the nonlocal effect here can be interpreted as 

adding a separation between the two nanoparticles. However, compared with QILAM, 

GNORLAM overestimates the centroid of the induced charge density and relaxation rate of 

surface-induced charge inside the metal in gold nanosphere dimers, even though both of them 

use the same values of 𝒟 and 𝛽.  The above analysis and results clearly demonstrate the main 

strength of the QILAM. In addition to overcoming the limitations imposed by hard-wall 

constraints, the results presented in here also establish a solid link between surface-enhanced 

Landau damping and electron convection-diffusion mechanisms. 

 

 

Discussion 

In conclusion, we present a quantum-informed local analogue model (QILAM) capable of 

describing both nonlocality and the electron density spill-in effect in the optical response of 

plasmonic structures. This model enables the investigation of realistic devices with relatively 

large particle sizes and angstrom-gap features within the classical electrodynamics framework. 

We demonstrate that quantum and nonlocal effects can be significant at a metal surface due to 

the diffusive nature of the electron density profile, which can be effectively mapped onto a local 

dielectric film. Effectively altering the material permittivity at the structural boundaries allows 

for an accurate description of nonclassical optical response in arbitrary plasmonic systems 

across the entire frequency range. Moreover, our approach provides a unified framework 

connecting two important semiclassical theories: the generalized nonlocal optical response 

(GNOR) theory and the Feibelman d-parameters formalism. We connect the hydrodynamic 

electron diffusion constant and electron convection constant to the centroid of the induced 

charge density at the metal interface through the Feibelman d-parameter, allowing for the 

extraction of the input needed for the Feibelman d-parameters formalism from experimental 

observable phenomena, such as resonance energy shifts and linewidth broadening in the 

scattering spectrum. The results obtained for a single metal-dielectric interface are applicable 

across various geometries, facilitating the broadening of the utility of our local analogue model 
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in diverse applications within the realm of nonclassical plasmonics.  

The primary contribution of this study lies in the advancement of a versatile local analogue 

model and numerical method capable of accounting for retardation effects, nonlocal effects, and 

quantum surface-response effects (e.g., electron spill-in or spill-out). We have not strived to 

extract the hydrodynamic electron diffusion constant and electron convection constant with 

utmost precision, either from experimentally measured values or from more microscopic 

calculations. Indeed, there is plenty of room for achieving even better agreement with more 

advanced theories. Finally, it is worth noting that the local analog approach presented in this 

study could further be extended to incorporate more advanced treatments at the mesoscopic 

level of quantum effects in plasmonics, such as incorporating the dispersive surface-response 

formalism, using the quantum infinite barrier (QIB) approach, and taking into account quantum 

tunneling effects 57-61. Detailed investigations of these aspects are deferred for future research 

endeavors. 
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