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Abstract

This perspective outlines several linear optical effects featured by molecular polari-
tons arising in the collective strong light-matter coupling regime, focusing on the limit
when the number of molecules per photon mode is large. We show that, under these
circumstances, molecular absorption within a cavity can be understood as the overlap
between the polariton transmission and bare molecular absorption spectra, suggesting
that polaritons act in part as optical filters. This framework demystifies and provides
a straightforward explanation for a large class of theoretical models of polaritonic phe-
nomena, highlighting that similar effects might be achievable outside a cavity with
shaped laser pulses. With a few modifications, this simple conceptual picture can also
be adapted to understand the incoherent nonlinear response of polaritonic systems.

However, we note that there are experimental observations in the collective regime
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that exhibit phenomena that go beyond this treatment. Our analysis underscores the
importance of the notion that the field still needs to establish a clear distinction be-
tween polaritonic phenomena that can be fully explained through classical optics and
those that require a more advanced theoretical framework. The linear optics approach
presented here is exact when the number of molecules tends to infinity and is quite
accurate for a large, but finite, number of molecules. We highlight the limitations of
this treatment when the rates of the single-molecule processes that facilitate dark-state-
to-polariton relaxation cannot be neglected and in systems under strong coupling with
few molecules. Further exploration in these areas is needed to uncover novel polaritonic

phenomena.
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1 Introduction

The interaction of matter with light drives numerous chemical, physical, and biological pro-
cesses, typically falling within the “weak” coupling regime in nature. Here, light and matter
are considered distinct entities where the former perturbatively influences the latter. Weak
coupling is defined by the rate of energy exchange between light and matter being slow
compared to their natural dissipation rates; thus, well-defined light absorption and emission
events can be identified. By confining the radiation field within a small mode volume, light
and matter can coherently exchange energy multiple times before the photon escapes, giving
rise to the “strong” coupling regime. In this regime, light and matter form hybrid eigenmodes
known as polaritons.

The hybridization of light and matter excitations in crystalline solids outside of cavities
has been long known since the seminal works of Tolpygo! and Huang? on phonon-polaritons
and Agranovich® and Hopfield* on exciton-polaritons in the 1950s. It wasn’t, however,
until 1992 that Weisbuch® demonstrated that these strong coupling phenomena in inorganic
semiconductors could be enhanced with optical microcavities (though other work has since
shown that the dielectric contrast between a bulk semiconductor and its surroundings can
give rise to effective polariton formation even without the use of mirrors®). A few years
later, Lidzey” reported the same feat using excitons in disordered organic films to form
microcavity polaritons. The study of strong coupling for ensembles of molecular vibrations

t78,9

is much more recen yet serves as a testament to the ubiquity of polaritonic phenomena

across the electromagnetic spectrum.
Today, the burgeoning field of molecular polaritonics shows promise in a diverse range

applications, such as manipulating chemical reactivity in both ground!®'* and excited
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states, enhancing exciton transport,?#3" facilitating long-range energy transfer, en-
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abling room temperature polariton condensation, altering organic photophysical dy-
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namics, and modifying phase transitions.?! Despite these advancements, the field is still

marked by contradictory findings, with some studies reporting no modification to chemical



92755 and little to no polaritonic modification to spin

reactivity due to polaritonic effects
conversion rates.’®®” Furthermore, with respect to modification of phase transitions, recent
reports find that the re-scaling of the local temperature inside the cavity with respect to
the temperature measured outside the cavity is the dominant mechanism, rather than the
proposed renormalization of the material’s free energy.®®5? This mix of positive and negative
results underscores the nascent nature of the field and the need for further experimental and
theoretical understanding, as highlighted by recent perspectives. %092

In an attempt to deepen this understanding at the recent 2023 Strong Coupling with
Organic Molecules (SCOM) Conference held in La Jolla, California, an important discussion
came into the limelight: the field must draw a clear divide between phenomena that can
be understood solely through the language of classical optics, and those that go beyond
this description. Amidst this and similar discussions, a curious revelation has emerged:

63-66

consistently, classical linear optical descriptions like transfer matrix methods elucidate

6769 even in the realm of nonlinear spectroscopy.3¢7° ™ This

many experimental findings,
raises the question: How can classical linear optics capture so many phenomena attributed
to molecular polaritons? Furthermore, does the success of the classical treatment imply that
the language of cavity quantum-electrodynamics is unnecessary under certain circumstances
relevant to polariton chemistry?

This perspective endeavors to provide a succinct yet comprehensive account of a class of
molecular polaritonic phenomena that can be understood through the use of classical linear
optics. Drawing from our own work ”® and the seminal works of Keeling et al.,”®"" we begin by
establishing a theoretical framework for understanding linear polaritonic spectra in the limit
N — 00, or the large-N limit, where N is the number of molecules coupled to each photon
mode. In the regime where the polaritonic transmission and bare molecular absorption
spectra are well separated in frequency, we make a connection to classical transfer matrix

methods, demonstrating the agreement between the large- /N limit and classical linear optics.

We then connect this frequency domain picture to the dynamical perspective offered by the



recently developed Collective dynamics Using Truncated Equations (CUT-E) method. ™™

In order to build upon the understanding of the optical filtering regime of molecular
polaritonics, we provide explicit examples, both theoretical and experimental, where seem-
ingly nontrivial polaritonic phenomena can be explained with concepts from linear optics.
For instance, if we consider pumping polaritonic systems with a broadband laser pulse, we
observe that both the relative steady-state populations and coherent molecular dynamics are
identical to what we would observe pumping the bare molecular system outside of the cavity
with the correctly chosen shaped laser pulse whose intensity profile matches the polariton
transmission spectrum. We argue that under certain circumstances, the nonlinear optical re-
sponse of many polaritonic systems can be understood via these optical filtering arguments,
albeit with the caveat that the cavity transmission spectrum through which filtering occurs
is itself a time-dependent function of the excitation dynamics of the intracavity molecules.
This observation cautions making claims of “polaritonic” effects before optical filtering ef-
fects have been judiciously accounted for. We then discuss the limitations of this approach,
particularly in the limit of finite N (i.e., few-molecule strong coupling) and in other situa-
tions that extend beyond a classical optics treatment of molecular polaritons. Furthermore,
we provide a few existing experimental results in the collective strong coupling regime that

cannot be accounted for by optical filtering, indicating “non-trivial” polaritonic effects.

2 Theory

2.1 Exact solutions of the polariton Hamiltonian

This section explores the scenario where N molecules are coupled to a single harmonic cavity
mode of frequency wp,. The relevant Hamiltonian is the Tavis-Cummings Hamiltonian,

extended to include the molecular vibrational degrees of freedom: "> 880:81

H=H,+V, (1)



Figure 1: Molecular polaritons and their linear spectroscopies.— (a) Linear spectroscopy can
report on the frequency-dependent transmission, absorption, and reflection of light by a
cavity structure. (b) The molecular polariton problem — where the anharmonic degrees of
freedom of a large number of molecules, N, is coupled to a single (harmonic) photon mode
— can be regarded as a quantum impurity model. When N — oo, the reduced dynamics of
the photon can be computed exactly by replacing the molecular degrees of freedom with a
surrogate harmonic bath. (Figure adapted from Ref. 75.)

where Hy = Hpy, + H,o with,

N
Hyp, = hwpnala, Hypor = Z H;i(qi, Qi), (2)
as the zeroth-order bare cavity and molecular Hamiltonians, respectively, and
V =—h\a+a)u (3)

is the dipolar light-matter interaction. Here a and a' are the photon annihilation and creation
operators that satisfy [a,a'] = 1, and H;(g;, Q;) is the molecular Hamiltonian for the 7"

molecule, depending on the respective electronic ¢; and nuclear (); degrees of freedom. In

hwpn

BV is the

Eq. 3, p = >, 1i(¢:, Qi) is the net molecular dipole operator and A =

vacuum electric field. The scalar g is the vacuum permittivity, and V,, is the cavity mode
volume. Hereafter, we consider for simplicity the case where the molecular sample fills the
cavity, 80 Vinor = Vpn.

Typically, the number of molecules per cavity mode is N ~ 107 for electronic strong

coupling® and N ~ 10" —10'? for vibrational strong coupling®® (see Section S1 in the Sup-



plementary Material for example calculations). Considering the photon mode as the system
and the molecular degrees of freedom as the bath, the polariton setup can be mapped to a
quantum impurity model with the impurity (system) being coupled to a “large” environment.
Makri® has demonstrated that, in the limit of an infinite bath size (N — o0), and initializing
in an uncorrelated thermal system-bath state, p = ppn ® pmor, the reduced system dynamics
can be exactly obtained by replacing the complex anharmonic molecular bath with a sur-

rogate bath of harmonic oscillators, H,,,;, — H. Z hwijbj, coupled to the impurity

ol =
(cavity mode), V — VT = —(a + a') 3°. he; (b; + bj), where ¢; are the respective effective
couplings.

In recent work,” we have generalized this result to any arbitrary uncorrelated stationary
(with respect to Hy) initial state (not necessarily thermal). This mapping is a consequence
of the central limit theorem and relies on the fact that for n > 2, the n' order bath
correlation functions decay with increasing system size at a rate of O(N -1/ %), given that
the single molecule coupling strengths ¢ = O(N~Y2), a condition typically satisfied in
the polariton problem.” These vanishing higher-order correlations essentially mean that the
cavity probes only the linear response of the molecular bath. Owing to an argument by Fano,
the linear response of an anharmonic n-level system can be decomposed into the response of
independent harmonic oscillators at each transition frequency (see Eq. 5 below).%>%¢ These

transitions correspond to the harmonic frequencies contributing to the surrogate bath. 77687

Table 1: Molecular polariton linear spectra for arbitrary N and N — oo

Signal Arbitrary N¢ N — o0

A _ { D(R) 24 9] D(R) } HprhIm[Z((w)]
(Cd) KL K’| ((.U)| + Hl[ (w)] \w—wph—i-i%—&-%hx(W)P

T (w) K,LI{R|D(R)(&))|2 Rty

: B
i 5+ 2 ()2

KL {HR-prhIm[X(W)]}

- w
|w—wpn+i 5 +-Bx(w)]2

R(w) 1+ 2kIm[DWP(w)] + k2| DB (w)|? 1—

“Here D®)(w) = —i [*_dte™'O(t)([a(t), al]) is the cavity retarded Green’s function.



2.2 Spectroscopic observables from the photon Green’s function

The standard polaritonic linear spectroscopic observables can be expressed in terms of the
retarded Green’s function of the cavity, D (w) = —i [*_dte™'O(t)([a(t),a']) (see Table
1), where (...) denotes a trace with respect to the initial system bath density matrix. In
the N — oo limit, the mapping discussed above reduces the polariton problem into one of
linearly coupled harmonic oscillators: the originally harmonic cavity photon mode couples
to the surrogate harmonic bath. This leads to readily obtainable analytical solutions.”™ 7788
In the limit N — oo, the frequency-resolved absorption, transmission, and reflection in

the first excitation manifold, under the rotating wave approximation (RWA) in the cavity-

laser interaction, are given by: "

”prhlm[X(l)( )]

PR )
_ RLKR

T(w) = W — Wy i+ wphX(l)( )2 (4b)

Rw)=1—-A(w) — T(w). (4c)

Here the cavity linewidth is Kk = Kk + kg, where k; and kr denote the cavity decay rates

into the left and right photon continua. The molecular linear susceptibility® is given by

| 2

X(l) (w) lim ——— Z |,U,|y>

=0+ haovmol —w—i3

(5)

where V,,,; is the volume of the molecular sample, |y) and |z) are the many-body eigenstates
of Hyo in Eq. 2, and p, and p, are the corresponding initial populations. Note that the
damping coefficient v — 07 is introduced to ensure causality. It is important to note here
that although Eqs. 4a, 4b, and 4c assume the RWA in the cavity-laser interaction and a single
photon mode interacting with the molecules, the implications hold beyond the RWA and for
a multimode cavity as Cwik et al.”® imply. The validity of this formalism for a multimode

cavity relies on the fact that, in the regime of N — oo, the different cavity modes do not



2776 allowing for mode-wise separation of the photon Green’s function,

couple to one another,
D,E;R) (w). In situations where the large-N limit cannot be used to describe the polaritonic
system, mode-mixing forbids a single mode description of the cavity.®

The formalism presented above is significant given that, over the years, a variety of com-
putational methods have been developed for the simulation of the polariton spectra. These
range from quantum optical methods based on input-output theory that require simplifi-
cation of the rich molecular complexity?® ™ to models incorporating ab initio treatments
but limited to only a single or very few molecules.” Eqs. 4a-4c demonstrate that linear
polaritonic spectra can be computed directly using the molecular linear susceptibility of the
bare molecule outside the cavity, avoiding explicit simulations with N molecules coupled to

a photon mode. This idea is reminiscent of classical optical transfer matrix methods, which

we present in the following section.

2.3 Connection to classical linear optics: Transfer matrix methods

The simplified dependence on the molecular linear susceptibility within Eqs. 4a-4c¢ paral-
lels classical optics treatments, particularly the transfer matrix method (TMM).%3% Using
TMM, the following expression can be derived which is typically used to describe the fraction
of light at frequency w transmitted through a Fabry-Perot cavity of length £ containing a

dielectric molecular sample:

TLTRe—a(w)E
T(w) = (6)

(WL

1 — /Ry Rpe—o@)L ™ = 2
11—

where 17, p and Ry r are the transmission and reflection coefficients of the left and right
mirrors, a(w) and n(w) are the frequency-dependent absorption coefficient and refractive
index for the intracavity molecular sample, and c is the speed of light. Assuming that the
highly reflective cavity mirrors are lossless (e.g., R r > T and T p + R g = 1) and

the molecular absorption decays rapidly away from the molecular resonance, the classical

10



expression for transmission near the polariton frequencies approximates to:

T1Trwrsr®
T(w) ~ 4772  WESR (T T weop 4 (1) 27 (7)
2w — mwpsr + 158 (T + Tr) + 522 x M (W)
where ep is the permittivity of the nonresonant background,®*"% wrgp = % is the cavity

free spectral range (here ng = Re[\/ep/¢o] is the background refractive index), m is a positive

integer representing the longitudinal cavity mode order, and y™ (w) = [n(w) +izLa(w))?— &

TL RWFSR

is the linear susceptibility of the molecular sample. By taking —7-

— KL,R, MWFSR —
wpn, XM (w) — 2:xW(w), and assuming no background (i.e., e = &), the quantum
mechanical expression emerges (compare to Eq. 4b). This agreement between classical and
the quantum treatment in the large- N limit explains the success of TMM and other classical

linear optics methods at modeling the molecular polariton spectra in the collective strong

coupling regime.

2.4 Polariton linear absorption as optical filtering

A closer inspection of Egs. 4a and 4b reveals an intuitive relation,

Aw) = 2 1mp @) T w). ®

This equation shows that in the collective regime absorption within the cavity is directly
proportional to the product of the bare, free-space molecular absorption Im[y(")(w)] and
the polaritonic cavity transmission spectrum 7'(w). Note that the pre-factor % — which
is a proportional to the cavity quality factor Q = w—;’h — encodes cavity-enhancement of
the molecular absorption. In a high-Q cavity constructed with highly-reflective mirrors,
the photonic decay rate kg will be small and the fraction of light absorbed by intracavity
molecules will increase accordingly, as is well-known in cavity-enhanced spectroscopy.?®
Viewed through the lens of linear optics, the polaritonic transmission peaks function in

part as “optical filters”,?? only allowing radiation of select frequencies outside to enter the

11



cavity, where the molecules absorb based on their bare absorption spectrum. This picture is
consistent with the work of Groenhof et al.?>°7 who use molecular dynamics calculations to
show that the population transfer between polaritons and dark states is determined by the

overlap between the polaritonic and molecular absorption spectra.
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Figure 2: Linear spectroscopy of polaritons in gas-phase methane (CH,).— (a) Experimental
transmission spectrum through a buffer gas cooled CH4 sample showing absorption of light
by the rovibrational transition at 3057.687423 cm~!. The frequency axis is referenced with
this transition corresponding to 0 MHz. (b) Experimental transmission spectrum of an 8.36
cm long near-confocal Fabry—-Pérot cavity containing CH4 under systematic tuning of the
intracavity gas flow rate. In all traces, a cavity mode is kept locked on resonance with the
CH, transition of interest. (c) Simulated cavity transmission spectra obtained by fitting the
corresponding experimental trace with the classical cavity transmission expression (Figure
adapted from Ref. 69.)

We illustrate one experimental example of these effects in Fig. 2, where Rabi splittings
in the transmission spectra of a Fabry—Pérot cavity containing various intracavity number
densities of gas-phase methane (CH,) are nearly perfectly captured using Eqn. 6.59% At
intermediate CH, number densities, the Rabi splitting does not significantly exceed the
molecular linewidth (Fig. 2a), and the polariton modes therefore have significant spectral

overlap with the bare molecular absorption spectrum leading to their attenuation. The
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transmitted polariton intensity increases as the Rabi splitting increases and the polariton

bands move further out of range of the bare molecular absorption band.

2.5 The quantum dynamics perspective

a b ity enhameeme
A T(w) cavity enhancement

of absorption
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Figure 3: Collective vs. single-molecule coupling effects— (a) Light-matter coupling is col-
lectively enhanced for optical transitions that do not create vibrational excitations, i.e.,
phonons, in the ground state. In the absence of inhomogeneous broadening, the loss of inter-
exciton coherence and hence the decay to dark states is caused by the excited state vibrational
dynamics away from the Franck-Condon (FC) region. This implies that only Rayleigh-like
processes are relevant in the large-N limit. On the other hand, the light-matter coupling
is single-molecule-like for processes that create phonons in the ground state, e.g., Raman
and fluorescence. (b) Collective coupling creates upper and lower polaritons. Decay from
polaritons to dark states is described by absorption through the polariton windows. Decay
from dark states back to polariton states relies on the single-molecule light-matter coupling
g, hence O(1/N). These processes are enhanced by the cavity-quality factor Q. (c) Listed
are examples of processes that are interpretable as optical filtering versus examples of non-
trivial polaritonic effects. (Figure adapted from Refs. 78 and 79).

To understand where the linear optics picture breaks down we must examine the N — oo
limit at the core of the derivation of Eq. 8. Here we do so with our Collective dynamics
Using Truncated Equations (CUT-E) formalism, " which is consistent with previous works

by Spano et al. in the context of J-aggregates,” and works by Nitzan et al.'%

and Keeling
et al."1%! in the context of molecular polaritons.
CUT-E is a zero-temperature formalism that separates the light-matter coupling term

into its collective (gv/N) and single-molecule (g = A/v/N) components.™™ In the large-

N limit, the latter can be treated perturbatively, which gives rise to a hierarchy where
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ultrafast dynamics is dominated by the collective light-matter coupling component and local
vibrational dynamics (leading to formation of polaritons and decay to dark states), while
the single-molecule light-matter coupling component becomes relevant at longer timescales
(leading to relaxation from dark states back to polariton states).'%? Notably, this hierarchy is
preserved even in the presence of disorder (dCUT-E).”™ The most important conclusion from
CUT-E is that the collective light-matter coupling component operates for optical transitions
that do not create vibrational excitations, or phonons, in the ground state, while the single-
molecule coupling component operates for processes that do. Therefore, Rabi oscillations are
dominated by collective processes such as Rayleigh scattering, while processes that create
phonons in the ground electronic state (Raman and fluorescence) are of O(1/N) (see Fig. 3a).
This is reminiscent of how resonant Rayleigh scattering dominates the observed secondary
radiation for a single quantum well strongly coupled to a semiconductor microcavity at early
times, while photoluminescence dominates at longer times. %3

Keeping the collective coupling gv/N constant and finite (since it is an experimental
observable) while taking the limit N — oo is equivalent to taking g — 0, which leads
to the dismissal of the aforementioned O(1/N) non-linearities. Hence only the molecular
linear susceptibility x")(w) — which is proportional to the two-point correlation function
of the molecules and is therefore harmonic — contributes to the polaritonic response (see
Section 2.1).” This approximation, which we refer to as zeroth-order CUT-E, is valid for
Eqgs. 4a-4c since the photon-photon correlation function decays before fluorescence takes
place (~ ns for the UV-visible and ~ ms for the IR), and Raman and higher order scattering
processes are weak compared to absorption. Other phenomena such as ultrafast polariton
photochemistry occur before high-order bath correlation functions become relevant,®! hence
these processes are also well approximated within this limit.?*»™ At long times when O(1/N)
processes begin to play an important role, the N — oo approximation is no longer valid and
non-trivial polaritonic effects become relevant. Examples of these “1/N effects” are relaxation

from dark states back to polariton states via radiative pumping and vibrational relaxation

14



(see Fig. 3b), which we discuss in Secs. 3.5 and 4.2, respectively.

3 Examples of polaritonic effects interpretable as optical
filtering

In this section, we employ a linear optics viewpoint, in the N — oo limit, to address specific
instances of cavity-mediated non-statistical energy redistribution, control of photoreactivity
via polaron decoupling, and coherent molecular excited state dynamics. These topics have
been discussed in the literature as polaritonic phenomena of interest. While we do not
question the correctness of prior literature reports, we seek here to demystify certain examples
of these processes in light of the insights discussed above in Section 2. In each instance,
we consider the N — oo limit, enabling direct application of Eq. 8. As such, we predict
that we can reproduce some polaritonic phenomena outside of a cavity by pumping with a
laser field that has an intensity profile |E(w)|? proportional to the polariton transmission
spectrum 7T'(w). As discussed in Section 2, Eq. 8 pertains not only to steady-state molecular
populations but also to excited state dynamics before the non-linear O(1/N) processes begin
to matter. Here, we numerically verify this result. We insist, however, that these findings do
not consider dynamics at longer times nor when strong coupling is attained with small N.
We will discuss these caveats, and others, in subsequent sections. Finally, at the end of this
section, we provide experimental examples of polaritonic effects that can be interpretable as

optical filtering.

3.1 Non-statistical energy redistribution: A spectral overlap inter-

pretation

In this example, we consider two molecular species simultaneously coupled to a single cavity

mode. Upon broadband optical excitation of the cavity, energy is observed to funnel selec-
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Figure 4: Demystifying cavity-mediated “non-statistical” energy redistribution.— Molecular
species a and 3 are coupled to a common cavity mode with the same coupling strength.
(a) Here, the homogeneous molecular linewidths are the same, while the inhomogeneous
linewidth for « is significantly larger than that of 5. Due to this inhomogeneity, o has an
increased spectral overlap with the polariton transmission spectrum 7'(w). As a result, the
ratio of the energy absorbed by a over that absorbed by 3 is greater than 1 (A£%/AEP = 2.2).
(b) Here the molecular species have the same inhomogeneous linewidth, but « possesses a
larger homogeneous linewidth than 3. Despite the superficial similarity of the absorption
bands of the two molecular species outside of the cavity due to the predominant inhomoge-
neous broadening, we find that AEY/AEP = 2.7. The log-scale inset highlights that while
the centers of the molecular profiles are similar, o has considerably longer Lorentzian tails,
still leading to improved spectral overlap with T'(w). Together, these examples illustrate
that the tails of the molecular lineshapes matter significantly as their spectral overlap with
the polariton windows determines intracavity energy absorption.

tively into one of the species with a “non-statistical” energy redistribution that differs from
what one would expect if the same broadband excitation acted directly on the molecules in
free space. This phenomenon was originally studied with computational rigor by Groenhof
and Toppari'® for a scenario involving up to 1,000 molecules of one species, and revisited by
Pérez-Sanchez et al.”™ for the case where the intracavity number of both molecular species
tends to infinity. The intriguing observation in both studies is that the excitation energy is
eventually funneled selectively into the molecular species that features the fastest dephasing.
In Reference 78 Pérez-Sanchez et al. explained this phenomenon with a time-domain inter-

pretation: the cavity and the molecules exchange energy, and the molecules that dephase the
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fastest absorb energy at a faster rate and return less energy back to the cavity with every
Rabi oscillation. There is no mistake in this time-domain interpretation, but here we argue
that a much simpler frequency-domain picture can clarify the observed energy funneling.
In short, no matter how complex the time-domain Rabi oscillations between molecules and
cavity mode appear, they simply correspond to the frequency-domain filtering of broadband
light through the polaritonic transmission windows. Temporal transients are immaterial if
one is interested in steady-state observables such as the energy redistribution into different
molecular species.

For two distinct, non-interacting molecular species a and 3 coupled to the same cavity

mode, Eq. 8 gives the collective intracavity molecular absorption as:
Aw) = A¥(w) + AV (w) (9)

where A9 (w) = %Im[x(laﬁ) (w)]T (w) is the fraction of light absorbed by molecular species
a, ( in the cavity. This equation clarifies the origin of the non-statistical energy redistri-
bution, or funneling, for this system: the molecular species exhibiting the largest overlap
between its bare absorption spectrum and the polariton transmission peaks absorbs the most
energy.

Fig. 4 showcases two instructive scenarios that elucidate the connection between the
bare molecular spectral overlap with the polariton transmission spectrum and the ratio of
the total energy absorbed by molecular species o (AE®) to the total energy absorbed by

molecular species 3 (AEP) upon broadband excitation:

AE* [ dwIm[x*) (w)]T (w)
AEP [ dwIm[xA)(w)]T (w)’

(10)

In both instances, the bare molecular spectra are modeled as Voigt profiles centered at the

17



cavity frequency wpp:

1 oo exp [ - (ﬁi/a”g)Q] (I‘a76/2)2
V(w; 0P T*F) = —/ dw'’ : (11)
T ) oo o%P\/ 21 (W — wpp, — w2 + (['*B/2)2

where o®” is the Gaussian (inhomogeneous) linewidth and I'“* is the Lorenztian (homo-
geneous) linewidth for each molecular species. Species o and (3 are coupled to a common
cavity mode with the same coupling strength gv/N Jwpr, = 0.1 and the cavity decay rate is
taken to be k/wyy, = 26p/wpn, = 2k /wpr, = 0.01. Fig. 4a presents the scenario where both
species have the same homogeneous broadening (I'*# /w,;, = 0.001), but species a has more
significant inhomogeneous broadening (¢ /w,, = 0.04) compared to 8 (¢ /w,, = 0.025).
Meanwhile, Fig. 4b presents the scenario where o and [ have the same inhomogeneous
broadening (¢ = 0.025), but « has larger homogenous broadening (I'* /w,; = 0.005) than
B (I Jw,, = 0.001). In both scenarios, the bare molecular spectrum of o possesses a larger
spectral overlap with the polariton transmission spectrum than that of £; thus, molecular
species « exhibits greater energy absorption. Notably, Fig. 4b emphasizes the significance
of the Lorentzian tails of the linear molecular absorption spectrum in this energy absorption
process (see inset). Therefore, while scenarios (a) and (b) may seem distinct, their outcomes
are explained by the same underlying mechanism. Again, the polariton peaks function as
optical filters, determining the specific frequencies of light that are permitted into the cavity.
Consequently, the species whose free space absorption spectrum overlaps more substantially
with these frequencies absorbs the greater amount of energy. In fact, if a light source mim-
icking the intensity profile of the polariton transmission spectrum is employed outside of the
cavity, the ratio of the energy absorbed by the two molecular species should be the same in

free space as it would be under broadband illumination of the polaritonic system:

Ag* [ dwwIm[x"(w)]|E(w)|?
AEP [ dwwIm[x¥) (w)]|E(w)]?’

(12)

18



where |E(w)]? o @ is the intensity profile of the shaped electromagnetic field. Note that
this is true so long as the intensity of the driving field lies within the linear regime such that
nonlinear effects are negligible.

This linear optics perspective offers a unified framework for interpreting previous theo-

retical findings. In the work of Groenhof and Toppari,!**

we can explain the preferential
energy channeling to hydroxyphenyl-benzothiazole (HBT') over rhodamine (Rho) when the
lower polariton is excited: the bare HBT linear absorption has more substantial overlap with
the lower polariton than that of Rho. Similar interpretations can be applied to explain the
results in Ref. 78. These insights underscore that the relative steady-state molecular pop-
ulations can be straightforwardly deduced from the interplay between the linear polariton
transmission spectra and the bare molecular absorption lineshape in the N — oo limit.
Finally, we note in passing that a similar explanation also provides some context for the
celebrated result of Houdré!% on why for sufficiently strong light-matter coupling, polaritons
inherit the homogeneous (Lorentzian) but not the inhomogeneous (Gaussian) linewidths of
their parent molecules. In brief, far away from the center of the distribution, the height
of the Gaussian tails is much smaller that for a Lorentzian with the same integrated area.
This means that for large Rabi splittings, polariton transmission peaks overlap more signifi-
cantly with the homogeneously broadened Lorentzian molecular tails. Correspondingly, the
polariton peaks have a stronger inheritance of the Lorentzian linewidth. Furthermore, the
overlap between the polariton modes and the molecular absorption tails is a key factor in

determining how lossy these modes are, i.e., the more molecular absorption at the polariton

frequencies, the lossier the mode, and fatter in frequency space, it becomes.

3.2 Changes in photoreactivity via polaron decoupling

Here, we delve into the photoreactivity of a disordered ensemble of molecules coupled to
a single cavity mode, utilizing a d-CUT-E effective Hamiltonian that we have deployed

previously ™ (Fig. 5). We consider a minimalistic molecular model with a ground electronic
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Figure 5: Photoreactivity of molecular polaritons I.— We consider a molecule with a ground
electronic state and two excited electronic states where only one of the ground-to-excited
state transitions is bright. The inset illustrates the spectral overlap, for zero disorder, be-
tween the linear polariton transmission 7'(w) under strong coupling (blue) and the bare
molecular absorption Im[y™ (w)] outside of the cavity (red).

state g and two excited electronic states e; and e;, where only the g — e; transition is
coupled to the cavity mode. Note that due to diabatic coupling between the two excited
electronic states, the g — e, transition borrows some oscillator strength from the g — e;
transition. In this model system, photoreactivity refers to the e; — e, transition probability,
and is computed by the time-dependent population ratio P.,(t)/P.,(t). The potential energy
surfaces Ve, ,(Q) are parameterized by a single nuclear vibrational coordinate (). The
collective light-matter coupling is chosen such that the upper polariton (UP) transmission
peak overlaps with states high in e, character; meanwhile, the lower polariton (LP) peak
does not overlap with any significant features of the bare molecular spectrum (see inset of
Fig. 5). As in Section 3.1, we initially excite the system with a broadband pulse [i.e., a
delta pulse in time E(t) = Eyd(t)| for both the inside and outside the cavity scenarios (Fig.
6). The value of the constant field amplitude Ej is chosen to be low enough to ensure we

remain in the linear regime. Eq. 8 suggests that a more appropriate comparison involves
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Figure 6: Photoreactivity of molecular polaritons II.— Panels (a,c,e) depict the overlap be-
tween the bare molecular absorption spectrum (red) with the polariton transmission spec-
trum 7T'(w) under strong coupling and a laser field with an identical intensity |F(w)|? (blue)
for varying degrees of molecular disorder . The intracavity simulations were carried out
with a collective light-matter coupling strength of gv/N = 0.816 ¢V. Panels (b,d,f) present
the corresponding short-time excited state dynamics both inside and outside the cavity.
Outside the cavity, both a shaped pulse E(t) = EyD™(t) and a broadband delta pulse
E(t) = Eyé(t) are considered. Notably, the relative population P (t)/P.1(t) of state ey with
respect to e; appears enhanced in the cavity when compared to the broadband pulse sce-
nario outside of the cavity; however, the dynamics align exactly with those observed using
an external pulse shaped to match the polariton transmission spectrum’s intensity profile.
As molecular disorder increases, the dynamics for both intracavity and shaped-pulse extra-
cavity scenarios converge with those observed using a broadband pulse outside of a cavity.
This convergence is attributed to the increased spectral overlap between T'(w) and |E(w)?
with the heterogeneously-broadened bare molecular absorption, mirroring the conditions of
employing a broadband pulse externally.
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pumping outside of the cavity with a weak laser whose intensity profile has been “shaped” to
mimic the polariton transmission spectrum. The shaped (or “filtered”) pulse acting on the
bare molecules is one where the time-dependent electric field matches the strong coupling
photon-photon correlation function, i.e., F(t) = EoD"(t). We will focus on this scenario
in Sec. 3.3.

In the absence of disorder (Fig. 6b), initial observations suggest that strong coupling
significantly alters photoreactivity compared to the bare molecule scenario, as evidenced by
an increased ey to e; population ratio P, (t)/P., (t) at time ¢ ~ 30 fs. As molecular disorder
increases (Figs. 6d and 6f), the temporal behavior of this population ratio gradually aligns
with that observed outside the cavity.

We now draw from the insights gained in Section 3.1. In the disorder-free scenario,
the upper polariton (UP) transmission window coincides with a peak in the bare molecular
spectrum predominantly characterized by es, while the lower polariton (LP) transmission
overlaps slightly with the low-energy tail of the molecular spectrum (see Fig. 5 inset). Eq.
8 aids in rationalizing the observed photoreactivity enhancement under strong coupling: the
light that the cavity selectively channels through the UP transmission window overlaps with
the portion of the bare molecular absorption spectrum that is rich in e product character.
As disorder increases, the polariton transmission spectrum more closely aligns with the
reactant features of the bare molecular spectrum (see Figs. 6¢ and 6e), leading to a scenario
where the linear absorption of broadband light within the cavity converges towards how
a broadband pulse would be absorbed in free space. This explains why, with increasing
molecular disorder, our intracavity simulations tend towards the out-of-cavity scenario under
broadband excitation.

These results are in alignment with recent reports in the literature. Thomas et al.®?
have reported experimental modification of the photoisomerization of spiropyran to mero-
cyanin under strong coupling, proposing that the change was due to a non-polaritonic effect

predominantly influenced by molecular absorption of ultraviolet radiation within the cavity.
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1.2 explored the photochemistry of 10-hydroxybenzo|h|quinoline

Concurrently, Dutta et a
under strong coupling through molecular dynamics simulations and experiments, suggesting
a key role played by the congruence between bright polaritons and molecular dark states.
As a result, the photoreactivity changes under strong coupling because the available light
within the cavity has a distinct frequency distribution from the optical pump outside the
cavity. For instance, if the polaritonic transmission windows coincide with the bare molec-
ular energy levels that lead to a desired reaction pathway, that pathway will be selectively
enhanced due to the increased relative absorption at those frequencies. Conversely, if the
polaritonic windows overlap with unreactive bare molecular states — or no molecular states
— the photoreactivity can be suppressed.

This linear optics viewpoint also provides an explanation for the strong coupling control

1617 in the N — oo and low temper-

of photochemical processes through polaron decoupling
ature limits. This phenomenon has been explained as a version of motional narrowing where
the exchange of energy between light and matter is so fast that the LP does not “feel” much
coupling to vibrations, with the consequence of suppressed reactivity. Calculations show
that the UP does not enjoy such polaron decoupling to the same degree, presumably due
to strong mixing with high-lying vibronic states.”” Similar to the inset of Fig. 5, typically
under polaron decoupling the LP transmission peak is off-resonant from any bare molecular
vibronic transitions, so little to no absorption will occur upon pumping the LP. We, there-
fore, expect that no nuclear motion will occur upon excitation of the LP, and we expect a
corresponding decrease in photoreactivity.®!” Again, there is nothing inherently incorrect
about attributing the suppression of reactivity to polaron decoupling of the LP potential
energy surface, but we believe it is much simpler to understand it in terms of the lack of
molecular absorption at the LP frequency. It is important to note that Ref. 16 also considers
finite temperature effects, which go beyond the approximations of CUT-E.

Importantly, and regardless of interpretation, the same suppression or enhancement in

the low temperature limit can be achieved outside of a cavity by driving at the correspond-
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ing polariton frequencies: pumping free-space molecules at the LP frequency corresponds
to off-resonantly pumping the system, so little photoreactivity is expected, while pumping
at the UP frequency corresponds to resonantly driving the product peak so an increase in
photoreactivity s expected. This selective enhancement or suppression of reaction pathways
based on the overlap of polaritonic and bare molecular states underscores the nuanced inter-
play between polaritonic effects and bare molecular linear absorption. Again, we highlight
the importance of considering these effects in the analysis of the excited state dynamics of
polaritonic systems and the importance of providing the correct comparisons for intracavity
and free-space scenarios. It is crucial to emphasize that the linear polaritonic response for
systems under strong coupling with sufficiently small N are not accurately captured by Eq.
8. Consequently, changes in photoreactivity under strong coupling in such cases cannot be

described using this optical filtering viewpoint.

3.3 Coherent dynamics in the large-/N limit

Using the same model introduced in Section 3.1, we now present an in-depth comparison
between the excited state dynamics of a polaritonic system under broadband excitation with
E(t) = Eyd(t) and that of the bare molecular ensemble pumped with the filtered pulse E(t) =
EyD®)(t). Our simulations using the CUT-E method confirm that the photoreactivity of
the bare molecules triggered by E(t) is, up to a constant factor, identical to that observed
inside the cavity (see Figs. 6b, 6d, 6f and Fig. 7).

A common misunderstanding is that time-domain Rabi oscillations, which give rise to
the frequency-domain Rabi splitting in the linear polaritonic response, imply the existence
of nonlinear optical processes. Here, we show that these oscillations can be reproduced in
the linear regime simply via constructive and destructive interference between excited state
amplitudes promoted by a filtered pulse at different times (Fig. 7). In other words, the bare
molecules are illuminated with light at the two frequencies resonant with the upper and lower

polaritons, giving rise to beating of the cavity transmission intensity at the Rabi frequency,
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which decays as light is lost to molecular absorption and cavity leakage. This phenomenon is
well-known in the field of ultrafast spectroscopy as linear wavepacket interferometry;!°%197 in
fact, nonlinear wavepacket interferometry has been suggested as an alternative to provide real
“pump-dump” control and detection of molecular dynamics beyond the FC region. %109 It is
important to clarify that using an optically filtered source in the linear regime to excite the
bare molecules will not reproduce the ultrafast polariton dynamics unless the resulting light
is coherent and has the same frequency-dependent phase as DU (w). 1% If the control pulse is
defined so that only its frequency intensity profile |E(w)|* agrees with transmission spectrum
T'(w), the transient dynamics for both free-space and intracavity molecules may be different
to that under strong coupling before the steady-state is reached. Similar considerations have
been discussed in the context of one-photon phase control experiments. 11512 Importantly, if
the steady-state is not reached before 1/N corrections start to matter (e.g., decay from the

dark states back to the polaritons), the dynamics under strong coupling and the dynamics

with a filtered pulse may never be the same (see Sec. 2.5).
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Figure 7: Coherent dynamics in the large-N limit.— Population dynamics of the first, P., (¢),
and second, P, (t), excited state populations inside the cavity versus when the system outside
of the cavity is driven with a time-dependent pulse E(t) = EoD(t) that has the same
intensity profile as the polariton transmission spectrum. Note that the populations are
normalized to the maximum value of P, (t). The dynamics, up to a constant factor, are
identical, with both scenarios presenting Rabi oscillations in the e; population dynamics,
while no such observations are observed in the ey population dynamics since this state is not
directly coupled to the cavity.
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The results in Fig. 7 indicate that choosing the same initial conditions inside and outside
of the cavity when performing quantum dynamics simulations can be misleading. Initial
conditions outside the cavity must be sampled in a way that accounts for the filtering of the
hypothetical laser acting on the polaritonic system; otherwise, erroneous differences in the

subsequent dynamics may occur.

3.4 Incoherent pump-probe spectroscopy of polaritons

As discussed in Section 2.1, the linear response implications of the quantum impurity model
for N — oo hold for arbitrary initial states so long as the quantum states of light and
matter are decoupled, i.e., p = ppn & pmor, and are stationary with respect to Hy. These
conditions hold true not only for thermal states but also for nonequilibrium stationary states
resulting from optical pumping. As we shall argue, the stationarity condition can be liberally
taken to mean that the molecular dynamics are slow compared to the inverse of the spectral
resolution. This condition is particularly relevant for incoherent nonlinear spectroscopy

36,70-T4 where, upon optical pumping, polaritons relax into incoherent dark states

experiments,
but do not fully thermalize, provided that the timescale of the dark state dynamics 7 > 2?”,
where I' is the minimum of the cavity and molecular dephasing linewidth. I' characterizes
the decay rate of the photon-photon correlation function and hence dictates the resolution
of the acquired spectrum. Thus, any dynamics slower than the corresponding timescale 7
can be treated adiabatically, ensuring the validity of the stationarity condition within the
spectral resolution of the polaritonic spectrum. In other words, the molecular state can
be regarded as frozen on the timescale of 7. The response triggered by a probe pulse can
be regarded as the linear response of this “stationary state” which changes parametrically
as a function of a coarse-grained waiting time 7 [sampled at intervals coarser than 27 /I
and can be characterized by an effective (time-dependent) linear molecular susceptibility
xW (w;t = n7). This picture is completely analogous to what happens in incoherent pump-

probe experiments outside of a cavity. 113115
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Figure 8: Incoherent nonlinear spectroscopy of polaritons.— A representative example of a
polaritonic incoherent nonlinear spectroscopic experiment showing transmission, reflection,
and absorption for an ensemble of identical three-level systems at different delay times, ¢ such
that t;,1 — t; > 7 where 7 is the dephasing timescale of the system. The three states are
labeled as |1), |2), and 3) and the total transition dipole moment of the three-level system is
W= 12 + o3 + p13. The configurations of the system, obtained upon optical pumping, are
shown in the insets. Configuration (a) represents the state created upon optical pumping
with complete saturation, rendering the medium transparent to the cavity. After a time of
ty — t1, the system relaxes to (b) where the po transition is still saturated, giving us three
polariton peaks. The system then further relaxes to reach (c) at time t3, and we can see all
four polariton peaks appearing owing to all the molecular transitions, p = p19 + o3 + 13,
being active. The time-varying spectra have been computed using Eq. 4 with a molecular
susceptibility, X(l)(w;t), that adjusts adiabatically to each configuration. (Figure adapted
from Ref. 75).

Fig. 8 presents an illustrative model for a hypothetical incoherent pump-probe exper-
iment, showing the transmission, reflection, and absorption for an ensemble of identical
three-level systems after optical pumping. Panels a, b, and ¢ of Fig. 8 represent the system
at three stationary non-thermal configurations after delay times ¢t = t; < t5 < t3 respectively.
In the regime where At = t;,1—t; is greater than 7, Eq. 4 can be used to compute the spectro-
scopic observables. The configurations of the system, obtained upon optical pumping, are (a)
p1=p2 = D3, (b) pr =0.45, po = 0.45, p3 = 0.1, and (c) p; = 0.7, po = 0.2, p3 = 0.1, at delay
times ¢ = t; < ty < t3 respectively. The parameters used are: wis = wpy, = 1, w23 = 2wy,
k = 0.1,7 = 0.3, and the collective light-matter coupling gv/N = 1 (arbitrary frequency
units). Configuration (a) represents the state created upon optical pumping with complete
saturation, rendering the medium transparent to the cavity. Thus, we see the bare cavity

spectra in the linear response. After a time of t5 — ¢, the system relaxes to (b) where the
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|1) — |2) transition is still saturated and transparent. Hence, we see three polariton peaks
owing to two molecular transitions, p = 13+ 23, coupling off-resonantly to the cavity. This
configuration is still in a non-thermal stationary state. The system further relaxes to reach
(c) at time t3 where all three molecular transitions are active and couple to the cavity —
|1) — |2) resonantly, and |2) — [3) and |1) — |3) off-resonantly — leading to the appearance
of four polariton peaks.

Thus, the implications of the optical filtering presented in the previous sections hold, but
with an important caveat: the polariton windows change in time, adiabatically adjusting
to x((w;t) at each configuration. It is therefore not surprising that many experimental

36,707 gyccessfully use transfer matrix methods with

ultrafast nonlinear spectroscopy studies
an effective time-dependent linear molecular susceptibility to model transient polaritonic

transmission spectra.

3.5 Radiative pumping as described as linear optics

Relaxation mechanisms from dark states back to polariton states are 1/N effects of great
interest in the molecular polaritonics community, as they play important roles in applications

H6,I17 holariton transport, 21187122 and

such as polariton-assisted remote energy transfer,
polariton condensation.3%#51237129 The stationarity of the dark states allows for the use
of a linear optics perspective to study their relaxation mechanisms. Here we show that
radiative pumping can be understood as the linear response of incoherent excitons probed
by the polariton modes via their single-molecule coupling g, i.e., it is the emission from the
incoherent excitons that pumps the polaritons. This picture is consistent with seminal work
of Michetti and La Rocca, who provided a phenomenological rate for radiative pumping that
is proportional to the bare molecular emission rate at the frequency of the polariton mode,
multiplied by the photonic Hopfield of the hybrid mode. coefficient.!3%!3! This description
31,43,132-136

is consistent with experimental observations.

We have rigorously derived this rate from the Hamiltonian introduced in Eq. 1, using
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a generalization of the CUT-E formalism. The resulting radiative pumping rate written in

terms of the linear optical properties in Eqs. 4a-4c yields,'"?

() = (L) gunte) [0 + () 7). (13)

Ry, KRR

This shows that the rate of radiative pumping is proportional to the product of the free-space
molecular emission o, (w) with the polariton absorption and transmission spectra. Eq. 13
separates the rate into two components: one proportional to A(w) indicating re-absorption of
emitted light by the polaritons, and one proportional to T'(w) indicating transmission through
the cavity mirrors. Moreover, the prefactor g?/k; o< Q/V,, encodes cavity enhancement of
the molecular emission. Ignoring the reabsorbed component, photoluminescence via radiative
pumping corresponds to the enhanced molecular emission filtered through the polariton
transmission spectrum. Although this is intuitive, we must keep in mind that A(w) and
T'(w) are defined for an out-of-cavity, rather than an inside-of-cavity, excitation source (see
Fig. la for an example of the former).

From a classical optics perspective, radiative pumping of polaritons amounts to sponta-
neous emission from the dark state reservoir into the polariton modes (i.e., emission of a
photon at the particular internal angle(s) corresponding to a polariton mode), which can be
described by standard dipole emission models. 3739 In this context, the radiative pumping
rate corresponds to the dipole power dissipated into the range of in-plane wavevectors that
correspond to the polariton mode at each frequency in the free-space spontaneous emission
spectrum. In addition to predicting the radiative pumping rate, this approach has the advan-
tage of directly predicting observables such as the angle-dependent cavity photoluminescence
spectrum. Since the results of this calculation may ultimately be expressed in terms of the
free space emission spectrum modulated by a cavity transfer function (that includes Purcell
enhancement or inhibition), it can be considered an optical filtering effect.

In Section 4.1 we discuss the effects of the reabsorbed component of the radiative pump-

29



ing, and how it renders this linear optics description of photoluminescence inside the cavity

incomplete.

3.6 Experimental examples of optical filtering

Insofar as polariton properties such as Rabi splitting, linewidth, and dispersion are generally
well described by classical optics using the dielectric functions of the bare materials com-
prising the system (Fig. 9), all linear optical properties of polaritons — from the strong to

140 can be interpreted within the context of optical filtering.

ultrastrong coupling regime
There is less clarity on the extent to which the nonlinear optical properties of polaritons
also originate from optical filtering, defined here as a nonlinear response of the cavity system

that can be understood using classical optics based on the nonlinear response of the bare

material outside the cavity.
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Figure 9: Classical optics modeling of polariton observables.— The angle-dependent transverse
magnetic (TM)-polarized reflectivity spectra measured for a metal-organic-metal microcavity
(a) are accurately reproduced using the transfer matrix method (b). The polariton dispersion
in both cases is consistent with a full Hopfield Hamiltonian treatment in the ultrastrong
coupling regime for several different cavity thicknesses (c). (Figure adapted from Ref. 140
with permission. Copyright Wiley-VCH, 2013).

141

Initial work on polariton-enhanced second harmonic generation (SHG)'*' and nonlinear

42 concluded that the enhancement exceeded what was expected from

absorption /refraction’
optical filtering, while subsequent work on third harmonic generation (THG) concluded the

opposite.*3 That is, the increased THG output of the cavity sample was well explained
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when taking into account the cavity-modified field strength at the fundamental and third
harmonic frequencies interacting with the x® (3w, w,w,w) susceptibility of the bare mate-
rial. The case of electroabsorption (another y® nonlinearity) was also found to be a filtering
effect and highlighted differences in language that ultimately describe the same physical phe-
nomenon. '** From the polariton perspective, polaritons exhibit an enhanced Stark shift in
response to a DC electric field whenever the polariton modes become resonant with other
(weakly coupled) states in the system, as expected from standard perturbation theory. On
the other hand, the same effect viewed from the classical optics perspective originates from
the field-induced change in energy and oscillator strength of the underlying material transi-
tions, the visibility of which is resonantly enhanced when observed through a mode of the
system (i.e., a polariton). These views are two sides of the same coin and are related by a
change of basis.

Within the context of chemistry, optical filtering effects can distort the reaction rate that
is inferred from time-dependent changes in transmittance relative to a non-cavity control
(Fig. 10a,b,c). The difficulty stems from the fact that, outside of a cavity, changes in the
real part of the refractive index (i.e., phase) have a negligible effect on sample transmit-
tance, whereas inside of a cavity, changes in index have a significant effect since they alter
interference within the cavity. Since a change in absorbance of a reactant or product species
(which would normally be used to infer concentration) necessarily leads to a change in index
due to the Kramers-Kronig relation, the reaction rate inferred from cavity transmittance
appears different than that of a non-cavity control even when the underlying reaction rate is
the same in both cases as shown in Fig. 10(c).”* The practice of inferring reaction rate from

the time-dependent shift of higher order cavity modes!%:11:146,147

can also be problematic.
As detailed in Ref. 148, the change in dielectric constant from an evolving strongly coupled
transition at low frequency persists to a small degree even at high frequency and can skew

the reaction rate that is inferred from the shift in cavity free spectral range of higher order

cavity modes (Fig. 10d,e,f).
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Figure 10: Polariton pseudochemistry from microcavity optics.— (a) Schematic of a simple
transfer matrix model for reference and cavity sample cells filled with a solution undergoing a
first order reaction from reactant (R) to product (P) with rate constant, k., according to the

ern

scheme R = P. The reactant has a dielectric function, eg = epoo + w?f /(Wi — wW? — iw7),
that reflects a vibrational transition at wy = 1700 cm™ with damping rate v = 30 cm™.
The product does not have this vibrational transition and has a different high frequency
dielectric constant, ep = €po,. The time-dependent dielectric function is therefore e(t) =
gre Fomt 4 gp(1 — e~Feal) This example assumes epo, = 2 and ep,, = 2.1, similar to
experiments. %! (b) Time-dependent transmittance spectra (at normal incidence; lighter
blue corresponds to later time) for the reference and cavity simulations when f = 1073,
in a scenario where the cavity is detuned from the vibrational mode, which is just used
as a spectator to track consumption of the reactant as in Ref. 145. (c) Relative reactant
concentration inferred from the transmittance of the reference and cavity samples at wy.
The rate (equal to the slope) inferred for the cavity case is different than the actual rate
due to the impact of the changing cavity phase that accompanies the loss of the vibrational
transition.” (d) The same model, except with the effective oscillator strength increased to
f = 1072 and the cavity length adjusted to achieve VSC. (e) Time-dependent change of
the free spectral range, Av, of the higher order cavity modes indicated in (d). (f) Relative
reactant concentration inferred inside the cavity using the relation, In (1 — Av(t)/Avy),
where Av, is the change in free spectral range at t — 00.'%! Owing to the dispersive
refractive index, Av,, is not constant, and so the apparent rate changes depending on what
frequency range Av,, is determined from. For example, if Av,, is computed from exactly the
same modes that the reaction rate measurement is based on in (d,e), then this approach can
be fairly accurate (red line). However, if Av, is obtained from the background refractive
indices of the reactant and product (i.e., Avy, = (2L)_1(8}}ié2 - 5}%2) in the high frequency
limit), then this approach can deviate more significantly (orange line).

Recent work by Ahn et al.'* described a systematic fitting procedure to circumvent these

types of problems and accurately determine the time-dependent reactant concentration from
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cavity transmittance measurements, providing strong evidence for genuine VSC suppression
of the reaction rate. The most significant impact of optical filtering on polariton chemistry
to date was reported by Thomas et al.,”* who concluded that the original cavity-enhanced

l. 15

photoisomerization reaction reported by Hutchison et a could be explained by optical

filtering based on cavity-induced changes in absorption of the excitation light. This finding

I.,%! who reproduced the original results by Hutchison. Thomas’

contradicts work by Zeng et a
reinterpretation has also been challenged by Schwartz et al.,'*® who disputed the role of

altered pump light absorption in the original experiments.

4 Beyond optical filtering: Nontrivial polaritonic effects

In Sec. 3, we presented scenarios where polaritonic effects can be understood as optical fil-
tering. In these examples we considered the N — oo limit, and, for the most part, neglected
the “1/N effects” that lead to processes like relaxation of dark states back to polaritons.
In the N — oo limit, the linear optics treatment is exact when considering the first exci-
tation manifold. Consequently, a laser pulse shaped to mimic the polariton transmission
spectrum can be employed outside of the cavity to achieve the same “polaritonic” phenom-
ena. Even upon relaxation of the N — oo limit, the dark-state-to-polariton relaxation rate
via radiative pumping can be described through readily attainable linear optics observables,
e.g., bare molecular emission and polariton absorption and transmission. Still, there are
many situations where polaritonic phenomena go beyond optical filtering. In the following
sections, we present some 1/N effects that cannot be described as simply optical filtering:
polariton-assisted photon recycling and vibrational relaxation. We then consider scenarios
that challenge the limitations of the theory presented in Sec. 2.1, including when the num-
ber of excitations approaches the number of molecules per mode and the scenarios where
few-molecule strong coupling can be achieved. Finally, we mention some experiments con-

ducted in the collective strong coupling regime in the large- N limit, yet where polaritonic
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phenomena are observed that cannot be explained via optical filtering.

4.1 Polariton-assisted photon recycling

In Sec. 3.5 we describe radiative pumping as emission from incoherent excitons, and express
its rate in terms of linear spectroscopic observables (see Eq. 13). We find that light emitted
from dark states can not only be transmitted out of the cavity, but also be re-absorbed
by the material. This corresponds to radiative pumping from dark to polariton states, and

102 Since light re-absorbed from dark

subsequent decay from polaritons back to dark states.
states can be subsequently re-emitted (a second instance of decay from dark to polariton
states), the total observed photoluminescence can not be described by the product of the
bare molecular emission and the polariton transmission spectrum.

Recent ab initio quantum dynamics simulations showed that most of the polariton popu-
lation decays to the dark states instead of via cavity leakage, especially for highly disordered
ensembles.? Here we confirm that this is a direct consequence of the polaritonic transmis-
sion spectrum overlapping significantly with the bare molecular absorption. We calculate
the ratio between the re-absorption and transmission components of Eq. 13 in the large- N

limit using Eqs. 4a and 4b. The resulting expression is equal to the product of the cavity

quality factor and bare molecular absorption:

Alw)
(=) T

Given the above, the process of photons being re-absorbed and re-emitted multiple times be-

= QTm [x(w)]. (14)

fore leaving the cavity is enhanced in the collective strong coupling regime — since Im [X(l) (w)}
is roughly proportional to g2 N, see Ref. 88. This is particularly evident when the bare molec-
ular emission and absorption spectra overlap. In such cases, photoluminescence cannot be
explained simply as optical filtering of the bare emission through the polariton windows.

From a classical optics viewpoint, an iterative application of the dipole emission modeling
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procedure (similar to the case of resonant cavity light-emitting diodes) is needed to accurately

50

describe this scenario.

Im [x " (w)]
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Figure 11: Mechanism of polariton-assisted photon recycling.— A fraction of the light emitted
from the dark states can be reabsorbed by the polaritons. This fraction is proportional to the
bare molecular absorption Im [X(l) (w)} (generally high frequencies of the emission spectrum).
Subsequent re-emission can cause photoluminescence intensity to differ from that predicted
by filtering of the bare emission o, (w) through the polariton transmission spectrum (Figure
adapted from Ref. 102).

This mechanism has recently been coined polariton-assisted photon recycling (see Fig.
11), and has a weak coupling analogue in luminescent solar concentrators. There, high-
energy photons initially absorbed by luminescent molecules can be re-absorbed by other
molecules within the concentrator, leading to multiple cycles of absorption and re-emission,
ultimately resulting in lower energy emissions.®13 In the strong coupling case, this can
occur despite the molecules being far from each other. Indeed, one of the first applications
of this phenomenon in the molecular polaritons field can be traced back to seminal works on
polariton-assisted remote energy transfer (PARET).3135%17 More recently, photon recycling
has been proposed to excite molecules at a frequency lower than that of the original pump, '**
and to explain changes in the thermally activated delayed fluorescence kinetics of multi-
resonance emitters. > Many other interesting polaritonic effects on photoluminescence have

been recently reported in which this photon recycling mechanism may play a role. 176158
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4.2 Vibrational relaxation

Experimental studies report an alternative mechanism for the repopulation of polaritons
from incoherent excitons that scatter into the polaritons via the emission of a vibrational
quantum, a process that is mediated by the matter component of the polaritons. This vi-

t 159-161

brational relaxation process cannot be explained as an optical filtering effec Seminal

162 proposed the vibrational relaxation mechanism as an alternative

works by Litinskaia et al.
to radiative pumping, potentially becoming a preferential relaxation channel for molecules
where non-radiative processes dominate over photoluminescence. Later, experimental works
claimed that this channel can occur within timescales as short as hundreds of femtosec-
onds.®! Over the years, the vibrational relaxation mechanism has remained something of
a mystery. On the one hand, theoretical and experimental works have shown this rate to
be noncompetitive with radiative pumping, possibly due to the large number of molecules

in the system, 383,163,164

Thus, these works suggest that vibrational relaxation plays an in-
significant role in the dark-state-to-polariton relaxation process in the large-N limit. On
the other hand, a different set of computational and experimental works has shown that
vibrational relaxation does play a significant role when the energy difference between the
dark states and the polariton modes coincides with the frequency of Raman-active modes,
causing scattering to polariton modes at lower frequencies. This phenomenon is known as
vibrationally-assisted scattering (VAS).40:97:159-161

Another problem lies in the distinction between these two mechanisms: radiative pumping
relies on the photoluminescence spectrum overlapping with the polaritons, while vibrational
relaxation depends on the alignment of the frequency difference between polaritons and dark
states with the frequencies that correspond to Raman-active modes (see Fig. 12). However,
low-frequency tails of the photoluminescence spectrum can always overlap with any polariton
mode, so radiative pumping cannot be easily ruled out as the mechanism in play. %7166
We recently re-derived this vibrational relaxation rate within the same framework used to

102

derive the radiative pumping rate (see Sec. 3.5).'%* We found that the vibrational relaxation
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Figure 12: Mechanism of vibrationally-assisted scattering.— Relaxation from dark to polariton
states is facilitated by scattering of polaritons whose energy difference coincides with Raman-
active modes (Figure adapted from Ref. 165).

rate in the weak vibronic coupling regime originally calculated by Litinskaya et al. (pro-
portional to 1/N)1%? consists only of the rate of radiative pumping from the low-frequency
tails of the photoluminescence. Yet, a more careful analysis shows that vibrational relax-
ation also includes a smaller contribution from a second-order processes in g that we call
polariton-assisted Raman scattering, whose rate is proportional to 1/N?. This scattering
mechanism corresponds to the virtual emission from an incoherent exciton and subsequent
Raman scattering on a second molecule that results in the creation of a polariton at lower
frequency (since the light emitted creates both a Raman phonon and a polariton). 102

We believe this Raman scattering process corresponds to VAS, and find no evidence that
it can outcompete the radiative pumping rate due to its 1/N? dependence. Although it
is believed that scattering can dominate over radiative pumping if there is no overlap be-
tween the bare emission and the polariton transmission, we show that the frequencies of the
Raman-active modes that would allow relaxation via scattering also give rise to shoulders

at the low-energy tails of the bare emission spectrum. This implies that radiative pump-

ing will be in competition with polariton-assisted Raman scattering in being the dominate
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relaxation mechanism that populates the lowest-frequency polariton states. Since our work
considers a single cavity mode, one possible resolution to this conundrum would be that Ra-
man processes are enhanced in multimode cavities due to resonant and off-resonant Raman
scattering mediated by the entire lower polariton band. Hence, examining the competition
between radiative pumping, polariton-assisted photon recycling, and polariton-assisted Ra-
man scattering in realistic mirocavities is crucial. In particular, understanding the extent to

which these mechanisms play a role in long-range polariton transport would be valuable.

4.3 Large number of excitations

The model presented in Section 2 only considers the first excitation manifold, i.e., N, /N —
0, where N, is the number of excitations per cavity mode. In this limit, it is highly unlikely
for a single molecule to be excited more than once. This is based on the assumption that the
probe laser is of low intensity, as is the internal (circulating) field of the cavity. If either of
these conditions is violated, two interesting situations may occur: (1) higher-order molecular
susceptibilities, i.e., ("> (w), become important and (2) phenomena that were of O(1/N)
in the first excitation manifold can now be magnified. One relevant example of the latter
is the radiative pumping rate into an exciton-polariton condensate. The radiative decay is

40,43,44,167 whose rate

filtered by the polaritons and stimulated by the number of excitations,
now becomes of O(N,,./N). Notably, in the limit of N.,. ~ N, photoluminescence can be
faster than the dephasing rate, and single-molecule couplings processes can no longer be

considered perturbatively.

4.4 Few-molecule strong coupling

In scenarios where strong coupling is achieved with small N, higher-order correlations that
go as O(N~'/2) can no longer be disregarded (see Section 2.1), leading to effects which go
beyond the linear optics perspective laid out in this review. This not only includes the

polariton-assisted Raman scattering and photon recycling mechanisms discussed in Sec. 4,

38



but also higher-order processes in g. Promising environments for exploring this regime are
plasmonic nano- and picocavites, where the small mode volumes allow for strong coupling

168-171 Qmall mode volumes can also be achieved

with a single molecule or a few molecules.
with surface phonon polaritons to reach vibrational strong coupling within the small-N
limit.'™ There are also specialized optical setups that do not require tiny mode volumes to

achieve single- and few-molecule strong coupling . 717

4.5 Other nontrivial polaritonic phenomena

Similar to VAS on femtosecond timescales, %! nonlinear spectroscopy experiments of polari-
tonic systems continue to reveal effects that do not seem to be explained with optical filter-

ing arguments in photochemistry and photophysics of systems under electronic strong cou-

29,32,37 74,175

pling, and in vibrational dynamics in systems under vibrational strong coupling.
These results are surprising in that they occur on ultrafast timescales, yet cannot be ex-
plained with the classical optics, framework presented in this review, so they must be due to
single-molecule O(g) light-matter coupling processes. Further theoretical understanding of

nonlinear spectroscopy of polaritons is needed to explain how effects beyond optical filtering

can be prevalent when N is supposedly large.

4.6 Experimental evidence of polaritons going beyond optical fil-
tering

Although some experimental results can be interpreted as a linear filtering effects, notably,
some results in ultrafast dynamics do not seem to be simply attributable to this phenomenon.
For example, in an effort to compare the 2D IR spectra of polaritons and the polariton
“filtered” 2D IR spectra of molecular species, Simpkins and colleagues juxtaposed the 2D
spectra of polaritons with spectra that were filtered using two different methods!™ (Fig. 13a-

d). First, in a method referred to as “numerical filtering,” the authors multiplied the 2D IR
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spectra of molecular W(CO), by the corresponding polariton spectra along both the pump
and probe axes (Fig. 13c). Secondly, in the “experimental filtering” method, they used a pulse
shaper to create pump spectra mimicking the polariton spectral shape, while the probe was
sent directly through a polariton sample as the filter. Both beams were focused onto the
same molecular polaritonic sample (Fig. 13d). Clearly, neither numerical nor experimental
filtering can fully reproduce polaritonic 2D IR spectral lineshapes (Fig. 13b). A possible
resolution to this inconsistency is that neither of these two methods considers both pump
and probe pulses with the same frequency-dependent phases as the intracavity fields (not
just their frequency profiles). As discussed in Sec. 3.3, phases must be considered carefully
to reproduce transient effects caused by one-photon phase control.

Simpkins and coworkers also compared the ultrafast vibrational dynamics of W(CO),
both outside cavity and under strong coupling conditions.!”™ They observed two significant
differences. First, while in the case of the outside of the cavity, the 1 — 2 transition intensity
simply decayed exponentially in time, reflecting a relaxation to the ground vibrational state
(Fig. 13e), the corresponding transition under strong coupling exhibited a signature rise and
decay dynamics (Fig. 13f), attributed to either the involvement of higher excited vibrational

levelg 177180

or Raman active modes.” Markedly, the vibrational dynamics of W(CO), with
and without strong coupling manifest differently. Secondly, while the dynamics of bare
molecular systems are independent of the sample thickness (Fig. 13e), the strongly coupled
system shows a large dependence on the cavity thickness, indicating that the cavity plays an
active role in the polariton dynamics (Fig. 13f).

Chen, Du, Yang and co-workers also compared polariton dynamics against optical filter-
ing controls and showed that the two situations differ dramatically'®! (Fig. 14a). In another
work, Xiang and co-workers reported polariton enabled intermolecular vibrational energy
transfer, and remarkably found that the spectral cross-peak ratio, an indicator of the effi-

ciency of energy transfer,!”™ increased with the cavity thickness (Fig. 14b) — again, hinting

that the cavity plays an active role in controlling molecular polariton dynamics.
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Figure 13: Tests of polariton filter effects in 2D IR experiments.— (a) IR transmission spectra
of W(CO)g in hexane and the same sample inside a polaritonic microcavity. The polariton
significantly reduces the amount of IR light transmitted and interacts with the sample as a
“filter”. Comparison of 2D IR spectra of (b) the W(CO),:hexane polariton system, (c) extra-
cavity W(CO)4:hexane filtered numerically by the polariton transmission spectra, and (d)
extracavity W(CO)4:hexane filtered experimentally by the polariton transmission spectra.
All spectra were scaled to ensure they are compared under the same incidence IR power. w;
and ws are the pump and probe frequencies, respectively. The filtered spectra from uncou-
pled molecules show much smaller intensity. (e) The v = 1 — 2 vibrational dynamics of
W(CO), in hexane outside of the cavity exhibit clearly different signal magnitudes, but when
normalized (inset), they demonstrate identical dynamics. (f) The dynamics of v =1 — 2
transitions of the dark reservoir modes at wyp show a qualitatively different dependence on
cavity thickness, suggesting that the dynamics of strongly coupled systems are not domi-
nated by the free space molecular dynamics.

41



>
oo

[w,,, w,,] experimental and 100 x spectral filtering signals Cavity Thickness Dependence
T T 60~ T r T T
55 UP-LP Separation: 89 cm™
-2000 100 x “[w,,,, w ,]” spectral filtering ;\? t,=30ps S +
. -4000( a S0f I
z = 45 o2
£ -6000 o e
Q = -
I = 40 t
- o ot
-8000 I | -
[w,,, w ] experimental a 35} e
-10000 = 3 % 2
_1 2000 1 1 25 " A A A A
0 time (ps) 10 15 5 10 15 20 25
ime (ps . .
P Cavity Thickness (um)

Figure 14: Beyond optical filtering effects.— (A) Experimental peak intensities for strongly
coupled Fe(CO); inside a cavity (blue) vs 100 times of the intensities of corresponding peaks
after spectral filtering is applied to the spectrum for Fe(CO), outside the cavity (red) (B)
Plot of Iypap/IlupLp as a function of cavity thickness at t; = 30 ps. Error bars represent
the standard deviation of three independent scans.

These outlier results of the linear response theory strongly suggest that other mechanisms
beyond optical filtering effects may be takeing place in these dynamic measurements, which
are exclusive to cavity strong coupling phenomenona. There have been discussions of higher
order nonlinear excitations'” '8 or involvement of Raman excited states through coupling
to low frequency phonon modes; ™ both of these explanations rest on nonlinear interactions

which may become available inside of cavities.

5 Conclusion and outlook

This perspective explores the linear optical behavior of molecular polaritons within the col-
lective regime, focusing on the implications of the large-N limit. We establish that, in this
limit, the molecular absorption inside a cavity depends on the cavity quality factor and spec-
tral overlap between the polariton linear transmission and the bare molecular absorption.

We re-evaluate several predicted polaritonic phenomena in this context and suggest that
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as N — oo, polaritons function in large part as optical filters, selectively allowing certain
frequencies to enter the cavity that are then absorbed by the molecules. Through the theoret-
ical and experimental examples presented, we demonstrate how this linear optics perspective
can straightforwardly account for various polaritonic phenomena proposed in the literature
and that similar outcomes should be replicable outside the cavity using appropriately tai-
lored light sources. With these findings in mind, we urge caution in attributing phenomena
solely to “polaritonic” effects without first thoroughly accounting for classical optical filtering
effects.

Our linear optical treatment of polaritons is exact in the asymptotic N — oo limit and
remains accurate when N is large and dark-state-to-polariton relaxation is inconsequential.
However, this picture breaks down as O(g) processes, or “1/N effects”, become significant.
Similarly, in systems under strong coupling with a small number of molecules or with many
quanta of excitation, the relaxation from dark states back to polaritons can no longer be
ignored, further limiting the scope of the linear optical perspective. Finally, there is exper-
imental evidence for ultrafast behavior of polaritonic systems in the collective regime that
theory cannot yet reconcile without invoking single-molecule processes that are artificially
fast. Thus, for both theorists and experimentalists aiming to uncover polaritonic phenom-
ena that transcend the realm of linear optics, the focus should shift toward these regions of
interest. This approach will not only expand our understanding of polaritonic effects beyond
the linear regime but also pave the way for novel applications and insights into the complex

interplay between light and matter under strong coupling.

Supporting Information Available

Reproducing the calculations for the estimated number of molecules per cavity mode for

electronic and vibrational strong coupling.
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