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Abstract

Room-temperature metals and semi-metals which consist of a gas of bound electrons in a near-continuum band structure
can be classified as cold quantum plasmas. This insight suggests that Particle-in-Cell (PIC) simulations, traditionally
used for modeling classical plasmas, may be adapted for the next generation of nanoscopic simulations in photonics,
plasmonics, and beyond. This article introduces four key physics modules implemented in two open-source PIC codes
that can be applied to condensed matter calculations. These modules include (I) the incorporation of Fermi-Dirac (FD)
electrons, (II) material structure boundary conditions, (III) a bound particle model for linear dispersive materials, and
(IV) the inclusion of massless Dirac carriers for simulating graphene-like materials. By integrating these modules into
existing PIC frameworks, we provide a versatile and self-consistent approach for simulating condensed matter systems,
opening new avenues for modeling dynamic phenomena in photonics and plasmonics.

Keywords: particle-in-cell, quantum plasmas, modified Boris scheme, free and bound electrons, plasmonics, Dirac
carriers

1. Introduction

Since the 1940s, computational simulations have dra-
matically reshaped the landscape of physics, enabling us
to explore complex systems beyond the reach of traditional
analytical methods. One area where this transformation
has been particularly impactful is electromagnetism, which
governs the vast majority of practical physical phenom-
ena. At the heart of electromagnetism lies the interaction
between charged particles, and, broadly speaking, plas-
mas—systems of semi-free charged species. While plasmas
are often associated with extreme conditions, such as those
found in astrophysical phenomena (Fig. 1A), many solid
materials, including metals and semi-metals, also exhibit
quasi-free electrons within a near-continuum of quantum
levels. In this context, such materials can be viewed as
quantum plasmas, where the charge carriers behave sim-
ilarly to plasma species, but within a condensed matter
setting.

To model complex systems, computational methods
such as time-domain and frequency-domain solvers are com-
monly used. The Finite-Difference Time-Domain (FDTD)
method [2, 3] is a widely adopted time-domain approach,
while the Finite Element Method (FEM) [4] dominates
steady-state frequency-domain simulations. Advanced vari-
ants, including potential-based solvers for low-frequency
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limits [5], have further enhanced our understanding of elec-
tromagnetic phenomena, from radio waves to quantum
plasmonics [6, 7, 8]. These methods generally model ma-
terial responses as static dielectric functions, which works
well for many applications. However, this approach be-
comes limiting when materials undergo dynamic evolution,
affecting electromagnetic interactions such as re-emission
and absorption, particularly in quantum plasmas where
electron dynamics are non-trivial and significantly impact
system behavior.

The concept of quantum plasmas—applied to condensed
matter systems—suggests that these systems can be mod-
eled more effectively by considering the quantum nature of
their constituent particles. This leads us to the Particle-
in-Cell (PIC) method [9], a powerful technique tradition-
ally used to simulate plasmas. In PIC simulations, the
coupling between Maxwell’s equations (which govern the
electromagnetic field) and the motion of charged parti-
cles (which follow the Lorentz force law) is explicitly mod-
eled. Instead of using a continuous charge distribution,
PIC employs macroparticles—representative particles that
capture the behavior of large numbers of real particles.
The self-consistent evolution of both the electromagnetic
field and particle dynamics makes PIC ideal for simulating
quantum plasmas in time-dependent scenarios [10, 11, 12].

However, the standard PIC codes have been primarily
developed to model classical, weakly coupled plasmas—those
typically found in high-temperature or low-density envi-
ronments. For quantum plasmas, especially in the denser,
colder regions typical of condensed matter systems (Fig.
1A), additional physical models are required. This ar-
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Figure 1: Particle-in-cell (PIC) modeling of quantum plasmas. (A) A diagram illustrating different plasma regimes as a function of temperature
and density, with quantum plasmas occupying the high-density, low-temperature region. This corresponds to the domain of condensed, low-
temperature electron gases typically observed in solid, low-temperature materials. (B) A summary of the key physics modules relevant for
simulating quantum plasmas in the condensed matter regime: (I) Initialization of charged species with a Dirac-Fermi energy distribution;
(II) Boundary conditions applied to charged species at the edges of material structures within the simulation space; (III) Inclusion of bound
species to provide a linear dispersive dielectric response from bound electrons; (IV) Modeling of Dirac fermions using macroparticles, enabling
simulations of materials with a K-point band structure, such as graphene. (A) is adapted from Plasma Science by the National Research
Council, 1995 [1]

.

ticle focuses on enhancing two popular open-source PIC
codes, epoch [13] and Smilei [14], by incorporating four
key physics modules essential for accurately modeling quan-
tum plasmas at the nanoscopic scale (Fig. 1B). (I) Initial-
isation of Fermi-Dirac distributed charge species – cap-
turing the quantum statistics of electrons at low temper-
atures. (II) Material boundary models – simulating the
interaction of charge carriers with the material interfaces,
crucial for condensed matter systems. (III) Bound parti-
cle model for linear dispersion – enabling the simulation of
material responses such as dielectric and plasmonic behav-
ior in response to external fields. (IV) Inclusion of massless
Dirac fermions – to model materials like graphene, where
electrons near the K-point exhibit relativistic behavior.
The modified versions of these codes with these modules
are hosted publicly on Github [15, 16]. Each of these
modules represents a significant advancement in adapting
PIC to quantum plasma systems. After detailing these
physics modules, we conclude with a discussion on the
potential of combining them for simulating the dynamic,
time-dependent physics of quantum plasmas in nanoscopic
systems. This approach promises to enable more accu-
rate and self-consistent simulations of condensed matter
physics, with applications ranging from nanophotonics to
structured quantum materials.

2. Charge Carrier Momentum Distribution

PIC codes typically model material with charged parti-
cle constituents following a Maxwell-Boltzmann (MB) dis-
tribution or, in some cases, a Maxwell-Jüttner distribu-
tion, especially when used for plasma simulations. The
MB distribution is given by:

fMB(v⃗)d
3v ∝ exp

(
−

1
2mv

2

kBT

)
d3v, (1)

wherem is the mass of the plasma species, T is the temper-
ature, and kB is the Boltzmann constant. This describes
the velocity distribution of particles in a phase space vol-
ume d3v centered at velocity v⃗.

For modeling the electromagnetic response of condensed
media in a PIC framework, it is more appropriate to initial-
ize the momentum distribution of charged carriers using a
Fermi-Dirac (FD) distribution, given the quantum nature
of electrons in such systems [17]. The FD distribution is
expressed as,

fFD(v⃗)d
3v ∝ 1

1 + exp
(

1
2mv2−µ

kBT

)d3v, (2)

where µ is the chemical potential, typically identified with
the Fermi energy EF [18].

In practice, this can be implemented in PIC codes by
using a custom loader to initialize macroparticles with ve-
locities distributed according to the FD distribution in
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Figure 2: Relaxation of charged species initialized with a Fermi-Dirac (FD) distribution. (A) Evolution of electron macroparticles, initially
initialized with FD distribution (top), relaxing toward a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution after 20 fs. Each curve represents a different
particle-per-cell weighting, with darker lines corresponding to lower and brighter lines to higher particle-per-cell values, with the minimum
and maximum values labeled in each plot. A Boltzmann factor ∼ exp(−E/kBT ) is fitted to the tail of each histogram to quantify the deviation
from the FD distribution. (B) Evolution of the fitted temperature kBT for different simulation cases: 2 · 1028 m−3 (blue), 4 · 1028 m−3

(yellow), and 6 · 1028 m−3 (red). (C) Fitted coefficients to the square-root power law (β = A
√
t), showing the universal behavior observed

in (B) as a function of the number of particles-per-cell.

Eq. (2). Several open-source PIC codes, such as epoch,
Smilei, and WarpX, include built-in support for such cus-
tom loaders, enabling the initialization of particles with
non-Maxwellian distributions. In this case, the custom
loader also handles the spatial distribution of particles to
form the initial structure in the simulation. More recently,
epoch has introduced a direct method to specify the mo-
mentum distribution at the start of the simulation. The
dist_fn option allows users to set a custom momentum
distribution for each species, alongside the specification
of the momentum range for initialization. In our work, we
choose a momentum range that ensures the initial electron
velocities are initialized with the FD described in Eq.(2)
with inputted Fermi energy and effective mass of electrons
of the material under study.

Although macroparticles can be initialized with FD
momentum distribution in PIC simulations, experience has
shown that the momentum distribution of the charged
species tends to relax to the MB distribution as the sim-
ulation progresses. This relaxation has been studied in
other contexts, such as plasmas initialized in non-MB dis-
tributions [19]. This is not surprising, as particles in a
PIC code are treated as free particles, and the MB distri-
bution represents the equilibrium state of non-interacting
free particles. The key difference between the FD and MB
distributions is that the FD distribution accounts for the
Pauli exclusion principle, which prevents multiple parti-
cles from occupying the same quantum state. Enforcing
the Pauli exclusion principle in a PIC code is challeng-
ing, as it involves discrete energy levels, while PIC codes
model particles in the continuous space-time domain. In
PIC simulations, energy is a derived quantity from par-

ticle momenta, and the occupation of discrete quantum
states cannot be directly represented. Some attempts have
been made to address this issue in PIC simulations, but a
full computational solution to capture the Pauli exclusion
principle remains elusive. Therefore, for simulations of
electromagnetic responses in plasmonic nanostructures, it
is essential to run the simulation before the macroparticle
species relax completely into an MB distribution, as this
relaxation can affect the results of interest, particularly in
the quantum regime.

Experience shows that while relaxation to the MB dis-
tribution is inevitable, initializing electron macroparticles
with a higher particle-per-cell count helps maintain the
FD distribution over longer simulation timescales, com-
pared to simulations with lower particle-per-cell counts.
To quantify the relaxation timescale and its dependence
on particle resolution, we perform a study of bulk FD
plasma across a range of electron densities Ne. Each sim-
ulation case involved a 2nm×2nm×2nm plasma cube (pe-
riodic boundary conditions were applied on all faces of the
simulation box to model an infinite bulk material), initial-
ized with an FD momentum distribution. The ions are
fixed and the electrons are initialized randomly to specif-
ically rule out other potential influences on the thermal-
ization process (see SI-1 for more simulation details). The
temperature was set at 0.0375 eV, and the chemical po-
tential was set to the Fermi energy EF = h̄2

2m

(
3π2N

)3/2,
where m is the mass of the charge carriers, N is the carrier
density, and h̄ is the reduced Planck’s constant. For each
electron density Ne, we varied the particle-per-cell count,
with results shown in Fig. 2.
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To quantify the relaxation dynamics, we analyze the
high-energy tail of the electron macroparticle histogram
at regular time intervals, fitting it to the functional form
∼ exp(−E/β), where E is the electron kinetic energy and
β is the temperature (related to the Boltzmann constant,
kBT ). This allows us to track the evolution of the ap-
parent temperature β = kBT over time. In Fig. 2A, we
demonstrate the fitting procedure for a particular electron
density Ne = 6 · 1028 m−3 at t ∼ 0 and t = 20 fs, in differ-
ent simulations with varying numbers of particles per cell.
We then plot the fitted β for three different densities as
a function of simulation time t in Fig. 2B, where we ob-
serve that the temperature follows an apparent square-root
power law with respect to time: β = A

√
t. The densities

we selected are typical for plasmonic systems, assuming
that each atom contributes one electron to the conduction
band. For simple metals without impurities, these den-
sities range from 2 · 1028 m−3 to 6 · 1028 m−3. Across
all simulation cases, the growth of β was well-described
by the power law β = A

√
t, with no significant differ-

ences in the numerical relaxation behavior regardless of
the particle-per-cell count. However, the coefficient of the
power law, A, varied between different cases, as shown in
Fig. 2C. Given that most metals have electron densities on
the order of 1028 m−3 and similar Debye lengths, the nu-
merical thermalization threshold was found to be roughly
constant across all simulation cases. This explains why the
coefficient A converges around 128 particles per cell, even
as the density varies. Consequently, this particle-per-cell
threshold provides a practical lower limit for accurate PIC
simulations of metals.

The study presented above focuses on the collisionless
operation of our PIC codes, where relaxation is driven
purely by statistical processes and occurs independently
of any collisional model. In this context, relaxation to the
MB distribution is expected as a result of the inherent sta-
tistical nature of the system. However, we observe that in-
troducing collisions can accelerate the relaxation of a bulk
plasma toward an MB distribution. As a point of reference,
the work by Wu et al. [20] has implemented a method to
maintain FD distribution over longer timescales when us-
ing a collisional module. They achieve this by histograms
of macroparticles into energy bins, where Monte Carlo col-
lisions are accepted only if the final energy bin is not oc-
cupied. A key insight of this approach is that the binning
process is finite and only concerns energies below a cutoff
above the Fermi energy EF , as the FD distribution is ex-
pected to converge to an MB distribution well above EF in
the classical limit. However, this method is most effective
when energy changes are relatively infrequent and occur in
discrete events, making it more feasible to implement. It
becomes more challenging to apply this approach at every
time step when dealing with lower-energy macroparticles,
where frequent updates to energy bins may be computa-
tionally demanding. While this technique could be useful
for mitigating thermal relaxation in FD plasmas, it may
require more sophisticated handling for efficient applica-

tion over all simulation steps. For the scope of our current
work, where we are focused on the quantum plasma re-
sponse of structures under electromagnetic radiation, the
typical simulation sizes (on the order of microns) and short
simulation durations (less than 100 fs) ensure that a suf-
ficiently high particle-per-cell count is maintained. This
particle resolution is adequate to preserve the FD distri-
bution for the duration of the simulation, making the use
of a collisional model unnecessary for our specific needs.
Future work could explore implementing this procedure to
improve the accuracy of FD plasma simulations over longer
timescales or in more complex regimes. Ultimately, a com-
plete PIC implementation to capture the Pauli exclusion
principle is desirable.

3. Material Boundary Conditions

In PIC simulations, material models are often used
alongside particle modules to simulate plasmas interact-
ing with devices or environments. These models typically
define a spatially dependent dielectric constant or desig-
nate “conductor cells” to represent electrodes, allowing for
complex voltage boundary conditions and current sources
[23, 24]. For nanophotonic quantum plasmas, the focus
is on modeling the response of charge carriers (e.g., elec-
trons) using particle species. In addition to momentum
space treatment, it is crucial to consider material bound-
ary conditions—the behavior of charged particles at the
interface between the plasma and surrounding materials
or free space. These conditions govern phenomena like
reflection, transmission, and charge accumulation at ma-
terial boundaries, which are key to accurately simulating
electron emission and current flow in nanophotonic sys-
tems.

The simplest model for electron density at a metal
surface is the Thomas-Fermi (TF) theory, foundational
to modern density-functional theory. In TF theory, only
Coulomb interactions and the electron gas’s kinetic en-
ergy are considered. For a Fermi-Dirac electron gas, ini-
tialized with a step-like distribution at the metal surface,
electrons with non-zero momentum spill out beyond the
ionic boundary, forming an electric double layer. This
causes the electron density to smoothly decrease from the
metal into the vacuum over a length scale characterized by
the Thomas-Fermi screening length. The resulting electro-
static barrier confines electrons within the material, while
the kinetic energy of the gas creates a pressure gradient
that balances the electrostatic potential. A similar model
applies to degenerate plasmas in neutron stars and white
dwarfs [25].

In TF theory, the kinetic energy follows T ∝ N5/3, as
dictated by the Pauli exclusion principle. The equilibrium
electron density is reached by minimizing both the kinetic
and electrostatic energies from the double layer. In PIC
simulations, this energy minimization is also solved self-
consistently to establish an equilibrium electron density at
metal surfaces. In Figs. 3A, 3B, we show the equilibrium
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Figure 3: Boundary conditions and charge spill-out. (A) Electron density distribution near the boundary of a semi-infinite material with
varying bulk electron density N0 and Wigner-Seitz radius (rs = 3 in red, rs = 4 in green, and rs = 5 in blue), compared with the Jellium
model [21] at rs = 4 (Na). The solid grey region represents the ionic background. (B) Time evolution of the spill-out surface charge density,∫∞
0 N(x) dx, for different rs values. (C-D) Tunable electrostatic boundary conditions in ultra-small Na nanocylinders, adapted from [10].

(C) Plasmon energy versus cylinder radius R, comparing soft Open BC and hard potential-wall BC with the Self-consistent Hydrodynamic
(SC-HDM) model [22]. (D) Snapshots of the particle velocity distribution within a plasmon cycle for the potential-wall BC (top) and open
BC (bottom).

electron density distribution at metal surfaces N(x) for
varying bulk electron densitiesN0, along with the transient
electron spill-out. The spill-out electrons oscillate around
the material boundary for several cycles, with the oscilla-
tion period determined by the surface plasmon energy, be-
fore stabilizing to the equilibrium distribution. The tran-
sient timescale is typically around 10 fs for normal metals.
Despite not enforcing the Pauli exclusion principle, the
relation T ∝ N1.56±0.1 still holds, close to TF theory’s
prediction (see SI-2 for reference).

However, TF theory and PIC models exclude exchange
and correlation energies, leading to deviations in the elec-
tron density distribution compared to the jellium model,
as shown in Fig. 3A. The PIC model lacks spatial Friedel
oscillations within the Fermi wavelength, which become
more significant at low-density metals [21]. Nevertheless,
both PIC and TF theory provide reasonable approxima-
tions of the electron density for metals with rs = 2 − 6,
despite discrepancies due to the vanishing work function

[26].
To describe the work function in PIC, we use an ex-

ternal electrostatic field that does not interact with the
Maxwell solver. This boundary condition models the effect
of surface electron dynamics on optical nonlocal effects, as
shown in Figs. 3C, 3D, adapted from our previous work
[10]. The self-consistent electrostatic barrier confines elec-
trons within the plasma, and the spatially varying electron
density at the surface leads to a nonlocal optical response.
Nonlocal effects arise from the smearing of induced charge
(spill-out) within a finite length scale around the surface
upon electromagnetic excitation. This causes a shift in the
surface plasmon frequency when the nanostructure’s char-
acteristic length approaches the Thomas-Fermi screening
length, around 0.5 nm for noble metals [27]. If the smear-
out charge centroid is outside the ionic polarizable back-
ground (for simple metals), the surface plasmon is red-
shifted; otherwise, it is blue-shifted (for noble metals). In
the example shown, two boundary conditions—open and
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potential wall—are simulated in PIC, with predicted red-
shifts and blue-shifts of the surface plasmon in ultra-small
Na nanocylinders. These boundary conditions align with
the self-consistent hydrodynamic model (SC-HDM) and
hard-wall hydrodynamic model (HW-HDM) [28, 29, 22].
The red-shifted open boundary PIC case, including only
electron kinetic and Coulomb interactions, matches well
with the SC-HDM, which accounts for exchange and corre-
lation effects. The electrostatic boundary condition, there-
fore, can be further used to tailor the accurate work func-
tion on metal surfaces to include more quantum effects,
such as tunneling and the generation of hot electrons [8].

In PIC simulations, the precision of the external elec-
trostatic field is constrained by the simulation cell size, as
the field’s extent depends on the interpolation order of the
electric field. Small cell sizes, such as 0.05 nm in Figs. 3A,
3B, are necessary to accurately resolve the Thomas-Fermi
screening length in normal metals, enabling precise exter-
nal field resolution. However, for larger screening lengths,
further reducing the cell size becomes both unnecessary
and computationally impractical. To overcome this, con-
ditional boundary conditions can be introduced to con-
fine particles within the material boundary [12]. These
boundary conditions can incorporate scattering models,
such as fully specular or diffusive scattering, to more accu-
rately capture physics at the material boundary. We show
that these scattering models significantly influence the op-
tical nonlinearity of ballistic electrons [12]. Future studies
could extend this approach to model electron scattering
along different crystallographic directions, for example, to
capture enhanced plasmon damping at graphene’s zigzag
edges compared to its armchair edges [30].

4. Modeling Dispersive Media Using Bound Species

PIC simulations are primarily designed to model plasma
phenomena and thus typically exclude condensed matter
effects where the optical response is dominated by interac-
tions with bound electrons. However, some PIC codes do
incorporate constant (but spatially varying) dielectric con-
stants, often implemented as a cell quantity that modifies
Maxwell’s equations, particularly in the time derivative
of E⃗ (curl of B⃗) during the field solver step. For explicit
codes, where the E⃗n+1 field is computed from the previous
time step E⃗n, we have that

E⃗n+1 = E⃗n + cdtE−1(x⃗) ·
(
∇⃗s × B⃗n+ 1

2
− µ0J⃗f,n

)
, (3)

where we omit spatial indexing for simplicity, as this de-
pends on the specific interpolation scheme used. Here,
∇⃗s× represents the finite approximation of the curl in the
chosen explicit scheme, E−1(x⃗) is the inverse of a spatially
varying dielectric tensor, and J⃗f,n is the current deposited
by macroparticles in the given cell at the current time step.
While incorporating a spatially varying, anisotropic dielec-
tric tensor in PIC can introduce an anisotropic response,

as implemented in both codes used in this work, it can-
not capture the dispersive response typical of semi-metals
and other condensed matter materials, which requires a
frequency-dependent dielectric function.

To model a dispersive linear response in our PIC codes,
we allow one or more specified charged particle species
to be bound by a Lorentzian binding force that provides
the desired electromagnetic response. This is achieved by
adding an extra force term to the particle pusher. First, for
the evolution of the velocity v⃗f for a free charged species
f with mass mf and charge qf is governed by the Lorentz
force F⃗f , given by:

F⃗f (t) =
dv⃗f
dt

=
qf
mf

(
E⃗ + v⃗f × B⃗

)
. (4)

We now extend this equation to include a Hooke’s law
damped harmonic oscillator force for the dynamics of a
bound charged species b, resulting in the following equa-
tion of motion:

dv⃗b
dt

=
qb
mb

(
E⃗ + v⃗b × B⃗

)
− ω2

b · x⃗b − γb · v⃗b, (5)

where ω2
b and γb are diagonal tensors that describe the

binding force. For species b with charge qb and mass mb,
irradiated by a monochromatic plane wave with angular
frequency ω, and assuming that the bound charges move
much slower than the speed of light, the medium exhibits
a Lorentzian-type resonance. This results in a linear dis-
persive response described by the relative dielectric tensor:

εb(ω)/ε0 = I +
q2bNb

mbε0

1

ω2
b − ω2 − iγbω

, (6)

where I is the identity tensor and ε0 is the permittivity of
free space. Many materials that exhibit resonant dielec-
tric functions can be approximated as a sum of Lorentzian
species described by this relation, with Nb representing
the species’ density and their relative contribution to the
dielectric response. Moreover, for free species, the ω2

b and
γb tensors can be set to zero to recover the original Lorentz
force of Eq. (4).

To incorporate this model into the particle pusher of
the PIC cycle, we modify the Boris pusher algorithm [31]
to include the additional force terms. Specifically, for
species b with particle positions x⃗b,n defined on full time
steps and velocities v⃗b,n− 1

2
on half steps, the position and

velocity are advanced using the following scheme:

v⃗−
b,n− 1

2

= v⃗b,n− 1
2
+

(
qb
mb

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n

)
v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

= R(γb)v⃗
−
b,n− 1

2

v⃗b,n+ 1
2
= v⃗+

b,n+ 1
2

+
dt

2

(
qb
mb

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n

)
x⃗b,n+1 = dtv⃗b,n+ 1

2
, (7)

where R(γb) is a rotation matrix that accounts for damp-
ing due to the velocity-dependent force γb · v⃗b, and the

6



A.

Free electrons &
Photoelectrons

Bound electrons

B.
Meep reference

modified Boris PIC

Figure 4: Bound species model for linear dispersive response. (A) Schematic of the physics module combining different species in a single
simulation: a constant dielectric function (gray cells), bound particles modeled by a damped harmonic oscillator (yellow cells), and free
macroparticles (red). All species interact via electric and magnetic fields (green arrows). (B) Simulation example with a Lorentzian material:
The left panels show a comparison between a meep simulation (top) and our code (bottom) for the reflection of a pulse incident on the
material. The right panel shows a lineout along the laser axis, demonstrating excellent agreement over multiple orders of magnitude between
the bound particle model and the FDTD reference case.

other terms follow from the Lorentzian and electromag-
netic forces. Further details on the terms are provided in
the Appendix A.1, A.2.

Fig. 4A illustrates the inclusion of this capability as a
particle species in the PIC framework. As shown schemat-
ically, different terms in the material response of a given
medium, non-dispersive, constant dielectric response ε∞,
dispersive response, and finally free charged particle cur-
rent, are modeled self-consistently and simultaneously in
our PIC codes. In this way, our PIC simulations can be ap-
plied well to systems of interest to nanophotonics and plas-
monics. In particular, the electromagnetic response that
can be attributed to charged particle motion over frequen-
cies resolvable by the simulation time step is modeled by
macroparticles native to PIC, albeit modified in the case of
the bound particles. Fig. 4B presents a basic benchmark,
where a PIC simulation of a laser pulse interacting with a
flat, bulk single Lorentzian material is compared to a sim-
ilar FDTD meep simulation [32] and finds almost exact
agreement, validating the model for simulating dispersive
material responses. These simulations are 2D3v, meaning
they simulate two spatial dimensions and particles have all
three dimensions of velocity for completeness of Maxwell’s
equations, but cannot move out of the simulation plane.

4.1. Numerical Dispersion
We now consider the stability of the modified Boris

scheme incorporating the Lorentzian binding force. To
analyze stability, we consider exponential solutions for the
fields and currents of the form ∼ exp(ik⃗ · x⃗ − iωt) with
wavevector k⃗ and frequency ω. To properly account for
interactions with the fields, we must solve Maxwell’s curl

equations, including the current density J⃗ :

1

c
∂tE⃗ = c∇⃗ × B⃗ − µ0J⃗ ,

∂tB⃗ = −∇⃗ × E⃗. (8)

We use Yee’s algorithm to discretize in space and time,
where the electric field E⃗n is defined at full time steps,
and the magnetic field B⃗n is defined at half time-steps.
For simplicity, we neglect unbound charges, so Gauss’s law
is zero.

Focusing on a cell centered at the origin, the relation
for the component j = x, y, z of the electric field Ej

n at
time step n becomes: ∑

l=x,y,z

sin2(kldxl/2)

dx2l
− sin2(ωdt/2)

c2dt2

Ej
n

=
i

2ε0
Jj
nW (0, 0, 0)

sin(ωdt/2)

cdt
. (9)

Here, W (0, 0, 0) is a weighting function depending on the
chosen shape function for the simulation, and Jj

n is current
at time step n. If Jj

ne
−iωdt/2 = qbNbv

j

n+ 1
2

for a density Nb

of resonators, we obtain a numerical dispersion relation for
the system, after coupling with Eq. (5): ∑

l=x,y,z

sin2(kldxl/2)

dx2l
− sin2(ωdt/2)

c2dt2

F (ωb,γb)

=
ω2
p

c2
sin2(ωdt/2)G(kj), (10)

where

F (ωb,γb) = ω2
bdt

2 − idtγb − 4 sin2(ωdt/2)I. (11)
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Figure 5: Time step limits for stability as a function of cell size
dx. Left: Case where the plasma frequency ωp is greater than the
resonant frequency of the oscillator ωb. Right: Case where ωb >
ωp. The blue curve shows the well-known Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy
(CFL) limit, while the orange curve represents the time-step limit
for the modified Boris scheme, as given by Eq. (12), in each case.

Here, ω2
p = q2bNb/mbε0 is the plasma frequency squared,

and G is a matrix dependent on the shape function em-
ployed. For simplicity, we assume an isotropic resonance,
so that G = I, and one can show that the dispersion rela-
tion approaches the correct form in the limit dt→ 0, dx→
0. Specifically, this results in a dielectric function of the
form: ε(ω) = 1 + ω2

p/(ω
2
b − ω2 − iγω), which is equiv-

alent to Eq. (6), validating that the model behaves cor-
rectly for infinite resolution. Considering the dispersion
relation Eq. (11) at the Nyquist frequency and wavenum-
bers where ωdt = kldxl = π, where aliasing is expected to
be most prominent [33] leads to the following constraint
on the time step dt:

dt <
1√

1
4ω

2
b +

1
4ω

2
p + c2

(
1

dx2 + 1
dy2 + 1

dz2

) , (12)

akin to the traditional Courant-Friedrichs-Levy (CFL) con-
dition [34]. In Fig. 5, we plot this limit in one spatial di-
mension for two cases: when ωp > ωb and when ωb > ωp,
as a function of the cell size dx. The time step limit sat-
urates at twice the inverse of the highest frequency in the
simulation, which is the key takeaway: to maintain stabil-
ity, the time step must resolve the smallest time scale in
the simulation. This result is simpler than the correspond-
ing expression in [33] and applies equally to other meth-
ods, such as Taflove’s method [2] and Varin’s method [35],
which are arithmetically equivalent to this modified Boris
scheme (see Appendix A.3).

5nm

15nm
25nm
35nm

5nm
15nm
25nm
35nm

simulation

experiment

Figure 6: Test case of the dispersive bound particle model against
experimental reflectivity of silicon nanostructures under ultraviolet
irradiation. The experimental data from Dong et al. [36], kindly
provided by the authors, is compared with simulation results for 130-
nm-tall, 70-nm-diameter silicon dimers with various gaps: 5, 15, 25,
and 35 nm, irradiated by a Gaussian pulse with a broad bandwidth,
ensuring nearly flat incident light across the reflectance range. The
experimental and simulated plots are shifted vertically for clarity.

4.2. Bound Species Test Cases
To demonstrate the utility of this method, we present

two simulation test cases. The first involves modeling sili-
con nanopillars under ultraviolet irradiation beyond its in-
terband transitions [37]. Experiments by Dong et al. [36]
have explored such structures in this wavelength range,
where silicon exhibits a negative real dielectric function
for wavelengths shorter than 300 nm, indicating potential
plasmonic behavior. Dong et al. observed mode hybridiza-
tion in dimer nanostructures by examining their spectral
reflectivity as a function of the separation gap.

Using Eq. (6), we fit four Lorentzian resonances to the
measured dielectric function from that paper (see SI-3 for
details) and computed the spectral reflectivity of dimer
structures matching those in the experimental setup. The
results, shown in Fig. 6, exhibit excellent agreement with
the experimental shift in the reflectance peak as a func-
tion of gap size. However, our simulations predict a more
pronounced shift at the smallest gap (5 nm), while the
experimental data displays a more subtle shift across the
different gap values tested.

As a further demonstration of the bound particle model,
we consider radiation emission due to electron transitions
through a material. In this scenario, Cherenkov radiation
(CR) or Transition Radiation (TR) [38] is typically ex-
pected. PIC simulations are particularly suited for model-
ing TR, as the process is inherently time-dependent, and
PIC provides self-consistent macroparticles to track the
dynamics of accelerated charge bunches that generate ra-
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emission

emission

bulk waves

electron bunch

v=0.6c

Figure 7: Test case for the transition of an electron bunch moving
at 0.6c through a dispersive dielectric barrier with radiation emis-
sion. The bulk bound waves are shown, continuing to oscillate after
the electron bunch has exited the material, indicating the persistent
emission of radiation.

diation.
Conventional PIC simulations often model the medium

through which the electron moves with a constant dielec-
tric, as described by Eq. (3). However, as shown in the
spatial field distribution in Fig. 7, using bound species to
represent the medium not only captures its dispersive elec-
tromagnetic response but also allows investigation of the
medium’s dynamics. The simulations in Fig. 7 feature an
electron bunch traveling at 0.6c (c represents the speed
of light in vacuum) through a medium characterized by a
single Lorentzian resonance. At the time step shown, the
electron bunch has already passed through the medium,
but the medium continues to oscillate and emit radiation
due to the kinetic energy imparted by the bunch.

Such dynamics cannot be observed in simulations where
the medium is modeled with a simple dielectric constant
(see SI-4). However, by modeling the medium’s electrons
as macroparticles, as in the presented method, these effects
are naturally captured, enabling a deeper understanding
of the medium’s response.

5. Dirac Electrons in 2D Materials

The use of free electron macroparticles in PIC simula-
tions is well-suited for modeling the dynamics and response
of conduction band electrons in quantum plasmas, partic-
ularly when these electrons exhibit a parabolic dispersion
relation for their energy E:

E = E0 +
h̄k2

2m∗ , (13)

where E0 is the zero-point energy, m∗ is the effective elec-
tron mass, and p⃗ = h̄k⃗ is the quantized electron momen-
tum. This model is adequate for many metallic materials,
as demonstrated in our previous works [10, 11]. However,

for materials with linear dispersion near a Dirac point in
their band structure, such as graphene, a more nuanced
treatment is required. Near the Dirac point, electrons fol-
low the following linear dispersion relation:

E = h̄vF k, (14)

which results in a constant group velocity of the electron
wave packet at Fermi velocity 1

h̄∂kE = vF and a zero ef-
fective mass of electrons m∗ = 1

h̄2 ∂2kE(k) = 0 [39]. To
describe the massless feature of Dirac electrons in PIC, we
can employ a non-isotropic inverse mass tensor:

M∗−1
ij =

1

h̄2
∂ki∂kjE(k). (15)

In this section, we adopt relativistic covariant notation,
where Latin indices represent spatial coordinates and Greek
indices denote space-time coordinates. Repeated indices
imply summation over spatial or space-time dimensions,
and we use the standard Einstein summation convention.
In the case of 2D electron gas in graphene, the inverse mass
tensor has two eigenvalues{0, vF /p} corresponding to the
momentum eigenvector parallel and perpendicular to the
direction of the momentum vector p⃗. This means that ef-
fective mass is infinite in the longitudinal direction with p⃗
and finite at md = p/vF in the transverse direction.

In this context, a natural description for such species is
to treat them as following the Dirac equation for massless
fermions, with the speed of light c replaced by the Fermi
velocity vF :

ih̄γµ∂′µψ(x, t) = 0 (16)

where γµ are the gamma matrices, defined in terms of the

Pauli matrices σi, such that γi ≡
(
0 σi

σi 0

)
and γ0 =(

I 0
0 −I

)
. In this formulation, the covariant derivative

∂′µ = (∂′0, ∇⃗) is redefined to account for the Fermi velocity
vF instead of the speed of light in the time derivative:

∂′0 ≡ 1

vF

∂

∂t
(17)

This redefinition ensures the correct treatment of the rel-
ativistic effects at the Dirac point, where the electron dy-
namics are governed by the Fermi velocity rather than the
speed of light.

The fact that Dirac electrons behave as massless fermions
moving at a constant speed, specifically the Fermi velocity
vF , motivates modeling these carriers with macroparticles
whose speeds are capped at vF , while still allowing them
to be influenced by electromagnetic fields. To achieve this,
we have modified the traditional Boris pusher in PIC sim-
ulations to accommodate the unique dynamics of Dirac
fermions. This approach is schematically illustrated in
Fig. 8A.

Starting from the conventional Boris scheme in Eq. (A.6),
the velocity update procedure is modified as follows: after
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A. B.

Dirac fermions

Figure 8: Inclusion of massless Dirac fermions to model graphene-like materials. (A) Schematic of the particle motion near the K-point
in graphene, where electrons are pushed by the Lorentz force (right inset), and their velocities are renormalized to the Fermi velocity vF .
(B) Test case of whispering-gallery modes in a graphene disc, with the observed frequencies matching analytic theoretical calculations as a
function of carrier density, as shown in the inset equation.

each iteration of the Lorentz force push, the particle’s ve-
locity is renormalized to the Fermi velocity. The inputted
particle mass is the transverse mass md = p/vF , while the
velocity renormalization ensures infinite longitudinal effec-
tive mass. Explicitly, the velocity v⃗d,n− 1

2
at the previous

half-step is updated by the Lorentz force, yielding an in-
termediate velocity v⃗′

d,n+ 1
2

. This intermediate velocity is
then normalized to the Fermi velocity, producing the final
velocity for the next half-step, v⃗d,n+ 1

2
, before advancing

the position:

v⃗−
d,n− 1

2

= v⃗d,n− 1
2
+
dt

2

qd
md

E⃗n

v⃗+
d,n+ 1

2

= Rv⃗−
d,n− 1

2

v⃗′d,n+ 1
2
= v⃗+

d,n+ 1
2

+
dt

2

qd
md

E⃗n

v⃗d,n+ 1
2
= vF

v⃗′
d,n+ 1

2∣∣∣v⃗′
d,n+ 1

2

∣∣∣
x⃗d,n+1 = x⃗d,n + dtv⃗d,n+ 1

2
(18)

To validate this method for modeling Dirac fermions in
graphene, we performed benchmark simulations of graphene
nano-disks with a 50 nm diameter, examining their oscilla-
tory modes. These simulations considered three different
Dirac electron densities: 1 · 1013 cm−2, 3 · 1013 cm−2,
and 5 · 1013 cm−2. The graphene nanodisks are excited
with a fast-moving 1000e at 0.5c along the z-direction per-
pendicular to the nanodisks. The Dirac 2D electron gas is
formed by charged particles with zero momentum in the
z-direction. By applying Fourier analysis, we extracted
the frequencies of the first three resonance modes of the
graphene disks, as shown in Fig. 8B. The results closely
match the analytical predictions found in the literature

[40], demonstrating the reliability of the model.
In this example, we use an averaged transverse effective

massmd = pF /2vF for all electrons, with pF being the mo-
mentum of the electrons at the Fermi level. This yields the
correct plasmon mass per electron mplasmon = pF /vF [41],
explaining the good match in plasmon resonance frequen-
cies. The currently implemented model can describe the
collective effect of the Dirac electron gas well. However, as
the electrons have fixed Fermi velocity and effective mass,
they effectively do not gain energy throughout the simula-
tion and the temperature of the electron gas is maintained
at 0 K. A non-zero electron temperature can be imple-
mented in future work. This new model of Dirac electrons
has been successfully applied to a study investigating res-
onances in shaped graphene bow-tie structures, revealing
a previously unobserved nonlinearity arising from surface
scattering [12].

6. Coupling of Modules and Prospects

In the previous sections, we have detailed a number
of key physics modules incorporated into modified ver-
sions of two popular, open-source PIC codes, epoch and
Smilei. These modules are essential for modeling quan-
tum plasmas in the low-temperature, condensed matter
regime, with a particular emphasis on nanoscopic electro-
magnetic responses. We now highlight that one of the
most promising aspects of this methodology for modeling
condensed matter in the nanoscopic, cold regime is its abil-
ity to couple existing modules in PIC codes to the physics
discussed in this article. For example, Ding et al. (2020)
[10] showed that the open boundary condition discussed in
Section 3 yields the best match to theory for the spill-out
phenomenon, as shown in Fig. 3. This represents one of
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the simplest yet most important examples of coupling the
natural diffusive particle dynamics modeled in PIC simu-
lations with material boundaries, thus providing insights
into quantum plasma physics. Similarly, Do et al. (2021)
[11] demonstrated how the inclusion of the Perez collision
model [42] in PIC codes, along with particles initialized
in a Fermi-Dirac distribution, provided insights into the
damping of modes in gold nanorod structures under irra-
diation. In both cases, the integration of the physical mod-
els discussed in this article with the existing capabilities of
PIC codes has enhanced our understanding of nanoscopic
material dynamics—dynamics that are typically not ac-
counted for in traditional FDTD or FEM codes without
significant modifications.

While we are optimistic about the potential of this
method for modeling quantum plasmas, it is important to
note one of its key limitations: it remains a semi-classical
approach. Notably, it lacks a comprehensive treatment of
energy levels and the emission of incoherent photons, par-
ticularly those with wavelengths smaller than the grid res-
olution (i.e., smaller than the cell size or those that cannot
be resolved by the Yee grid). While epoch does include
a photon model, it is focused on high-energy photons re-
sulting from non-linear quantum electrodynamic interac-
tions, not the lower-frequency, radiative photons typically
associated with energy losses in condensed matter. Future
work will need to address these shortcomings by develop-
ing methods to simulate these effects more effectively in
the context of PIC codes, thus enhancing their utility for
modeling condensed matter media.

One of the most exciting prospects for the approach
outlined in this article is the ability to model inherently
time-dependent, high-energy-density physics (HEDP). As
demonstrated in Fig. 7 and other studies [33], PIC is a
powerful tool for simulating free-electron radiation gener-
ation schemes. It is already widely used to model high-
intensity laser-plasma interactions [43, 44, 45, 46] and it is
well-suited to the study of transition radiation, Cherenkov
radiation, Smith-Purcell radiation, and electron loss spec-
troscopy, among other electron-matter interactions that
involve light emission. In the HEDP domain, where PIC is
already extensively used to model relativistic laser-plasma
interactions, the incorporation of condensed matter tech-
niques enables simulations of intense, short-pulse laser in-
teractions in cases where the material remains less ion-
ized than in typical high-intensity scenarios. This makes
it ideal for studying transient, temporally dependent ma-
terial responses, such as those observed in laser damage to
dielectric materials or nano-machining using high-intensity
lasers [47].

By combining the strengths of quantum plasma mod-
eling with traditional PIC methods, we can better explore
the “particle” side of quantum plasmas—particularly in
regimes that lie farther from the quantum plasma thresh-
old. This opens up novel possibilities for investigating the
physics of plasmas in a regime that has remained relatively
under explored in computational plasma physics. Thus,

as the field progresses, the integration of quantum plasma
physics into PIC codes holds great promise for advancing
our understanding of both the fundamental and applied
aspects of condensed matter interactions.

7. Conclusion

In conclusion, we have integrated four key physics mod-
ules into the epoch and Smilei open-source PIC codes:
(I) Fermi-Dirac distributed charged species, (II) bound-
ary conditions for macroparticles at material edges, (III) a
bound-particle model for linear dispersive responses, and
(IV) a framework for modeling massless Dirac fermions,
ideal for simulating graphene-like materials. These mod-
ules provide valuable insights into the time-domain simu-
lation of electromagnetic interactions with quantum plas-
mas, enabling more dynamic and accurate modeling of
light-matter interactions at the nanoscale.

This work bridges the gap between traditional electro-
magnetic simulations and the complex dynamics of quan-
tum systems by integrating physics models into a single
computational framework. It significantly advances our
understanding of nanophotonics, particularly in plasmon-
ics and photon confinement, and offers broad potential for
fields involving light and quantum plasma interactions.
This includes applications in advanced quantum materi-
als, high-energy-density plasmas, optoelectronics, polari-
ton physics, petahertz electronics, and symmetry-fusion
topological photonics, opening new avenues for both fun-
damental and applied research.
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Appendix A. Derivation of Modified Boris Scheme

To derive the modified Boris scheme in Eq. (7), we
begin by revisiting the traditional Boris scheme, which is
commonly employed in PIC codes for the explicit evolution
of macroparticles under the Lorentz force, as described by
Eq. (4). The standard Boris pusher is a well-established
method for updating the velocity and position of particles
in electromagnetic fields in a manner that preserves the
accuracy and stability of the integration process. By mod-
ifying this standard approach to incorporate additional
forces, such as those arising from binding interactions or
material-specific responses, we can extend its applicability
to more complex scenarios, such as bound-electron species
or materials exhibiting dispersive behavior. This process
involves introducing the appropriate force terms and up-
dating the velocity and position steps accordingly while
maintaining the particle’s dynamics in a self-consistent and
computationally efficient manner.

Appendix A.1. Traditional Boris Scheme
We consider the traditional Lorentz force F⃗f (t) acting

on a charged species f with charge qf and massmf as given
by Eq. (4). The widely used Boris scheme [31] solves the
Lorentz force for macroparticles, generating discrete time
series of macroparticle positions x⃗f,n and velocities v⃗f,n+ 1

2
,

with a uniform time step dt. To derive the scheme, we dis-
cretize Eq. (4) as a second-order finite-difference equation:

v⃗f,n+ 1
2
− v⃗f,n− 1

2

dt
=

qf
mf

(
E⃗n +

v⃗f,n+ 1
2
+ v⃗f,n− 1

2

2
× B⃗n

)
, (A.1)

x⃗f,n+1 = x⃗f,n + dtv⃗f,n+ 1
2
. (A.2)

Here, E⃗n and B⃗n are the fields interpolated onto the par-
ticle position at the whole time step n. The Boris scheme
steps this equation by introducing an intermediate velocity
step as:

v⃗±
f,n± 1

2

= v⃗f,n± 1
2
∓ 1

2

qf
mf

E⃗ndt, (A.3)

transforming Eq. (A.1) into:

v⃗+
f,n+ 1

2

− v⃗−
f,n− 1

2

dt
=

qf
mf

(
v⃗+
f,n+ 1

2

+ v⃗−
f,n− 1

2

)
× B⃗n, (A.4)

which can be solved to find v⃗+
f,n+ 1

2

. A second electric field
push is then applied to yield the updated velocity v⃗a,n+ 1

2
.

The solution for v⃗+
a,n+ 1

2

= (v+x , v
+
y , v

+
z )

T in terms of

v⃗−
a,n− 1

2

= (v−x , v
−
y , v

−
z )

T is given by:

v⃗+
f,n+ 1

2

= Rv⃗−
f,n− 1

2

,

R =
I(1− |bf,n|2) + 2

(⃗
bf,n ⊗ b⃗f,n

)
+ 2ε(⃗bf,n)

1 + |bf,n|2
,

(A.5)
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where R is a matrix representing the rotation of the ve-
locities due to the magnetic field B⃗n, I is the identity
matrix, ⊗ is the tensor product, b⃗f,n = dtB⃗nqf/(2mf ),
and ε(v⃗) being the antisymmetric matrix representing the
cross product with the vector v⃗:

ε(v⃗) =

 0 vz −vy
−vz 0 vx
vy −vx 0

 , for v⃗ =

vxvy
vz

 .

The position is then updated using Eq. (A.2).
Thus, the Boris scheme computes the next time step

position x⃗f,n+1 and velocity v⃗f,n+ 1
2

from the current posi-
tion x⃗f,n and velocity v⃗f,n− 1

2
as:

v⃗−
f,n− 1

2

= v⃗f,n− 1
2
+
dt

2

qf
mf

E⃗n

v⃗+
f,n+ 1

2

= Rv⃗−
f,n− 1

2

v⃗f,n+ 1
2
= v⃗+

f,n+ 1
2

+
dt

2

qf
mf

E⃗n

x⃗f,n+1 = dtv⃗f,n+ 1
2
. (A.6)

While the Boris scheme is not symplectic, Qin et al. [49]
demonstrated that it preserves phase space, which accounts
for its stability and accuracy in practice.

Appendix A.2. Modified Boris Scheme
We consider the discretization and solution of the Lorentz

force with an additional damped harmonic oscillator force,
as described in Eq. (5). A second-order accurate dis-
cretization of this equation is:

v⃗b,n+ 1
2
− v⃗b,n− 1

2

dt
=

qb
mb

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n

−1

2
γb ·

(
v⃗a,n+ 1

2
+ v⃗a,n− 1

2

)
, (A.7)

We first neglect the magnetic field and apply the same half-
push treatment to the Hooke’s law term as in Eq. (A.3),
re-defining the intermediate velocities similar to the Boris
push:

v⃗±
b,n± 1

2

= v⃗b,n± 1
2
∓ dt

2

(
qb
mb

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n

)
. (A.8)

This substitution transforms Eq. (A.7) into a rotation-like
equation similar to Eq. (A.4):

v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

− v⃗−
b,n− 1

2

dt
=

qb
mb

γb ·
(
v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

+ v⃗−
b,n− 1

2

)
, (A.9)

which has a solution:

v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

= R(γb)v⃗
−
b,n− 1

2

,

R(γb) =


1− 1

2γb,xdt

1+ 1
2γb,xdt

0 0

0
1− 1

2γb,ydt

1+ 1
2γb,ydt

0

0 0
1− 1

2γb,zdt

1+ 1
2γb,zdt

 , (A.10)

for the diagonal dampening matrix γb = diag(γx, γy, γz).
Thus, the modified Boris scheme for bound species is:

v⃗−
b,n− 1

2

= v⃗b,n− 1
2
+

(
qb
mb

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n

)
v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

= R(γb)v⃗
−
b,n− 1

2

v⃗b,n+ 1
2
= v⃗+

b,n+ 1
2

+
dt

2

(
qb
mb

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n

)
x⃗b,n+1 = dtv⃗b,n+ 1

2
. (A.11)

For non-bound particles, setting γb = 0 and ωb = 0
restores the original Boris scheme, while the magnetic field
force must be reintroduced, requiring a weighing factor
to be implemented in the solver to enable or disable the
magnetic field term in the pusher.

In the case where the magnetic field is non-zero, we
utilize the same intermediate velocities in Eq. (A.8) and
obtain the rotation equation:

v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

− v⃗−
b,n− 1

2

dt
=

qb
mb

(ε(B⃗n)− γb) ·
v⃗+
b,n+ 1

2

+ v⃗−
b,n− 1

2

2
.

(A.12)
Solving this equation requires the following, somewhat more
complex rotation matrix:

R =

(
I − dt

2 γb

I + dt
2 γb

Det(I +
dt

2
γb) + ε((I +

dt

2
γb) · b⃗b,n)

+b⃗b,n ⊗ b⃗b,n

)
/Det(L−) (A.13)

Det(L−) = Det(I +
dt

2
γb) + b⃗b,n · ((I + dt

2
γb) · b⃗b,n),

(A.14)

b⃗b,n =
dt

2

qb
mb

B⃗n. (A.15)

This matrix can replace the rotation matrix in Eq. (A.11)
to model gyroscopic media. Thus, this modified Boris
scheme can be used to model both bound and non-bound
species, including magnetic effects, in PIC simulations of
gyroscopic media.

Appendix A.3. Comparison to Other Works
We note that the derived equations are functionally

equivalent to those presented by Varin et al. [35], specifi-
cally the stepped form in Eq. 8(a-b) of their work. The pri-
mary distinction in our approach lies in the use of a parti-
cle species to model the dipole response, rather than a cell
quantity for the dipole polarization, as employed in their
method and other similar works by these authors. Further-
more, by substituting Eq. (A.2) directly into Eq. (A.7), we
obtain the following expression:

x⃗b,n+1 − 2x⃗b,n + x⃗b,n−1

dt

=
qa
ma

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n − γb ·

x⃗a,n+1 − x⃗a,n−1

2dt
, (A.16)
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which mirrors the formulation introduced by Taflove [2]
and is commonly found in FDTD codes. This similarity
accounts for the close agreement observed in Fig. 4. Thus,
the modified Boris scheme is algebraically equivalent to
Taflove’s solution, with the key difference being the way
the velocity (or, in the case of Varin et al., the current) is
implemented as a macroparticle species instead of being a
cell quantity. Moreover, while Taflove’s method requires
storing the resonance displacement from the previous time
step (i.e, n− 1), the Boris scheme stores the velocity as a
part of the usual macroparticle data structures. Thus, the
modified Boris scheme is algebraically equivalent to these
schemes.

We also note the work by Gordon et al. [33], which con-
siders the coupling of linear dispersive media to PIC codes.
In their approach, they advance the following equation:

x⃗b,n+1 − 2x⃗b,n + x⃗b,n−1

dt

=
qa
ma

E⃗n − ω2
b · x⃗b,n − γb ·

x⃗a,n+1 − x⃗a,n
dt

. (A.17)

Here, particular attention should be given to the damp-
ing term, which is first-order accurate in contrast to the
second-order accuracy used in the methods by Taflove,
Varin, and our approach. While one might expect the
first-order damping to introduce greater inaccuracies, our
convergence tests—though not presented here—show that
this method yields reasonable agreement with the expected
results. However, it is slightly less accurate compared to
the second-order accurate approaches, though it remains
effective as long as the stability conditions discussed in
Section 4.2 are adhered to.

We note that this implementation of the modified Boris
scheme has advantages compared to the cell-based schemes
in that this allows the re-use of the existing macroparti-
cle concept and machinery already existing as a part of
the particle pusher in these PIC codes. For example, if
a problem requires higher order particle push, one need
not re-implement higher order solvers which require extra
subroutines for the separate resonator module but simply
re-use the existing code that is used for the macroparticles.
The same follows for current deposition and field interpo-
lation routines. Finally, the fact that the linear dispersive
response is implemented in macroparticles allows coupling
between the bound particles and other physics available in
the code. For example, a simulation can explore the use
of collisions with bound particles, or ionization of bound
particles to model laser damage of dispersive dielectrics.
Therefore, the use of bound particles provides a number
of remarkable capabilities for quantum plasma simulation
in PIC.

Finally, as highlighted in previous works [50, 35], this
model naturally accommodates the incorporation of non-
linear effects by adding higher-order terms in the electric
field E⃗n to the Lorentz force, as described in Eq. (5). This
ability to capture nonlinearity is particularly valuable for
modeling the behavior of nanophotonic structures. The

extension of this model to include such nonlinear terms
will be a key focus of future work.
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