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Classical polarizable approaches have become the gold standard for simulating complex systems
and processes in the condensed phase. These methods describe intrinsically dissipative polarizable
media, requiring a formal definition within the framework of open quantum systems. We present a
Hamiltonian formulation for the quantum dynamics of polarizable sources based on a generalized
theory of the damped harmonic oscillator, using pseudo-boson theory to characterize their coherent
state dynamics. Exploiting the phase space formulation of quantum mechanics and the integrability
of quadratic Hamiltonians, we derive a self-consistent relation for the emitted electric field of the
polarizable medium under the semiclassical approximation, based on exact formulas for medium
polarization. Finally, we derive the master equation describing the open dynamics of a quantum
system interacting with the quantum polarizable medium, along with analytical expressions for
correlation functions calculated over arbitrary Gaussian states.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Simulating the molecular properties of complex sys-
tems under the effects of external electromagnetic fields
is a challenging topic in theoretical chemistry and con-
densed matter physics. Methods based on QM become
computationally prohibitive for systems larger than a
thousand atoms, limiting their applicability to real sys-
tems1–3. A successful solution is multiscale modeling,
which divides the system into a target and an envi-
ronment4–9. The target, representing the relevant de-
grees of freedom, is modeled using an accurate quan-
tum method, while the environment is modeled with
a simpler approach focusing on its impact on the tar-
get dynamics10,11. For instance, in Classical Polarizable
Medium (CPM) methods, the quantum dynamics is ap-
proximated by considering polarization effects to external
sources as the key factor for accurately describing most
physicochemical phenomena12.

CPM methods have become the golden standard for
simulating complex systems and processes in the con-
densed phase thanks to the good compromise between
accuracy and computational cost13. They have been
amply applied in various research fields7,14–16, includ-
ing the simulation of the structural dynamics of large
biomolecules17, chemical reactivity18 and optical proper-
ties of plasmonic materials12,19–26. Furthermore, they
have been coupled with QM methods in a multiscale
framework for simulating structural and spectral proper-
ties of solvated systems27,28, complex biomolecular struc-
tures7,13 and enhanced spectral signals of nanostructured
plasmonic materials19,29,30. Moreover, the investigation
of plasmon-molecule hybrid states occurring in molecu-
lar systems strongly coupled to plasmonic nanocavities
using CPM has been recently proposed31.
In all applications involving CPMs, energy transfer to

an external system – whether it be a dissipative bath or a
QM system in multiscale approaches – is inherently mod-
eled. To formally describe this process, it is essential to
refer to the theory of open quantum systems, a key aspect
that has generally been overlooked in the literature32. In
this work, we establish the theoretical foundations for
treating any CPM within the framework of open quan-
tum systems. Our theoretical framework bridges tradi-
tional CPM applications with quantum theory, expand-
ing their utility for capturing complex QM processes.
Our approach thus lays the groundwork for studying
purely quantum phenomena, such as energy and infor-
mation transfer, entanglement, and decoherence, using
models commonly applied in condensed matter physics
simulations.

A generic CPM is represented by a set of electrostatic
variables consisting of:

• Time-dependent polarization sources uα(t) indexed
by α ∈ {1, . . . , n}, representing electric charges,
dipoles or multipoles.

• The coordinates Rα ∈ R3 of the polarization

sources, assumed to be fixed and given in compo-
nents by Rjα, j = 1, 2, 3.

• Covariance matrices Σα ∈ R3×3 describing the spa-
tial dispersion of the polarization sources, which,
together with the coordinates, parametrizes a
Gaussian distribution G(r; Rα,Σα) describing the
spatial distribution of the sources.

Table I specifies the electrostatic variables and polariza-
tion sources for widely used CPM approaches, which are
further described in the Supplemental Material33 (see
also references12,14,22,24,26,34–50 therein). Within these
approaches, each model establishes a relationship be-
tween the atomic/molecular structure and the polariz-
able sources, meaning there is no inherent one-to-one cor-
respondence between the system’s atomic structure and
the number and position of the uα(t) variables.

Model Electrostatic Polarization Decoherence Refs.
FQ - q - 34

FQFµ - q, µ - 39

IPD/MMPol q µ - 36

PE q, µ, Θ, Ξ µ - 41

AMOEBA q, µ, Θ µ - 43

DRF q µ - 42

COSMO - σ - 45

IEFPCM - σ - 46

ωFQ - q yes 24

ωFQFµ - q, µ yes 12

DIM q µ yes 22

BEM - σ yes 21

TABLE I: List of CPM models exploited in condensed
matter simulations. They are specified in terms of
permanent electrostatic quantities (charges q, dipoles
µ, quadrupoles Θ, and octupoles Ξ) and polarization
sources uα (charges q, dipoles µ, surface charge den-
sity σ). For purely dissipative approaches, a decoherence
term is considered.

While frozen in the spatial coordinate Rα ∈ R3, the
polarization sources uα(t) are driven in time by an
electric field fα(t), which can be generated either by
the QM target or an external source. The interaction
strength between the polarization sources is represented
by the matrix K := K({Rα}, {Σα}), K ∈ Rn×n, which
depends on the sources’ spatial distribution and may
also include an effective description of quantum tunnel-
ing24,26. Decoherence mechanisms are effectively mod-
eled by a diagonal matrix Γ ≥ 0, Γ ∈ Rn×n15,22,24, em-
bodying the assumption of a memory-less dissipation.
From a formal point of view, the CPM consists of a
(4n+ 2)-tuple

{
uα(t), Rα,Σα,Γ,K, fα(t)

}
verifying the

non-homogeneous second-order linear differential equa-
tion

ü(t) + 2Γu̇(t) +Ku(t) + f(t) = 0, (1)
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where we have used a vector notation for polarization
sources. In what follows, we will allow Γ to be an arbi-
trary matrix, with the aim of extending its role in Eq. (1)
to account for the Lorentz interaction mechanism51,52,
i.e., the effect of a uniform magnetic field. Although the
above formulation emphasizes the atomistic nature of the
polarization sources27, a common theoretical framework
can be found with continuum descriptions45,46,53.

Here, we aim to formulate the dynamics of CPM, as
described by Eq. (1), in terms of a quadratic Hamilto-
nian. The simplest example is obtained by setting Γ = 0,
resulting in the following Hamiltonian:

H(t) =
1

2
πTAπ +

1

2
uTA−1Ku+ uTA−1f(t), (2)

where A is the symmetric, invertible matrix that achieves
the similarity transformationK = AKTA−154,55. In gen-
eral, A can be obtained from the Jordan normal form
decomposition of K, as will be discussed in detail later.
When K = KT, we trivially have A = I, which occurs
for example in the so-called Fluctuating Charge (FQ)
model56 described in the Supplemental Material57 (see
also references34–39 therein). The difficulties in finding
a Hamiltonian for Eq. (1) arise from the need to ac-
count simultaneously for the matrices Γ and K. This
effort is illustrated by several approaches, including the
time-dependent Caldirola-Kanai Hamiltonian58–60, the
expanding coordinates Hamiltonian derived in the Sup-
plemental Material61 (see also references24,54,62 therein),
Bateman’s Hamiltonian, which governs the global dy-
namics of the system coupled to an auxiliary (dual)
one63,64, and the canonical formulation of balanced loss
and gain systems51,52, among others. Alternatively, fol-
lowing the Caldeira-Leggett model65, a Hamiltonian can
be derived by coupling the system degrees of freedom
uα(t) to a large (n→ ∞) bath of harmonic oscillators,
which, assuming an Ohmic spectral density, allows us to
recover Eq. (1) plus an additional noise term reflecting
the fluctuation-dissipation relations characterizing the
bath66. The relation between this and some of the above
approaches is discussed in Refs.67–71.
For the differential equation in Eq. (1), all of the

aforementioned approaches provide a quadratic Hamil-
tonian, each of which may be more or less convenient
depending on the specific problem at hand—specifically,
the trade-off between time-dependent approaches ver-
sus time-independent formulations of higher dimension-
ality. Here, we propose a different Hamiltonian approach,
which adopts a method similar to Bateman’s, aimed at
establishing a finite, time-independent Hamiltonian (if
f(t) = 0) that governs the global dynamics of the sys-
tem coupled to auxiliary degrees of freedom. Unlike the
Caldeira-Leggett model, this method does not require
taking the limit n→ ∞ in the auxiliary degrees of free-
dom, nor does it require the inclusion of a noise term
in the dynamical equation, which may be undesired in
a general modeling framework that is not constrained
by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. However, unlike

Bateman’s approach, our formulation will not assume
prior information about the auxiliary variables; the dy-
namical information of the global system will be fully
specified by Eq. (1).

The paper is organized as follows:
Section II presents the theoretical foundations of the pa-
per. First, we show how Eq. (1) can be integrated in an

expanded space, where a time-independent matrix
√
K

encapsulates the spectral information of the dynamics.
Second, a quadratic Hamiltonian is proposed and quan-
tized under the criterion that its mean dynamics coincide
with Eq. (1), thereby defining the QPM. The Hamil-
tonian is shown to provide a constant of motion (for
f(t) = 0) equal to zero for all times, consistent with the
system’s long-term energetics. Third, the Hamiltonian is
transformed to a diagonal form in terms of pseudo-boson
operators, allowing us to express the dynamics over the
set of Bi-Coherent states.

Section III applies our theoretical results to the anal-
ysis of the polarization signal measurement. First, we
derive the formulas for decomposing the polarization in
terms of eigenvalues and eigenvectors. Second, by ex-
ploiting the spectral structure, we propose practical fil-
tering methods to reproduce the polarization with a re-
duced number of eigenpairs.

Section IV presents the calculation of the semi-classical
electric field emitted by a polarizable medium following
an electric excitation. First, the QPM dynamics is for-
mulated in phase space, providing a “classical” picture
of the dynamics as well as tools for the analytical cal-
culation of expectation values over arbitrary Gaussian
States (GS), including the thermal state. Second, as-
suming the QPM interacts with a classical field, a self-
consistent equation is derived for the emitted electric
field in frequency-momentum space. Third, an explicit
solution is found perturbatively, and its properties are
discussed with a view toward possible applications for
electric field enhancement in nanoplasmonic materials.

Section V formulates the open quantum dynamics of
a QM system within the quantum polarizable medium
(QPM). First, building on the results for classical elec-
trostatic fields in Section IV, we derive the quantum
interaction between the QM system and the QPM, in-
cluding the auxiliary variables, which are used to define
the quantum master equation. Second, we calculate the
QPM correlation functions for arbitrary initial GS, fo-
cusing particularly on thermal states.

Section VI presents the conclusions of our work, fol-
lowed by acknowledgments for financial support and con-
tributions from our collaborators.
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II. GENERALIZED THEORY OF THE DAMPED
HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

A. Classical Dynamics

Introducing in Eq. (1) the auxiliary variable v = u̇72–74

and taking its first and second derivatives, we obtain the
following equations:

ü+Ku+ 2Γv + f(t) = 0 (3)

v̈ + (K − (2Γ)2)v − 2ΓKu+ (ḟ(t)− 2Γf(t)) = 0, (4)

where we are implicitly indicating the time de-
pendence of the variables u ≡ u(t) and v ≡ v(t),
and v(t) is subject to the initial conditions
(v(0), v̇(0)) = (u̇(0),−Ku(0)− 2Γu̇(0)). Defining

the vector x :=
[
u v

]T
and

K :=

[
K 2Γ

−2ΓK K − (2Γ)2

]
(5)

F (t) :=
[
f(t) ḟ(t)− 2Γf(t)

]T
, (6)

results the velocity independent equation

ẍ+Kx+ F (t) = 0 (7a)

x(0) =
[
u(0) u̇(0)

]T
(7b)

ẋ(0) =
[
u̇(0) −Ku(0)− 2Γu̇(0)

]T
. (7c)

The homogeneous solution is constructed from linear
combinations of the exponential functions

exp
{
±i

√
Kt

}
,

√
K = i

[
0 −I
K 2Γ

]
, (8)

with the coefficients determined from the initial condi-
tions Eqs. (7b) and (7c). Note that, in the construction of

the matrix
√
K, no assumptions need to be made about

the matrices K and Γ; i.e., they can be non-real, non-
invertible or even non-diagonalizable. In what follows,
we will focus on the spectral features of such solutions.

Let Sp
{√

K
}
denote the set of eigenvalues of

√
K. In

the Supplemental Material75 we prove a result that will
play a central role in our analysis, namely that

Sp
{
−
√
K
}
⊆

{
ω : det

(
ω2 + 2iωΓ−K

)
= 0

}
∪ {0}.

(9)

This will serve to characterize the spectral information of
the polarizable sources u(t) subject to a delta-like pulse,
a point we will return to in Section III. This identity
can be shown using the formula for the determinant of a
block matrix:

det

[
A B
C D

]
= detAdet

(
D − CA−1B

)
, (10)

provided A is invertible.

B. Hamiltonian Formulation

In the extended variables system, Eq. (7), a Hamilto-
nian can be provided (similarly to Eq. (2)) by the func-
tion

H(t) = H0 +H1(t) (11a)

H0 =
1

2
πTAπ +

1

2
xTA−1Kx (11b)

H1(t) = xTA−1F (t) (11c)

where H1(t) isolates the time-dependent contribution.
Here A is the symmetric and invertible matrix yielding
the similarity transformation54,76

K = AKTA−1. (12)

It can be determined from the Jordan normal form de-
composition of K76,

K = P1JKP
−1
1 , JK = diag

[
J1 J2 . . . Js

]
(13a)

A := P1P2P
T
1 , P2 = diag [P2,1 P2,2 . . . P2,s] (13b)

PT
2 = P−1

2 = P2, (13c)

where the Js are the Jordan blocks and P2,s are the ex-
change matrices, namely those with ones in the antidiag-
onal entries and zeros elsewhere:

P2,s =


0 0 . . . 0 1
0 0 . . . 1 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 0 . . . 0 0

 = P−1
2,s = PT

2,s, (14)

with dim = s2 determined by the corresponding Jordan
block.
Having encoded the CPM dynamics in terms of a

Hamiltonian, we might ask for the possibility of quantiz-
ing it. Quantization of the medium polarization sources
as bosons has been proposed in Refs.31,77–81. Here, im-
posing the Canonical Commutation Relation (CCR)

[xα, πβ ] = iℏδαβ , [xα, xβ ] = [πα, πβ ] = 0 (15)

means interpreting the polarization sources dynamics in
Eq. (1), and consequently Eq. (7), as the Ehrenfest dy-
namics of the quantum operators xα, as derived in the
Supplemental Material82 (see also references83 therein).
From now on, the media described in terms of the

quantized Hamiltonian will be referred to as Quantum
Polarizable Media (QPM). A schematic representation
is provided in Fig. 1. A notable property of this Hamil-
tonian system is that the time-independent partH0 is not
only a constant of motion, but evaluates to zero for all
initial conditions. This can be derived by combining the
identity Eq. (12) with π(t) = iA−1

√
Kx(t), which results

from the Heisenberg equation. In other words, the en-
ergetic contribution E(t) = tr{H(t)ρ} = tr{H1(t)ρ} de-
pends solely on the interaction term H1(t), and not on
the isolated system H0.
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FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the QPM. It consists
of a set of polarization sources whose spatial distribution
is frozen (gray circles). Amplitudes are quantized (rep-
resented as parabolas with discrete levels) and evolve in
time according to a quadratic Hamiltonian that encodes
the interaction kernel K (dashed lines) and decoherence
rates Γ (wavy arrows). The medium interacts with a clas-
sical electric field (blue wave), polarizing the sites, which
then re-emit a classical electric field (green wave).

C. Pseudo-Boson Decomposition and Bi-Coherent
States

Looking to Eq. (11), we can write the time-
independent Hamiltonian as

H0 =
1

2
βTβ +

1

2
αTP2JKα, (16)

where β :=
√
P2P

T
1 π, α := P−1

1 x, and

√
P2 =

(1 + i)

2
I +

(1− i)

2
P2. (17)

As consequence of the CCR, these operators verify

[β, β] = 0, [α, α] = 0, [β, α] = −iℏ
√
P2. (18)

In the case of K diagonalizable, which is a common sit-
uation as the set of 2n-by-2n diagonalizable matrices is
dense in C2n×2n84, results JK = JT

K and P2 = I. Then
we can write the Hamiltonian in the canonical form

H0 = ℏb̃T
√
JKb+

ℏ
2
tr
√
JK, (19)

where b, b̃ are the pseudo-Hermitian boson (shortly
pseudo-boson) operators

b :=
1√
2ℏ

(J
1/4
K α+ iJ

−1/4
K β) (20a)

b̃ :=
1√
2ℏ

(J
1/4
K α− iJ

−1/4
K β) (20b)

verifying the commutation relation
[
bi, b̃j

]
= δij , with

the product N := b̃Tb acting as a pseudo-number oper-
ator. Note that in this representation, the spectrum of
H0 matches that of

√
K, which, if real (e.g., for K ≥ 0

and Γ = 0), recovers the boson algebra with b̃ = b†. For
a detailed discussion on the theory of pseudo-boson op-
erators, we refer the reader to Refs.85–94.
We can write the pseudo-boson operators b, b̃ in terms

of the coordinate and momentum operators as

b =
1√
2ℏ

(J
1/4
K P−1

1 x+ iJ
−1/4
K PT

1 π) (21a)

b̃ =
1√
2ℏ

(J
1/4
K P−1

1 x− iJ
−1/4
K PT

1 π). (21b)

Their corresponding coherent states are those verifying
b |α⟩ = α |α⟩ and b̃ |α⟩′ = α |α⟩′, for any α ∈ C85. From
these conditions and Eq. (21) we can find their coordinate
representation ψα(x) = ⟨x|α⟩ and φα(x) = ⟨x|α⟩′, given
by

ψα(x) = N(α) exp

{
1

2
(x− µ)TΣ−1(x− µ)

}
(22)

φα(x) = N′(α) exp

{
−1

2
(x− µ)TΣ−1(x− µ)

}
, (23)

where

Σ−1 := −ℏ−1(P−1
1 )T

√
JKP

−1
1 and µ := P1J

−1/4
K α.

(24)

The normalization factor can be determined from the bi-
orthogonality condition89

⟨ψα|φα⟩ = 1 ⇒
∫

Rn

dxψ∗
α(x)φα(x) = 1, (25)

from which results

N∗(α)N′(α) = det{2πΣeff}−
1
2

× exp

{
1

2

[
µTΣ−1µ− (µTΣ−1µ)∗ − µT

effΣ
−1
eff µeff

]}
,

(26)

where µ ≡ µ(α) and Σ ≡ Σ(α) are functions of the am-
plitude of the coherent state. The effective mean vector
µeff and covariance matrix Σeff are defined as follows:

Σeff :=
(
− (Σ−1)∗ +Σ−1

)−1
(27a)

µeff := Σeff(−(Σ−1)∗µ∗ +Σ−1µ). (27b)

An easily verifiable fact is that evolution under the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (19) preserves the coherent charac-
ter of the state85. Consequently, the evolved state can be

determined by substituting α 7→ e−it
√
JKα into Eqs. (22),

(23), (26) and (27), along with a global multiplication by
the exponential factor exp

{
− it

2 tr
√
JK

}
, namely

ψα(x) 7→ exp

{
− it

2
tr
√
JK

}
ψexp{−it

√
JK}α(x). (28)
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The complex amplitude of
√
JK causes two kinds of

damping (given Im
√
JK > 0) of the un-normalized co-

herent state: 1. Damping of ψα(x) into the ground state
ψ0(x) (i.e., the coherent state with α = 0); and 2. Global
damping of the amplitude to zero. This latter effect
is absorbed by the normalization coefficients N(αt) and
N(αt)

′, which grow exponentially with increasing time,
specifically N∗(αt)N

′(αt) ∝ exp
{
t tr

[
Im

√
JK

]}
.

III. APPLICATIONS

A. Polarization Signal from the Eigenvalues and
Eigenvectors of

√
K

The quantity commonly used to measure the spectral
information of polarizable sources is the imaginary part
of the polarizability function, defined as:

Imαs⃗(ω) := Im


n∑

β=1

Rsββuβ(ω)

 (29)

uβ(ω) =

n∑
ν=1

Aβν(ω)fν(ω) (30)

A(ω) := (ω2 + 2iωΓ−K)−1 ∈ Cn×n. (31)

where Rs⃗ :=
[
Rs11, . . . , Rsββ , . . . , Rsnn

]T ∈ Rn×1

and f(ω) =
[
f1(ω), . . . , fβ(ω), . . . , fn(ω)

]T ∈ Cn×1.
sβ ∈ {1, 2, 3} indicates the spatial component of the
coordinate vector and builds, consequently, the polariza-
tion tensor. We can rewrite Eq. (29) in a more compact
way using the tensor product and trace operations,

Im[αs⃗(ω)] = Im[tr{A(ω)f(ω)⊗Rs⃗}]. (32)

In Section IIA, we have shown that all the spectral in-
formation of A(ω) is given by

√
K ∈ C2n×2n. Within our

newly developed formalism, we can compute the polariz-
ability function as follows:

Imαs⃗(ω)

= Im

[
tr

{
(ω2 −K)−1

[
I 0
0 −iω − 2Γ

] [
f(ω)
f(ω)

]
⊗
[
Rs⃗

0

]}]
.

(33)

From the Jordan decomposition K = PJP−1 and using
the cyclic property of the trace we have

Imαs⃗(ω) = Im tr
{
(ω2 − J)−1Cs⃗(ω)

}
(34)

Cs⃗(ω) := P−1

[
f(ω)⊗Rs⃗ 0

−(iω + 2Γ)(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗) 0

]
P. (35)

From now on we will assume that J is diagonal. To
account for the Im[·] function in the above expressions,

it is convenient to introduce the following definitions

(ω2 − J)−1
k = Dk(ω) + iAk(ω) (36a)

Dk(ω) :=
ω2 − λ′k

(ω2 − λ′k)
2 + (λ′′k)

2
(36b)

Ak(ω) :=
λ′′k

(ω2 − λ′k)
2 + (λ′′k)

2
, (36c)

where Ak(ω) and Dk(ω) stand for the absorp-
tive and dispersive contributions of the kth-
eigenvalue of J , namely λk = λ′k + iλ′′k . Using
the identities Im[ab] = Im[a] Re[b] + Re[a] Im[b] and
Im

[∑
k ak

]
=

∑
k Im[ak] we have

Imαs⃗(ω) =

2n∑
k=1

Ak(ω)S
A
s⃗k(ω) +Dk(ω)S

D
s⃗k(ω), (37)

where

SA
s⃗k(ω) := Re[Cs⃗,kk(ω)] (38a)

SD
s⃗k(ω) := Im[Cs⃗,kk(ω)] (38b)

2n∑
k=1

SA
s⃗k(ω) + SD

s⃗k(ω) = tr
{
f(ω)RT

s⃗

}
. (38c)

Note that in Eq. (37), the coefficients SA
s⃗k(ω) and S

D
s⃗k(ω)

represent the amplitudes of the absorptive and disper-
sive contributions of λk, respectively. These coefficients
exhibit two meaningful properties:

1. they depend on all the eigenvectors P of K, which
is indicative of a collective phenomenon, but are
independent of the eigenvalues;

2. they are in a one-to-one correspondence to the
eigenvalues, allowing us to use them to “weight”
the contributions of λk to the polarization.

If the external force acting on the polarization sources is
a kick pulse, i.e. f(ω) = f is a frequency-independent
constant, the coefficients SA

s⃗k(ω) and SD
s⃗k(ω) become a

linear function of the frequency ω, expressed as follows:

SA
s⃗k(ω) = Re[Ik]− iω Im[Ak] (39a)

SD
s⃗k(ω) = Im[Ik]− iωRe[Ak] (39b)

where I,A ∈ C2n are the intercept and the angle of the
linear function, defined by:

Ik :=
[
Ik,1 Ik,2

]T
(40a)

Ik,1 := [
(
(P−1)11 − 2(P−1)12Γ

)
(f ⊗Rs⃗)P11]kk (40b)

Ik,2 := [
(
(P−1)21 − 2(P−1)22Γ

)
(f ⊗Rs⃗)P12]kk (40c)

and

Ak :=
[
Ak,1 Ak,2

]T
(41a)

Ak,1 := [(P−1)12 (f ⊗Rs⃗)P11]kk (41b)

Ak,2 := [(P−1)22 (f ⊗Rs⃗)P12]kk, (41c)

where P =

[
P11 P12

P21 P22

]
. For a derivation of these equa-

tions see the Supplemental Material95.
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B. Polarization Signal of Plasmonic Nanostructures

In this section, we study the optical response of two
plasmonic systems: a Silver cluster composed of 147
atoms in an icosahedral shape (Ag147) and a graphene
disk with a diameter of 10 nm (GD10), depicted in
Figs. 2a and 2d, respectively. For each system, we con-
sider a “regular” structure with the highest symmetry
and a “random” structure, obtained by perturbing each
atom’s position with a random vector in the space for
Ag147 and on the graphene plane for GD10, with a max-
imum displacement of 0.5 Å. In Figs. 2a and 2d, the
regular structure is represented by red atoms, while blue
atoms represent the random structure. The optical re-
sponse of Ag147 is simulated using the ωFQFµ model
with parameters proposed in Refs.12,47, while for the
GD10 we use the ωFQ method with parameters proposed
in Ref.26. GD10 contains 2990 Carbon atoms, each rep-
resented in the ωFQ approach by a single charge, leading
to a matrix order of 5980. In the case of Ag147, in the
real-time formulation of the ωFQFµ method, each Silver
atom is described by one charge and five dipoles, which
represent the partitioning of the interband polarizabil-
ity in terms of Drude-Lorentz oscillators47. Therefore,
we have 16 coordinates for each atom, leading to a total
matrix order of 4704.

We calculate the zz component of the imaginary part
of the polarizability function, where the z axis is indi-
cated in Fig. 2a. The z-axis serves as a symmetry axis
for Ag147 and lies on the molecular plane for GD10. The
investigated frequency range is from 0 to 7 eV with a
step of 0.01 eV for Ag147 and from 0 to 1 eV with a
step of 0.001 eV for GD10. In Figs. 2b and 2e we report
Imαzz(ω) normalized to 1 in the given frequency range,
as calculated for the regular Ag147 (solid blue lines). The

real part of the eigenvalues of
√
K is reported with red

vertical lines at the bottom of each figure. We notice that
the polarizability function is characterized by a strong
plasmon resonance absorption peak at 3.63 eV12. In com-
parison, from 4 eV and above the interband absorption
mechanism dominates the spectral response leading to a
broad and increasing absorption band12. The real part of
the eigenvalue distribution of

√
K is mostly concentrated

close to the plasmon peak.
From Eq. (37), we can investigate what is the rela-

tive contribution of the absorptive and dispersive por-
tions, i.e. in which only theAk(ω)S

A
s⃗k(ω) orDk(ω)S

D
s⃗k(ω)

terms are retained in the summation over the eigenpairs,
respectively. The absorptive contribution is reported in-
Fig. 2b with a dotted orange line, while the solid green
line represents the dispersive contribution. It can be no-
ticed that for the regular Ag147 the absorptive part dom-
inates the polarization function and it is always positive
on the frequency range, while the dispersive part intro-
duces a relatively small and negative correction, with an
inflection point on the plasmon peak. In the case of
GD10, the polarizability function in Fig. 2e presents a
strong absorption peak at 0.255 eV, and a series of little

features at higher frequencies, which can be associated
with high-order multipolar plasmon resonances48. We
notice that the eigenvalue distribution of

√
K is dense

and seemingly uniform at given regions, and that the dis-
persive contribution to the polarization function is neg-
ligible across the whole frequency range.

Moving to the random case, we notice that for Ag147 in
Fig. 2c the geometric perturbation has a limited impact
on the polarizability function, in particular by shifting
the plasmon absorption peak at 3.58 eV and by slightly
increasing the relative contribution of the dispersive por-
tion. Furthermore, the eigenvalue distribution becomes
more uniform in the frequency range, especially between
3 and 4 eV. On the other hand, the randomization of
the GD10 atoms in the molecular plane has a huge effect
on the polarizability signal as reported in Fig. 2f. Here,
we observe a broad and crowded absorption band with a
maximum located at 0.186 eV.

As the next step, we investigate the possibility of re-
producing the polarization signal of the chosen plasmonic
nanostructures using reduced dimensionality, i.e., by se-
lecting a subset of the eigenvectors and eigenvalues in
Eq. (37). To achieve this, we consider two filtering ap-
proaches for selecting specific eigenpairs: 1) Eigenvalue
Filter (EF), in which the pair (λk, vk) is selected if
|Reλk| lies in a given frequency range; and 2) Intercept
Filter (IF), in which the pair (λk, vk) is selected if |Re Ik|
exceeds a given threshold, with Ik given by Eq. (40). The
EF is in principle able to select all the relevant contri-
butions of the spectrum to the polarization function in
a given frequency range, given the decay properties of
Dk(ω) and Ak(ω) (see Eqs. (36b) and (36c)). On the
other hand, we have shown that in the case of a kick
pulse, the absorptive contribution dominates the polar-
ization function over the whole frequency range for Ag147
and GD10, therefore SA

s⃗k(ω) and thus Re{Ik} can be
used to select only the most relevant eigenvectors (see
Eqs. (39a) and (39b)).

In Fig. 3 we report the reconstruction of the polar-
izability function by using various frequency ranges for
the EF (panels a,c) and thresholds for IF (panels b, d)
in the case of Ag147 structures. We start with the EF
on the regular Ag147 structure, reported in panel a of
Fig. 3. The frequency range is centered on the plasmon
absorption peak at 3.63 eV, and we notice that 70 eigen-
values (dotted red line) are sufficient to reconstruct the
absorption peak also from the quantitative point of view,
and no improvement is obtained by taking 352 eigenval-
ues (dashed purple line). Outside the filtering frequency
range the polarization function becomes rapidly zero, and
no contributions to the interband portion are obtained.
Moreover, we notice that the EF does not converge uni-
formly with the number of eigenvalues, as enlarging the
filter range from 2 to 5 eV (dotted orange line) causes the
polarizability function to acquire some negative contribu-
tions around the plasmon peak, worsening the agreement
with the reference function.

Moving to the IF approach, in panel b of Fig. 3 we
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(a) Ag147 (b) (c)

(d) GD10 (e) (f)

FIG. 2: Simulated optical response of two plasmonic systems: a Silver cluster composed of 147 atoms in an icosahedral
shape (Ag147; Fig. 2a) and a graphene disk with a diameter of 10 nm (GD10; Fig. 2d). Red and blue atoms indicate
the standard and perturbed structures, respectively, with the latter incorporating noise in the atomic positions. The
simulated signal consists of the zz-component of the imaginary part of the polarizability function, plotted along the
vertical axis as a function of the incident field frequency, shown on the horizontal axis. The optical response of Ag147 is
simulated in Figs. 2b and 2c using the ωFQFµ method, following the parametrization proposed in Refs.12,47. Similarly,
in Figs. 2e and 2f, the optical response of GD10 is simulated using the ωFQ method, with its parametrization reported
in Ref.26. The plotted signals differentiate between the Absorptive and Dispersive contributions, while the real part
of the eigenvalues of

√
K is shown as red vertical lines at the bottom of each figure.
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FIG. 3: Reconstruction of the optical response of the
icosahedral Ag147 structure by filtering mode contribu-
tions to the signal, using various frequency ranges for
the EF (panels a,c) and thresholds for IF (panels b, d).
The signals of the standard and perturbed structure are
shown in panels (a,b) and panels (c,d), respectively.

notice that 76 eigenvalues (dashed red line) are suffi-
cient to have a good description of the absorption profile
across the whole frequency range since we are selecting
the largest values of SA

s⃗k(ω) contributing to the polariza-
tion function. Moreover, the IF approach can be system-
atically improved by reducing the threshold value, and a
uniform convergence is achieved.

In the case of a perturbed Ag147 structure, for the
EF approach (panel c of Fig. 3), similar considerations
to those of the regular Ag147 structure apply. Here, 78
eigenvalues concentrated near the plasmon peak at 3.58
eV are sufficient to achieve a quantitative match of the
polarizability function in the immediate surroundings, al-
though the convergence remains non-uniform as the num-
ber of eigenvalues increases. Moving to the IF approach
(panel d of Fig. 3), we observe that using the same thresh-
olds as for the regular Ag147 results in more eigenvalues
being extracted. In the smallest batch, 128 eigenvalues
are obtained (dashed red line). This can be attributed to

the symmetry reduction in the perturbed Ag147 structure
compared to the regular Ag147 structure.

FIG. 4: Reconstruction of the optical response of the
GD10 structure by filtering mode contributions to the
signal, using various frequency ranges for the EF (panels
a,c) and thresholds for IF (panels b, d). The signals of
the standard and perturbed structure are shown in panels
(a,b) and panels (c,d), respectively.

In Fig. 4 we report the reconstruction of the polariz-
ability function for the GD10 structures. Starting with
the regular GD10 system (panels a, b), we observe that
both EF and IF approaches can be effectively adopted
to quantitatively reproduce the polarization function at
the absorption peak located at 0.255 eV, requiring only
a limited number of eigenvalues— up to just 4 by using
the IF method.

In the case of the perturbed GD10 structure, the EF
approach (panel c) adopted using larger frequency ranges
leads to a better description of the absorption band lo-
cally, and the polarization function quickly becomes zero
outside the selected range. Here, the EF approach can be
systematically improved, and a monotonic convergence
is observed, in contrast to the Ag147 case. On the other
hand, the IF approach (panel d) allows for a more uni-
form description of the polarizability function across the
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whole frequency range, even though more than 10 % of
the eigenpairs are needed to have a good description, as
with a threshold value of 0.01 (dashed purple line, 774
eigenvalues).

IV. SELF-CONSISTENT ELECTRICAL FIELD
IN THE SEMICLASSICAL APPROXIMATION

A. QPM Dynamics in Phase Space

The quantum dynamics of the QPM over arbitrary GS
can be effectively analyzed using the phase-space rep-
resentation, which simplifies the description of the dy-
namics. In the Schrödinger picture, a time-dependent
Hamiltonian H(t) governs the evolution as follows:

ρt = Utρ0U
−1
t (42)

Ut = Te−i/ℏ
∫ t
0
H(τ)dτ (43)

⟨O⟩t = tr{Oρt}, (44)

where ρt is the density matrix with the time depen-
dence is indicated by the subscript t, O is an arbi-
trary operator and Ut the evolution operator with T in-
dicating the synchronously time-ordered exponential96.

The replacement of U†
t with U−1

t is motivated by the
possibility of non-Hermitian Hamiltonian evolutions97.
Moreover, it can be verified that the density matrix in
Eq. (42) evolves according to the von Neumann equation
d
dtρ(t) = − i

ℏ [H(t), ρ(t)]98. Defining the canonical opera-

tor as q :=
[
π x

]T
with dim = 2N , where N = 2n, and

the matrices

B :=

[
A 0
0 A−1K

]
(45)

Ct :=
[
0 A−1Ft

]T
, (46)

we can rewrite the QPM Hamiltonian (Eq. (11)) as

H(t) =
1

2
qTBq + qTCt, (47)

where B = BT is time-independent. The vector compo-
nents qξ are operators verifying the CCR

[qξ, qη] = −iℏJξη, ξ, η ∈ {1, . . . , 2N}, (48)

where J =

[
0 I
−I 0

]
is the standard symplectic matrix in

R2N×2N , I the identity in RN×N and JT = J−1 = −J .
The dynamics generated by the Hamiltonian in

Eq. (47) can be described in terms of the integrals of
motion (which do not assume hermiticity of the Hamil-
tonian)99

q(t) = UtqU
−1
t = Λtq +∆t, (49)

where

Λt = exp{JBt}, Λ0 = E :=

[
I 0
0 I

]
(50)

∆̇t = ΛtJCt, ∆0 = 0 :=
[
0n 0n

]T
, (51)

and the matrix Λt is symplectic for every time t, with
Λ−1
t = JΛT

t J
T100. In the Heisenberg picture, the canon-

ical operator reads97,99

qH(t) := U−1
t q Ut = Λ−1

t (q −∆t), (52)

whose expectation value is given by

⟨q⟩t = Λ−1
t (⟨q⟩0 −∆t). (53)

In the phase-space representation of quantum mechanics,
Eqs. (49) to (51) fully specify the state of the system at
any time100. There, the density matrix ρt is represented
by a distribution Wt(z), known as the Wigner function,
where the vector z ∈ R2N lists the momenta and coor-
dinates. For an arbitrary initial state W0(z), the uni-
tary evolution resulting from a quadratic Hamiltonian
(see Eq. (47)) is such that99

W (z, t) =W0(Λtz +∆t). (54)

In the phase space, the evolution governed by the QPM
Hamiltonian coincides with that of its classical counter-
part (obtained by taking ℏ → 0 in the CCR), a property
characteristic of quadratic Hamiltonians100. As a result,
all quantum information is encoded in the system’s ini-
tial state. Notably, the key distinction between CPM and
QPM lies in the latter’s ability, at least in principle, to be
initialized in a nonclassical state, such as a Schrödinger
cat state99. However, this does not complicate the evo-
lution, as the resulting dynamics remain independent of
the initial state, as demonstrated by Eq. (54).
In addition, the class of Gaussian Wigner functions

remains closed under evolutions generated by quadratic
Hamiltonians. Specifically, the Wigner function is given
by

W (z, t) = |det{2πMt}|−1/2

exp

{
−1

2
(z − ⟨q⟩t)

TM−1
t (z − ⟨q⟩t)

}
, (55)

where Mt := Λ−1
t M0(Λ

−1
t )T. For Gaussian states, the

following identity can be proven83,101〈
δq(δq)T

〉
t
=Mt +

iℏ
2
JT, (56)

with δq := q − ⟨q⟩t.
Before proceeding with further calculations, it is im-

portant to note that the evolution of the operator q under
the symplectic matrix Λt = exp{JBt} does not provide
any new information beyond what was already known.
This can be demonstrated by examining the roots of the
characteristic polynomial pJB(λ) = det{JB − λE} = 0,
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where JB =

[
0 A−1K

−A 0

]
. These contain the relevant

spectral information of Λt. Using the formula for the de-
terminant of a block matrix and assuming λ ̸= 0, we find

that pJB(λ) = det
{
λ+ i

√
K
}
det

{
λ− i

√
K
}
, leading to

λ ∈ Sp{±i
√
K} ∪ {0} or, in a more compact form:

Sp{JB} = ±Sp
{
i
√
K
}
, (57)

where the zero can be omitted based on Eq. (9). For a de-
tailed derivation, refer to the Supplemental Material102.

B. Self-Consistent Electric Field

We now apply the above theoretical results to the cal-
culation of relevant physical quantities, starting with the
electrical field. When the QPM is excited by an exter-
nal electric field, either generated by a QM system or an
external source, the medium polarization sources are po-
larized and an electric field is re-emitted. This emitted
field can, in turn, interact with the medium itself, gener-
ating a self-consistent interaction mechanism. Depending
on the structure of the medium, the emitted field can be
enhanced or suppressed in specific regions, which is key
to various nanoplasmonic applications103–107.
To determine the electric field emitted by the QPM,

we resort to the semiclassical approximation, where the
quantum matter evolution and the classical Maxwell
equation for the propagating field, assuming nonmagnetic
interactions, are related through96

∇×∇× E⃗(r, t) +
1

c2
∂2

∂t2
E⃗(r, t) = −4π

c2
∂2

∂t2
P⃗ (r, t) (58)

P⃗ (r, t) = tr
{
V⃗ (r)ρ(t)

}
(59)

d

dt
ρ(t) = − i

ℏ
[H(t), ρ(t)] (60)

H(t) =
1

2
qTBq +Hint(t). (61)

Here, P⃗ (r, t) is the polarization, given as the expectation

value of the dipole operator V⃗ (r), which, in components,
is expressed as:

Vj(r) :=

n∑
α=1

RjαuαG(r; Rα,Σα). (62)

This formula is obtained from the dipole approxima-
tion for the polarization96, with an additional replace-
ment of delta-like densities by the Gaussian functions
G(r; Rα,Σα). The interaction of the polarization sources
uα(t) with an external field is given by96

H1(t) = −
3∑

j=1

∫
R3

dr Ej(r, t)Vj(r). (63)

The Hamiltonian H1(t) determines, in turn, an interac-
tion term H2(t) with the new variables vα(t), resulting
from the interaction term xTA−1F (t) and Eq. (6). More
explicitly, we have the following relations

F (t) = A

[
h(t)
g(t)

]
⇔

[
f(t)

ḟ(t)− 2Γf(t)

]
=

[
A1 A2

AT
2 A3

] [
h(t)
g(t)

]
(64)

hν(t) := −
3∑

j=1

Rjν

∫
R3

dr Ej(r, t)G(r;Rν ,Σν), (65)

where A =

[
A1 A2

AT
2 A3

]
, A1 = AT

1 , A3 = AT
3 are given by

Eq. (12), and g(t) is the unknown to be determined from
the classical field h(t) and Eq. (64) through the vector-
form differential equation

A2ġ(t)− (A3 + 2ΓA2)g(t) = (AT
2 + 2ΓA1)h(t)−A1ḣ(t).

(66)

For a step-wise derivation of this equation see the Sup-
plemental Material108. Equation (66) is formally solved
in the frequency domain by

g̃(ω) = L̃(ω)h̃(ω) (67)

L̃(ω) := −
[
A3 + (iω + 2Γ)A2

]−1[
AT

2 + (iω + 2Γ)A1

]
,

(68)

where g̃(ω), h̃(ω) are the Fourier Transform (FT) of
g(t), h(t), with

h̃ν(ω) = − 1

(2π)3

3∑
l=1

Rlν

∫
R3

dk G̃(−k;Rν ,Σν)Ẽl(k, ω)

(69)

G̃(k;Rα,Σα) = exp

{
−ikTRα − 1

2
kTΣαk

}
. (70)

Back to the time-domain, results the global Hamiltonian

Hint(t) = H1(t) +H2(t) =

n∑
ν=1

xνhν(t) + xn+νgν(t)

(71)

g(t) = L(t)⊛ h(t), (72)

where L(t) is the FT of L̃(ω) and the symbol ⊛ indicates
the convolution between the matrix L(t) and the vector
h(t), which is formally derived in the Supplemental Ma-
terial109.
The electric field is determined using the Green’s func-

tion solution of Maxwell’s equations in (k, ω)-space96

Ẽi(k, ω) = Ẽext,i(k, ω) +

3∑
j=1

Gij(k, ω)P̃j(k, ω) (73)

Gij(k, ω) = 4π
δijω

2 − c2kikj
ω2 − c2|k|2

, k ∈ R3. (74)
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Substituting Eq. (62) into Eq. (59) and taking the FT
results the polarization

P̃j(k, ω) =

n∑
α=1

Rjα G̃(k;Rα,Σα) ⟨q⟩N+α (ω), (75)

where the expectation value is taken over an arbitrary
initial state (not necessarily Gaussian), resulting in the
following analytical form (see the Supplemental Mate-

rial110):

⟨q⟩ (ω) = 2πδ(ωE + iJB) ⟨q⟩0 − i(ωE + iJB)−1JC̃(ω).
(76)

In the above expression, all quantum information is en-
coded in the system’s initial state and enters through the
expectation value ⟨q⟩0, while the electric field appears in

the quantity C̃(ω), given by

C̃(ω) =
[
0 0 h̃(ω) g̃(ω)

]T
. (77)

The self-consistent relation for the electric field Ẽ arises
from its presence on both sides of Eq. (73), as can be
traced through Eqs. (75) to (77) and the functional de-

pendences h̃[Ẽ], g̃[Ẽ]. Assuming that ⟨q⟩0 = 0, we obtain
the following expression:

Ẽi(k, ω) = Ẽext,i(k, ω) +

3∑
j,l=1

n∑
α=1

Gij(k, ω)Rjα G̃(k;Rα,Σα)

∫
R3

dk′ Tαl(−k′, ω)Ẽl(k′, ω) (78a)

Tαl(k, ω) :=
i

(2π)3

N∑
ν=1

n∑
β=1

(
ωE + iJB

)−1

N+α,ν

(
δνβ + θ(ν − n− 1)Lν−n,β(ω)

)
RlβG̃(k;Rβ ,Σβ), (78b)

where θ(x) is the Heaviside function.
An iterative solution to Eq. (78) can be found by con-

sidering an external field of the form

Ẽext,i(k, ω) = (2π)3
∑
p

Ap,i(ω)δ(k − kp), (79)

for which, to first order, results

(2π)−3 Ẽi(k, ω) =
∑
p

(
Ap,i(ω)δ(k − kp)

+

3∑
j,l=1

n∑
α=1

Gij(k, ω)Rjα G̃(k;Rα,Σα)Tαl(−kp, ω)Ap,l(ω)
)
.

(80)

In light of this formula, we can study the spatial enhance-
ment of the electric field in terms of the spreading in k-
space (yielding localization in r-space) as resulting from

the superposition of the Gaussians G̃(k;Rα/β ,Σα/β), me-

diated by the resonances of the matrix (ωE + iJB)−1.

V. OPEN QUANTUM DYNAMICS IN THE
QUANTUM POLARIZABLE MEDIUM

A. The Interaction Hamiltonian

We now aim to describe the open quantum dynamics of
a QM system embedded in an environment of dissipative

quantum oscillators, here represented by the QPM. The
total Hamiltonian is given by

H = HS +H0 +Hint (81)

where HS is the Hamiltonian of the QM system,
H0 := 1

2q
TBq represents the isolated QPM with B as de-

fined in Eq. (45), and Hint the interaction Hamiltonian.
The latter includes, but is not necessarily limited to, the
electrostatic potential Aα generated by the QM system,
which interacts with the charges uα at sites Rα. Simi-
larly to the discussed for the classical field h(t) (see Sec-
tion IVB), the potential Aα induces an interaction term
with the auxiliary variables vα, resulting in a Hamilto-
nian contribution Bαvα.

The total interaction term is thus given by

Hint =

n∑
α=1

Aαuα +Bαvα, (82)

where Bα ≡ Bα[A] is a function of all operators
{Aα}α=1,..., n, which represents the unknown to be de-
termined. To determine Bα, we first express Aα as a
time-dependent quantity in the interaction picture:

Aα(t) = eiHSt/ℏAαe
−iHSt/ℏ =

∑
ω

e−iωt/ℏAα(ω), (83)
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where Aα =
∑

ω Aα(ω) with

Aα(ω) :=
∑

ε′−ε=ω

ΠεAαΠε′ , (84)

and Πε is the projector onto the eigenbasis of the QM
Hamiltonian. In deriving Eq. (83) we are using the iden-
tity ei/ℏHStAα(ω)e

−i/ℏHSt = e−i/ℏωtAα(ω).
Next, we proceed to an important step, where

the results derived for the classical field in Sec-
tion IVB are applied: identifying the classical
field hα(t) with the mean value of the operator
Aα over the evolved QM state e−iHSt/ℏρSe

iHSt/ℏ,
namely hα(t) = tr{AαρS(t)} = ⟨Aα(t)⟩, follows that
⟨Bν(t)⟩ = gν(t), as these terms correspond to the interac-
tion with uα and vν , respectively. Then, in the frequency
domain, ⟨B(ω)⟩ = L̃(ω) ⟨A(ω)⟩, where L̃(ω) is given by
Eq. (68). As the trace is a linear operation and ρS is
arbitrary, this equality implies

Bα(ω) =
∑
ν

L̃αν(ω)Aν(ω). (85)

By adding all frequencies, we can completely specify the
interaction Hamiltonian Hint in Eq. (82) with the term:

Bα =
∑
ω, ν

L̃αν(ω)Aν(ω). (86)

B. Master Equation for the QM System

The Markovian dynamics of the QM system embedded
in a QPM is governed by the Master equation, which in
the interaction picture reads111

d

dt
ρS(t) = − i

ℏ
[HLS , ρS(t)] +D(ρS(t)). (87)

Here, ρS(t) is the QM density matrix, HLS is the Lamb
shift, and D(.) is the dissipator. The dissipator is a su-
peroperator that accounts for the decoherence induced
by H0 on the system ρS , and it is given by

D(ρS) =

ℏ−2
∑
ω

N∑
α,β=1

γαβ(ω)
(
Oβ(ω)ρSO

†
α(ω)−

1

2

{
O†

α(ω)Oβ(ω), ρS
})

,

(88)

where the sum runs over N = 2n variables of the QPM,
namely uα and vα. The system operators Oα(ω), ob-
tained from the interaction Hamiltonian Hint in Eq. (82),
are given by:

Oα(ω) :=

{
Aα(ω) α ≤ n

Bα−n(ω) n < α ≤ 2n
, (89)

where Bα(ω) is given in Eq. (85). We remind that, while
Aα accounts for the interaction of the system with the

variables uα, Bα describes the interaction with auxiliary
variables vα.
The functions γαβ(ω) appearing in the dissipator are

referred to as correlation functions and are defined in
terms of the operators qα through the equations:

γαβ(ω) := Ξαβ(ω) + Ξ∗
βα(ω) (90)

Ξαβ(ω) :=

∫
R≥0

dt ⟨qα(t)qβ(0)⟩ exp(itω), (91)

where

qα(t) = eiH0t/ℏqαe
−iH0t/ℏ, 1 ≤ α ≤ 2n. (92)

The Lamb shift HLS consists of a Hermitian operator
containing the bath-induced corrections to the system
energies, and satisfies the identity [HS , HLS ] = 0111. It
is given by the expression:

HLS = ℏ−1
∑
ω

2n∑
α,β=1

Sαβ(ω)O
†
α(ω)Oβ(ω), (93)

where

Sαβ(ω) :=
1

2i

(
Ξαβ(ω)− Ξ∗

βα(ω)
)
. (94)

We now aim computing the matrix elements Ξαβ(ω),
from which it can be calculated the correlation func-
tions γαβ(ω) and the coefficients Sαβ(ω), via Eqs. (90)
and (94). We assume that the QPM is initialized in
a Gaussian state ρG under no external field, such that
∆t = 0 and tr{qα(t)ρG} = 0. From Eqs. (52), (56), (90)
and (92), we have

Ξ(t) :=
〈
qH(t)qT

〉
0

= exp{−JBt}
(
M0 +

iℏ
2
JT + ⟨q⟩0 ⟨q⟩

T
0

)
, (95)

where this compact matrix notation allows the in-
dices α, β of Ξαβ(t) to run over the entire interval
α, β = 1, . . . , 2N , which is permitted for notational con-
venience, even though we are only concerned with
α, β = 1, . . . N . This function explicitly depends on
the eigenvalues Sp{JB} = Sp{±

√
K}, which encapsu-

late the dynamical contributions of the matrices K and
Γ.
To compute the half-domain FT in Eq. (91), we use

the identity

lim
η→0+

∫ ∞

0

dt ei(Ω+iη)t = i lim
η→0+

(Ω + iη)−1 (96)

which, upon substituting Ω = ωE + iJB, gives:

Ξ(ω) =

ℏ lim
η→0+

(
(ω + iη)E + iJB

)−1(
M0 +

iℏ
2
JT + ⟨q⟩0 ⟨q⟩

T
0

)
.

(97)
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For an initial thermal state in absence of an external field
(ft = 0 hence ∆t = 0), the covariance matrix and mean
vector are given by97

M0 = ℏ cot
(ℏβJB

2

)
JT, ⟨q⟩0 = 0. (98)

Using the identities cotx = i coth(ix) and JT = −J , we
find

Ξ(ω) = ℏ lim
η→0+

(
(ω + iη)E + iJB

)−1(
coth

(
ℏβiJB

2

)
+

1

2

)
J.

(99)

Assuming that B is independent of ℏ, meaning that the
matrices K and Γ in Eq. (1) do not contain quantum
information, the Ξ(ω) function in the classical limit reads

lim
ℏ→0

Ξ(ω) = −2(βiJB)−1 lim
η→0+

(
(ω + iη)E + iJB

)−1

JT.

(100)

Quantum corrections to this function can be accounted
for perturbatively by expanding the hyperbolic cotangent
function in Eq. (99) into a power series, thus yielding a
generalization of the approach presented in Ref.32.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have presented a comprehensive the-
oretical framework for understanding the classical and
quantum dynamics of polarizable media and their inter-
action with quantum systems. Our approach provides a
unified perspective by incorporating key concepts from
pseudo-boson theory, phase-space formulation, and open
quantum systems, with potential applications in con-
densed matter physics and nanoplasmonic materials.

We began by presenting the theoretical foundations,
demonstrating how the CPM defining equation can be
integrated in an expanded space, where the spectral
properties of the dynamics are encapsulated by a time-
independent matrix,

√
K. The formulation then intro-

duces a quadratic Hamiltonian, quantized under the con-
dition that its mean-field dynamics coincide with those
of the CPM, thereby defining the QPM. This Hamil-
tonian was shown to yield a conserved quantity for the
isolated system (f(t) = 0) and was subsequently diago-
nalized in terms of pseudo-boson operators. The diag-
onalization enabled us to express the dynamics over Bi-
Coherent states, providing a deeper understanding of the
system’s behavior.

Building on these foundations, we applied our theoreti-
cal results to the analysis of polarization signal measure-
ments. By deriving explicit formulas for decomposing
the polarization in terms of the eigenvalues and eigen-
vectors of

√
K, we established a method to organize and

quantify their contributions to the spectral properties of
the polarizable medium. This analysis provides valuable
insights into the spectral structure of these systems, as

well as the role of individual eigenvalues in defining their
response to external fields.
We then applied our formalism to derive the (semi-

classical) electric field emitted by the polarizable medium
following an electric excitation. The QPM dynamics was
formulated in phase space, offering a classical analogy
while enabling the analytical calculation of expectation
values over arbitrary GS, including thermal states. As-
suming interaction with a classical field, we derived a
self-consistent equation for the emitted electric field in
frequency-momentum space. This formulation led to a
perturbative solution, whose analytical properties can be
exploited to understand electric field enhancements in
nanoplasmonic materials.
Finally, we formulated the open quantum dynamics of

a QM system interacting with the QPM. Using the the-
oretical results obtained for classical electric fields, we
derived the interaction Hamiltonian for the original and
auxiliary variables, everything of which contribute to the
quantum master equation. We provided analytical ex-
pressions for the QPM correlation functions, which are
valid for arbitrary initial Gaussian states.
The combination of classical polarizable approaches

with the quantum mechanical formulation highlights the
versatility of this framework. These results not only gen-
eralize existing approaches but also open the door to
novel applications across materials science, nanoplasmon-
ics, condensed matter, and quantum technologies. For in-
stance, the explicit solutions for electric fields could pave
the way for advances in light-matter interaction, while
the quantum master equation introduces new avenues
for modeling dissipative quantum systems embedded in
QPM. The correlation functions derived for GS offer ana-
lytical tools for exploring thermal effects, time evolution,
and other phenomena relevant to quantum systems em-
bedded in complex polarizable environments. Future re-
search could also extend this framework to explore strong
coupling regimes between a QM system and the QPM.
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Appendix A: Equations of Motion for the Classical Polarizable Medium (CPM)

1. Non-dissipative CPM

a. Fluctuating Charges/Fluctuating Dipoles force fields

Let us consider a set of n atoms, located at (fixed) positions Ri with i = 1, . . . , n. To simulate the polarization of
this system to the electromagnetic field, the Fluctuating Charges (FQ) force field represents each atom as a charge
qi(t) that is allowed to vary as a response to the external field. Furthermore, we want to divide the n atoms in m
fragments and impose that the total charge on each fragment is constrained to a certain value cα, with α = 1, . . . ,m.
Under these assumptions, the Lagrangian functional of the system can be written as34,35:

L(q, q̇, λ) =
1

2
q̇TMq q̇ −

1

2
qTT qqq − qT(χ+ v(t))− λT(c− 1Tλ q), (A1)

where Mq is the mass matrix, T qq is the charge-charge interaction kernel, χi is the electronegativity of the atom i,
and vi(t) is the external electric potential acting on the same site. 1λ is a n×m rectangular matrix defined as

(1λ)iα =

{
1 if atom i ∈ fragment α

0 otherwise.
(A2)

T qq is a function of the interatomic distance Rij = |Ri −Rj | and it describes the electrostatic interaction between
the charges. Due to the divergence of the standard Coulomb interaction for Rij → 0, charge-charge interactions may
become too strong and lead to the so-called “polarization catastrophe”36 in which the charges are extremely large,
due to the classical description of purely quantum quantities. For this reason, alternative damped formulations of T qq

have been proposed, characterized by the convergence to a finite limit with Rij → 037,38. This is usually realised by
assuming that the charges qi are associated with a spherical distribution ρ(R) centered around the position Ri. From
the formal point of view, T qq is a symmetric, positive definite matrix. The dynamical equation for the FQ model
reads

Mq q̈ = T qqq + χ+ v(t). (A3)

The FQ force field has been recently extended to simulate a more refined polarization employing electric dipoles. In
the resulting Fluctuating Charges and Fluctuating Dipoles (FQFµ) force field, each atom is endowed with a charge qi
and an electric dipole µi describing the polarization of the system as induced by the external electromagnetic field39.
The dynamical equation for the FQFµ model reads

Mq q̈ = T qqq + T qµµ+ χ+ v(t) (A4)

Mµµ̈ = Tµqq + Tµµµ+ e(t), (A5)

where T qµ, Tµµ are the (damped) charge-dipole and dipole-dipole interaction kernels38, while ei(t) is the external
electric field acting on the atom i.

b. Induced dipole force fields

Another important family of classical force fields is represented by the induced dipole models. Here, the system
is represented as the sum of a permanent electrostatic distribution (up to the octupole Ξ depending on the model)
and a time-dependent induced dipole µ, both located on each atom of the molecular system. Several models belong
to this family: Induced Point Dipole (IPD or MMPol)36,40, Polarizable Embedding (PE)41, Discrete Reaction Field
(DRF)42, Atomic Multipole Optimized Energetics for Biomolecular Applications (AMOEBA)43. Similarly to the FQ
and FQFµ force fields, the equation of motion of the induced dipole moments read:

Mµµ̈ = Tµµµ+ estatic + e(t), (A6)

where estatic is the electric field generated by the static multipolar distribution.
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c. Continuum models

Continuum embedding force fields are the most adopted methods in the context of multiscale simulations. Here,
the system is represented as a continuum infinite dielectric solely described by its dielectric permittivity ε and by the
shape of the cavity in which usually a target molecule can be located. The response of the system to the external
electromagnetic field is represented by a surface charge density σ(r). The surface of the cavity is discretized in
tesserae and a point charge q is located on the center of each tessera mimicking the surface charge density. Under
the assumption that the optical response of the system can be described in a time-independent fashion using the
infinite-frequency permittivity ε∞, it is possible to derive an equation of motion for the charges44

Mq q̈ = T qqq + v(t) (A7)

where the specific shape ofMq and T
qq depends on the formulation of the continuum method, such as the COnductor-

like Screening MOdel (COSMO)45 or the Integral Equation Formalism of the Polarizable Continuum Model (IEF-
PCM)14,46.

2. Inclusion of decoherence

a. Atomistic CPM

The FQ force field has been recently extended to describe the optical response of plasmonic substrates under the
action of an external oscillating electric field. The resulting model is called the Frequency-Dependent Fluctuating
Charges (ωFQ) model, and it has been applied to the simulation of alkali metals nanostructures24 and graphene-based
materials26. In the frequency domain, each atom of the substrate is endowed with a frequency-dependent charge q(ω)
and the optical response of the system is modeled by resorting to the Drude model of conduction, and by including a
phenomenological description of quantum tunneling between the atomic sites. A real-time version of such model has
been recently proposed, and the equation of motion reads47:

Mq q̈ +MqΓq q̇ = KD−TT qqq +KD−Tv(t), (A8)

where KD−T is a matrix accounting for both Drude and tunneling mechanisms48, whileM and Γ are diagonal matrices
whose functional form depends on the Drude parameters entering the model.

Similar to the FQ model, the FQFµ model can be generalized to define the ωFQFµ model, which is particularly
suitable for the description of noble metal nanoparticles12. In this model, the intraband contribution to the optical
response is described by the frequency-dependent charges qi(t), while the frequency-dependent dipoles µi(t) take into
account the effect of interband transitions. This is done by extracting the interband polarizability from the frequency-
dependent permittivity of the material ε(ω), which is then expressed as the superposition of Drude-Lorentz oscillators
(DLO)47. The dynamical evolution of charges and dipoles in the ωFQFµ model is given by47:

Mq q̈ +MqΓq q̇ = KD−TT qqq +KD−TT qµµ+KD−Tv(t) (A9)

Mµ,pµ̈p +Mµ,pΓµ,pµ̇p = Tµqq +
∑
q

(Tµµ − δpqNµ,p)µq + e(t), (A10)

where p is an index running over the DLO and Mµ,p,Γµ,p and N ′
µp are defined in terms of the DLO parameters. A

similar expression to Eq. (A9) can in principle be obtained also for the Discrete Interaction Model (DIM), in which the
optical response is described in terms of electric dipoles µ(ω) ruled by the frequency-dependent atomic polarizability
α(ω)22.

b. Continuum CPM

The Time-Domain Boundary Element Method (TD-BEM) is a continuum approach to the description of the time-
dependent polarization of nanoparticles49,50. In this method, the plasmonic substrate is modeled as a continuum
medium whose optical response is ruled by ε(ω). In accordance with the non-dissipative methods such as COSMO
and IEFPCM, the response to the electromagnetic field is modeled as a frequency-dependent surface charge density
σ(r, ω), which undergoes a discretization process as point charges located on the center of each tessera of the surface.
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Similar to the ωFQFµ model, ε(ω) is fitted as a superposition of DLO, and the equation of motion for the charges
q(t) becomes50:

M ′
q,pq̈ +M ′

q,pΓ
′
q,pq̇p =

∑
q

(
D − δpqN

′
p

)
qp + rp(t), (A11)

where, in accordance with Eq. (A9), M ′
q,p,Γ

′
q,p and N ′

qp are defined in terms of the DLO parameters.

Appendix B: Hamiltonian in the expanding coordinates

Here we present a version of the expanding coordinates Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian is constrained to be of the
quadratic form

H =
1

2
πTA(t)π +

1

2
uTC(t)u+ πTB(t)u+ uTA(t)−1f(t), (B1)

with C(t) = C(t)T and A(t) = A(t)T invertible. In what follows, we will often omit the explicit time dependence or
include the time as a subscript t to ease the notation.
Applying the Hamilton equations62

u̇ =
∂H

∂π
, π̇ = −∂H

∂u
(B2)

result in the differential equation

ü(t) + 2Γu̇(t) +Ku(t) + f(t) = 0, (B3)

where

K = ȦtA
−1
t Bt +AtCt −AtB

T
t A

−1
t Bt − Ḃt (B4)

2Γ = AtB
T
t A

−1
t −Bt − ȦtA

−1
t , (B5)

and K, Γ will be assumed to be time-independent. Following the ωFQ formulation24, we take Γ = γI and K to be an
arbitrary matrix,with no assumptions made about its symmetry or invertibility. Choosing

Ct = BT
t A

−1
t Bt (B6)

we verify Ct = CT
t and reduce Eq. (B4) to

K = ȦtA
−1
t Bt − Ḃt. (B7)

We can then propose the solutions

B = btK, A = atS, (B8)

where the time-dependence is captured by an scalar, and S = ST is an invertible matrix. Substituting Eq. (B8) in
Eqs. (B5) and (B7) results

K = (ȧa−1b− ḃ)K (B9)

2γI = −ȧa−1I + b(SKTS−1 −K). (B10)

Now, for any K there is an invertible S = ST that achieves the similarity transformation54

K = SKTS−1. (B11)

Then, upon identifying S = S in Eq. (B10), the second summand in Eq. (B10) vanishes, leaving us with the differential
equations

ȧta
−1
t = −2γ, ȧta

−1
t bt − ḃt = 1, (B12)
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which are solved by

at = e−2γt, bt = e−2γt − 1

2γ
. (B13)

Collecting Eqs. (B6), (B11) and (B13), we can write the Hamiltonian in Eq. (B1) as

H =
1

2
πTe−2γtSπ +

1

2
uT

(
e−2γt − 1

2γ

)2

e2γtKTS−1Ku+ πTK
(
e−2γt − 1

2γ

)
u+ uTe2γtS−1ft. (B14)

Defining the expanding coordinates as

x :=
(
e−2γt − 1

2γ

)
eγtu (B15)

p := e−γtπ, (B16)

we can write the Hamiltonian from Eq. (B1) as

H =
1

2
pTSp+

1

2
xTKTS−1Kx+ pTKx− xTeγt

(
e−2γt − 1

2γ

)−1

S−1ft, (B17)

where the explicit time dependence is isolated in the term containing the field ft.

Appendix C: Classical Dynamics

We start with

ü+ 2Γu̇+Ku+ ft = 0 (C1)

which, under the variables change v = u̇, gives

ü+Ku+ 2Γv + ft = 0. (C2)

To find the equation of motion for v, we take the derivatives

v̇ = ü = −Ku− 2Γv − ft (C3)

v̈ = −Ku̇− 2Γv̇ − ḟt = −Kv + 2ΓKu+ (2Γ)2v + (2Γft − ḟt). (C4)

Grouping the above results we get

ü+Ku+ 2Γv + ft = 0 (C5)

v̈ + (K − (2Γ)2)v − 2ΓKu+ (ḟt − 2Γft) = 0, v(0) = u̇(0), v̇(0) = −Ku(0)− 2Γu̇(0), (C6)

or in matrix notation

d2

dt2

[
u
v

]
+

[
K 2Γ

−2ΓK K − (2Γ)2

] [
u
v

]
+

[
ft

ḟt − 2Γft

]
=

[
0
0

]
. (C7)

Defining

x :=
[
u v

]T
(C8)

K :=

[
K 2Γ

−2ΓK K − (2Γ)2

] [
u
v

]
(C9)

F (t) :=
[
f(t) ḟ(t)− 2Γf(t)

]T
, (C10)

we have the velocity independent equation

ẍ+Kx+ F (t) = 0, (C11)
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subject to the initial conditions

x(0) =
[
u(0) u̇(0)

]T
(C12a)

ẋ(0) =
[
u̇(0) −Ku(0)− 2Γu̇(0)

]T
. (C12b)

The homogeneous solution is constructed as a linear combination of the exponential functions

exp
{
±i

√
Kt

}
,

√
K = i

[
0 −I
K 2Γ

]
, (C13)

where the coefficients are determined from the initial conditions Eq. (C12).

1. Spectral Analysis

Let Sp{M} denote the set of eigenvalues of the matrix M . We aim to show that

Sp
{
−
√
K
}
⊆

{
ω : det

(
ω2 + 2iωΓ−K

)
= 0

}
∪ {0}, (C14)

which up to the constant solution (ω = 0) correspond to those of Eq. (C1).

Proof. This can be seen by noting that if A is invertible, we have

det

[
A B
C D

]
= detA det

(
D − CA−1B

)
. (C15)

The characteristic polynomial for
√
K reads

p√
K
(λ) = det

{√
K − λId

}
= det

{
i

[
0 −I
K 2Γ

]
−
[
λ 0
0 λ

]}
= det

{[
−λ −iI
iK 2iΓ− λ

]}
= 0, (C16)

where ‘Id’ the identity matrix in R2n×2n. Assuming λ ̸= 0 we can use the identity in Eq. (C15) to obtain

p√
K
(λ) = det{−λI}det

{
2iΓ− λ− iK(−λ)−1(−iI)

}
= det

{
−2iλΓ + λ2 −K

}
= 0, (C17)

where we have used the identity detA detB = det{AB}. Making λ = −ω gives

p√
K
(−ω) = det

{
ω2 + 2iωΓ−K

}
= 0. (C18)

Noting that p√
K
(−ω) = 0 ⇔ p−

√
K
(ω) = 0 results

p−
√
K
(ω) = det

{
ω2 + 2iωΓ−K

}
= 0, (C19)

so −
√
K has the same eigenvalues as the kernel A(ω) in the ω-space representation of Eq. (C1):

u(ω) = A(ω)f(ω) (C20a)

A(ω) := [ω2 + 2iωΓ−K]−1. (C20b)

Let’s now show that pJB(λ) := det{JB − λE} = 0 is verified by λ ∈ Sp{±i
√
K} ∪ {0}, where JB =

[
0 A−1K

−A 0

]
and E :=

[
Id 0
0 Id

]
.

Proof. Using the formula for the determinant of a block matrix (Eq. (C15)) and assuming λ ̸= 0, we have

pJB(λ) = det

{[
−λ Id A−1K

−A −λ Id

]}
= det{−λ Id} det

{
−λ Id +A(−λ−1 Id)A−1K

}
= det

{
λ2 Id +K

}
= det

{
λ Id + i

√
K
}
det

{
λ Id− i

√
K
}
= 0. (C21)
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From the above results we have

Sp{JB} ⊆ ±Sp
{
i
√
K
}
∪ {0}. (C22)

Since Sp
{
−
√
K
}
⊆

{
ω : det

(
ω2 + 2iωΓ−K

)
= 0

}
∪ {0}, we can omit the zero in Eq. (C22) to write

Sp{JB} = ±Sp
{
i
√
K
}
.

The preceding results are summarized in the following equations:

Spectral Theorems:

Sp
{
−
√
K
}
⊆

{
ω : det

(
ω2 + 2iωΓ−K

)
= 0

}
∪ {0} (C23a)

Sp{JB} = ±Sp
{
i
√
K
}
. (C23b)

Appendix D: Hamiltonian Formulation in the Extended Variables

For this system, we can propose the Hamiltonian

H(t) =
1

2
πTAπ +

1

2
xTA−1Kx+ xTA−1Ft (D1)

where A is the symmetric and invertible matrix that performs the similarity transformation54

K = AKTA−1. (D2)

Defining the canonical vector as q :=
[
π x

]T
, of dim = 2N with N = 2n, where x =

[
u v

]T
and π :=

[
πu πv

]T
,

together with the matrices

B :=

[
A 0
0 A−1K

]
(D3)

Ct :=
[
0 A−1Ft

]T
, (D4)

we can write Eq. (D1) as

H(t) =
1

2
qTBq + qTCt, (D5)

where B = BT is time-independent. The vector components qξ are operators verifying the Canonical Commutation
Relation (CCR)

[qξ, qη] = −iℏJξη, ξ, η ∈ {1, . . . , 2N}, (D6)

where J =

[
0 I
−I 0

]
is the standard symplectic matrix in R2N×2N , I the identity in RN×N and JT = J−1 = −J .

1. The Similarity Transformation

To find the matrix A symmetric and invertible that achieves the similarity transformation of K into KT, namely54

K = AKTA−1, (D7)

we can follow the strategy outlined in76. By the Jordan normal form theorem, ∀K ∈ Cn×n there exists a non-singular
matrix P1 ∈ Cn×n such that

K = P1JKP
−1
1 (D8)

JK = diag
[
J1 J2 . . . Js

]
(D9)
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where

Ji =


λi 1 0 . . . 0
0 λi 1 . . . 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 . . . 1
0 0 0 . . . λi

 , i = 1, . . . , s (D10)

are the Jordan blocks. Let

P2,i =


0 0 . . . 0 1
0 0 . . . 1 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 0 . . . 0 0

 = P−1
2,i = PT

2,i, (D11)

be the exchange matrix of dim = i2, then it is easy to verify that the following equality holds,

JT
i = P2,iJiP2,i (D12)

JT
K = P2JKP2, (D13)

where P2 = diag [P2,1 P2,2 . . . P2,s] is a block diagonal matrix. From Eqs. (D8) and (D11) to (D13) we have

KT = (P−1
1 )TJT

KP
T
1 = (P−1

1 )TP2JKP2P
T
1 = (P−1

1 )TP2P
−1
1 KP1P2P

T
1 = A−1KA, (D14)

where

A := P1P2P
T
1 (D15)

is an invertible and symmetric matrix that achieves the similarity transformation.

2. Ehrenfest Dynamics

By imposing the canonical quantization relation

[qξ, qη] = −iℏJξη, ξ, η ∈ {1, . . . , 2N}, (D16)

where J =

[
0 I
−I 0

]
is the standard symplectic matrix in R2N×2N , with I the identity in RN×N and JT = J−1 = −J ,

we reinterpret Eq. (C11) (and consequently Eq. (C1)) as the Ehrenfest dynamics for the quantum operators qξ. This
can be seen from the identities

− i

ℏ
[π,H(x, π)] = −∇xH(x, π) = −A−1Kx−A−1Ft (D17)

− i

ℏ
[x,H(x, π)] = ∇πH(x, π) = Aπ. (D18)

These result from substituting Eq. (D1) for H(x, π) and the identity83

[q,H(q)] = −iℏJ∇H(q), q =
[
π x

]T
, (D19)

valid when the Hamiltonian does not couple the coordinate x and momenta π operators. In the Heisenberg picture,
Eqs. (D17) and (D18) can be combined with the equations of motion

π̇ = − i

ℏ
[π,H(x, π)] = −A−1Kx−A−1Ft (D20)

ẋ = − i

ℏ
[x,H(x, π)] = Aπ. (D21)

From the expectation values result the Ehrenfest dynamics

˙⟨π⟩ = −A−1K ⟨x⟩ −A−1Ft (D22)

˙⟨x⟩ = A ⟨π⟩ . (D23)

Taking the derivative in Eq. (D23), and substituting Eq. (D22), results

¨⟨x⟩+K ⟨x⟩+ Ft = 0. (D24)
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Appendix E: Decomposition of dispersive and absorptive amplitudes

We will derive a simple expression for SA
s⃗k and SD

s⃗k. We start from the definition of Cs⃗(ω) expressed as follows:

Cs⃗(ω) =

[
(P−1)11 (P−1)12
(P−1)21 (P−1)22

] [
f(ω)⊗Rs⃗ 0

−(iω + 2Γ)(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗) 0

] [
P11 P12

P21 P22

]
, (E1)

in which the eigenvector matrix is written in blocks, each one of dimension n × n. Performing the matrix-matrix
multiplications, we obtain

Cs⃗(ω) =

[
(P−1)11 (P−1)12
(P−1)21 (P−1)22

] [
(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11 (f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12

−(iω + 2Γ)(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11 −(iω + 2Γ)(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12

]
=

[[
(P−1)11 − (P−1)12 (iω + 2Γ)

]
(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11 ∗

∗
[
(P−1)21 − (P−1)22 (iω + 2Γ)] (f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12

]
, (E2)

where the off-diagonal blocks have not been expressed since they do not enter the definition of the amplitudes. The
diagonal elements become:

Cs⃗,kk,1 =
[(
(P−1)11 − 2(P−1)12Γ

)
(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11

]
kk

− iω
[
(P−1)12(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11

]
kk

(E3)

Cs⃗,kk,2 =
[(
(P−1)21 − 2(P−1)22Γ

)
(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12

]
kk

− iω
[
(P−1)22(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12

]
kk
. (E4)

Suppose that the force acting on the polarization sources is a kick pulse. In this case, the Fourier transform is constant
(f(ω) = f), and Cs⃗,kk(ω) becomes a linear function of the frequency. We can define the following quantities:

Ik,1 := [
(
(P−1)11 − 2(P−1)12Γ

)
(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11]kk (E5a)

Ik,2 := [
(
(P−1)21 − 2(P−1)22Γ

)
(f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12]kk (E5b)

Ak,1 := [(P−1)12 (f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P11]kk (E5c)

Ak,2 := [(P−1)22 (f(ω)⊗Rs⃗)P12]kk. (E5d)

By collecting the block contributions together as I :=
[
I1 I2

]T
and A :=

[
A1 A2

]T
, the absorptive and dispersive

amplitudes can be written as:

SA
s⃗k(ω) = Re[Ik]− iω Im[Ak] (E6)

SD
s⃗k(ω) = Im[Ik]− iωRe[Ak]. (E7)

Appendix F: von Neumann equation for non-Hermitian Hamiltonians

We will show that, if the density matrix is evolved as

ρ(t, t0) = U(t, t0)ρ(t0)U
−1(t, t0) (F1)

U(t, t0) = T exp

{
−i/ℏ

∫ t

t0

H(τ)dτ

}
, (F2)

where H(t) is a non-Hermitian operator, then the density matrix evolves according to the von Neumann equation

d

dt
ρ(t) = − i

ℏ
[H(t), ρ(t)]. (F3)

Proof. The evolution operator satisfies the Schrödinger-like equation

d

dt
U(t, t0) = − i

ℏ
H(t)U(t, t0), (F4)

which after formal integration results

U(t, t0) = T exp

{
−i/ℏ

∫ t

t0

H(τ)dτ

}
. (F5)
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By definition it verifies

U(t, t0)U(t0, t) = U(t, t0)U
−1(t, t0) = I, (F6)

from which we have

d

dt
[U(t, t0)U

−1(t, t0)] = 0 ⇒ d

dt
U−1(t, t0) = −U−1(t, t0)

d

dt
U(t, t0)U

−1(t, t0). (F7)

Substituting Eq. (F4) we have

d

dt
U−1(t, t0) =

i

ℏ
U−1(t, t0)H(t). (F8)

Taking the derivative in Eq. (F1)

d

dt
ρ(t, t0) =

d

dt

[
U(t, t0)ρ(t0)U

−1(t, t0)
]
=

( d

dt
U(t, t0)

)
ρ(t0)U

−1(t, t0) + U(t, t0)ρ(t0)
( d

dt
U−1(t, t0)

)
. (F9)

Substituting Eqs. (F4) and (F8) gives

d

dt
ρ(t, t0) = − i

ℏ
H(t)U(t, t0)ρ(t0)U

−1(t, t0) +
i

ℏ
U(t, t0)ρ(t0)U

−1(t, t0)H(t) = − i

ℏ
[H(t), ρ(t)]. (F10)

Appendix G: The Delta Function

In what follows, a function of a matrix f(M) is nothing but an ordinary function f(x), x ∈ R, where the variable x

is replaced by the matrix, f(M) = f(x)
∣∣∣
x=M

. This is clear when f(x) can be expressed as a power series, where the

replacement operation x
repl.by−−−−→M is well-defined.

A.

δ(Ω) =
1

2π

∫
R
ds eisΩ = δ(−Ω). (G1)

B. ∫
R
dx δ(xE − Ω)f(x) =

∫
R
dx

1

2π

∫
R
ds eis(xE−Ω)f(x) =

1

2π

∫
R
ds e−isΩ

(∫
R
dx eisxEf(x)

)
=

1

2π

∫
R
ds e−isΩf̃(s) =

1

2π

∫
R
ds e−isxf̃(s)

∣∣∣
x=Ω

= f(x)
∣∣∣
x=Ω

= f(Ω), (G2)

provided f(x) has a power series representation. Then we have the rule∫
R
dx δ(xE − Ω)f(x) = f(Ω). (G3)

C. Let’s now show the identity

δ(M − ωE)f(M) = δ(M − ωE)f(ω), (G4)

Using Eq. (G3), the l.h.s of Eq. (G4) can be written as

l.h.s =

∫
R
dω′δ(M − ωE)δ(M − ω′E)f(ω′). (G5)

Using the identity (proven below)

δ(M − yE)δ(M − xE) = δ(M − yE)δ(y − x) (G6)

results in

l.h.s =

∫
R
dω′δ(M − ωE)δ(ω − ω′)f(ω′) = δ(M − ωE)f(ω). (G7)
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D. We now show Equation (G6). Consider the integral∫
R2

dxdy δ(M − yE)δ(M − xE)f(x, y) =

∫
R
dx δ(M − xE)f(x,M) = f(M,M)

=

∫
R2

dxdy δ(M − yE)δ(yE − xE)f(x, y). (G8)

Subtracting the extremes we have∫
R2

dx dy I(x, y)f(x, y) = 0

I(x, y) ≡ δ(M − yE)
(
δ(yE − xE)− δ(M − xE)

)
. (G9)

Let’s now see that I(x, y) = 0, ∀x, y. Note that

I(x, y) =

{
δ(0) · 0, yE =M

0 ·
(
δ(yE − xE)− δ(M − xE)

)
, yE ̸=M

. (G10)

Using

δ(Ω) = i lim
ϵ→0+

(
(Ω + iϵE)−1 − (Ω− iϵE)−1

)
(G11)

we see that

δ(Ω) · 0 = i lim
ϵ→0+

(
(Ω + iϵE)−1 − (Ω− iϵE)−1

)
· 0

= lim
ϵ→0+

0 = 0, (G12)

so I(x, y) = 0. Now the identity δ(yE − xE) = Eδ(y − x)E completes the proof.

Appendix H: Field interacting with the Auxiliary Variables

Hint(t) = H1(t) +H2(t) =

n∑
ν=1

xνhν(t) + xn+νgν(t) = xT
[
h(t)
g(t)

]
. (H1)

where hν(t) is an arbitrary time-dependent function, that might be of the form

hν(t) ≡ −
3∑

j=1

Rjν

∫
R3

dr Ej(r, t)G(r;Rν ,Σν). (H2)

Comparing with Eqs. (C10) and (D1), and indicating the time-dependence by the subscript t, we have

Ft = A

[
ht
gt

]
⇔

[
ft

ḟt − 2Γft

]
=

[
A1 A2

AT
2 A3

] [
ht
gt

]
, (H3)

with A1 = AT
1 , A3 = AT

3 , and A given by Eq. (D2). Separating the vector components,

A1ht +A2gt = ft (H4)

AT
2 ht +A3gt = ḟt − 2Γft. (H5)

Substituting Eq. (H4) into Eq. (H5) we have

AT
2 ht +A3gt = A1ḣt +A2ġt − 2Γ(A1ht +A2gt) (H6)



27

or, equivalently,

A2ġt − (A3 + 2ΓA2)gt = (AT
2 + 2ΓA1)ht −A1ḣt. (H7)

In the ω space,

− iωA2g̃(ω)− (A3 + 2ΓA2)g̃(ω) = (AT
2 + 2ΓA1)h̃(ω) + iωA1h̃(ω). (H8)

Grouping terms and isolating g̃(ω) yields

g̃(ω) = L̃(ω)h̃(ω) (H9)

L̃(ω) := −
[
A3 + (iω + 2Γ)A2

]−1[
AT

2 + (iω + 2Γ)A1

]
. (H10)

1. Formal integration

Taking the Fourier Transform (Eq. (I24)) in Eq. (H9) we have

gi(t) =

n∑
k=1

F{L̃ik(ω)h̃k(ω)} =

n∑
k=1

F{L̃ik(ω)h̃k(ω)} =

n∑
k=1

1

2π

∫
R
dω exp{−iωt}L̃ik(ω)h̃k(ω)

=

n∑
k=1

1

2π

∫
R
dω exp{−iωt}L̃ik(ω)

[ ∫
R
dτ exp{iωτ}hk(τ)

]
=

n∑
k=1

∫
R
dτ hk(τ)

[ 1

2π

∫
R
dω exp{−iω(t− τ)}L̃ik(ω)

]
=

n∑
k=1

∫
R
dτ hk(τ)Lik(t− τ) =

n∑
k=1

∫
R
dτ Lik(t)hk(t− τ) =

n∑
k=1

Lik(t) ∗ hk(t) ≡ L(t)⊛ h(t). (H11)

where we have used Eqs. (I24) and (I25) and the commutativity of the convolution. Finally, we have introduced the
symbol ⊛ to indicate the convolution of a matrix and a vector.

Appendix I: Quantities in the k, ω space

1. Polarization

Defining Λ±
t ≡ exp{±JBt} we have

F{Λ±
t }(ω) =

∫
R
dt exp{i(ωE ∓ iJB)t} = 2πδ(ωE ∓ iJB). (I1)

Taking the Fourier transform of

⟨q⟩t = Λ−1
t (⟨q⟩0 −∆t), (I2)

we have

⟨q⟩ (ω) = F{Λ−1
t ⟨q⟩0 − Λ−1

t ∆t}(ω) (I3a)

= 2πδ(ωE + iJB) ⟨q⟩0 −
1

2π
(Λ−1

t )(ω)⊛∆(ω) (I3b)

= 2πδ(ωE + iJB) ⟨q⟩0 − i(ωE + iJB)−1JC(ω), (I3c)

where we have used the convolution theorem for matrices (see the proof below)

F{A(t)B(t)}(ω) = 1

2π
A(ω)⊛B(ω), (I4)

where [A⊛B]ij(ω) ≡
∑

k(Aik ∗Bkj)(ω) is the matrix convolution, and the identity (see the proof below)

Λ−1(ω)⊛∆(ω) = 2πi(ωE + iJB)−1JC(ω). (I5)
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Proof. The Fourier transform of the product of functions reads

F{f(t)g(t)}(ω) =
∫

R
dt exp{iωt}f(t)g(t) =

∫
R
dt exp{iωt} 1

2π

∫
R
dω′ exp{−iω′t}f̃(ω′)g(t)

=
1

2π

∫
R
dω′ f̃(ω′)

∫
R
dt exp{i(ω − ω′)t}g(t) = 1

2π

∫
R
dω′ f̃(ω′)g̃(ω − ω′) =

1

2π
f̃(ω) ∗ g̃(ω). (I6)

Then results the convolution theorem in the ω space,

F{f(t)g(t)}(ω) = 1

2π
f̃(ω) ∗ g̃(ω). (I7)

The convolution for scalars is defined as

f ∗ g(ω) =
∫

R
dω′f(ω − ω′)g(ω′). (I8)

This is extended to matrices as follows: From the definition of ⊛ we have

(A⊛B)ij(ω) ≡
∑
k

(Aik ∗Bkj)(ω) =
∑
k

∫
R
dω′Aik(ω − ω′)Bkj(ω

′)

=

∫
R
dω′

∑
k

Aik(ω − ω′)Bkj(ω
′) =

(∫
R
dω′A(ω − ω′)B(ω′)

)
ij
. (I9)

For matrices, the convolution theorem reads

F{A(t)B(t)}ij(ω) = F
{∑

k

Aik(t)Bkj(t)
}
(ω) =

∑
k

F{Aik(t)Bkj(t)}(ω)

=
1

2π

∑
k

Aik(ω) ∗Bkj(ω) =
1

2π

(
A(ω)⊛B(ω)

)
ij
, (I10)

where we have used linearity of the Fourier transform. This proves Eq. (I4).

Proof. Let’s now prove Eq. (I5). Using F{∆̇t}(ω) = −iω∆(ω) and the convolution theorem, we can write ∆̇t = ΛtJCt

in the ω space as

− iω∆(ω) = F{ΛtJCt}(ω) =
1

2π
Λ(ω)⊛ JC(ω) = δ(ωE − iJB)⊛ JC(ω), (I11)

where we have used Eq. (I1). From the convolution for matrices, Eq. (I9), we have

δ(ωE − iJB)⊛ JC(ω) =

∫
R
dω′δ(ωE − iJB − ω′E)JC(ω′) =

∫
R
dω′δ((ωE − iJB)− ω′E)JC(ω′)

=

∫
R

dω′δ((ωE − iJB)− ω′E)JC(ωE − iJB) =
(∫

R

dω′δ((ωE − iJB)− ω′E)
)
JC(ωE − iJB), (I12)

where we have used the delta function identity Eq. (G4). Using Eq. (G3) we have∫
R
dω′δ((ωE − iJB)− ω′E) = E, (I13)

so

δ(ωE − iJB)⊛ JC(ω) = JC(ωE − iJB). (I14)

Then we have

∆(ω) = iω−1JC(ωE − iJB). (I15)

Now we use this result to compute the convolution

Λ−1(ω)⊛∆(ω) = 2πδ(ωE + iJB)⊛
(
iω−1JC(ωE − iJB)

)
= 2πi(ωE + iJB)−1JC(ω) (I16)

by the same token as Eq. (I14). This proves Eq. (I5).
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2. Spatial Distribution and the Interaction Term

The Fourier transform of the Gaussian function

G(r;Rα,Σα) = |det{2πΣα}|−
1
2 exp

{
−1

2
(r −Rα)

TΣ−1
α (r −Rα)

}
(I17)

to the k space, Eq. (I27), reads

G̃(k;Rα,Σα) =

∫
R3

dr exp
{
−ikTr

}
G(r;Rα,Σα)

= |det{2πΣα}|−
1
2

∫
R3

dr exp

{
−1

2
(r −Rα)

TΣ−1
α (r −Rα)− ikTr

}
= |det{2πΣα}|−

1
2

∫
R3

dx exp

{
−1

2
xTΣ−1

α x− ikTx− ikTRα

}
. (I18)

Using the Gaussian integral

|det{2πM}|− 1
2

∫
R3

dx exp

{
−1

2
xTM−1x± bTx+ c

}
= exp

{
1

2
bTMb+ c

}
, (I19)

we have

G̃(k;Rα,Σα) = exp

{
−ikTRα − 1

2
kTΣαk

}
. (I20)

For the interaction term hβ(t) we have

hβ(t) = −
3∑

j=1

Rjβ

∫
R3

dr Ej(r, t)G(r;Rβ ,Σβ) (I21)

= −
3∑

j=1

Rjβ

∫
R3

dr
1

(2π)4

∫
R
dω

∫
R3

dk exp
{
−iωt+ ikTr

}
Ẽj(k, ω)G(r;Rβ ,Σβ)

=
1

(2π)

∫
R
dω exp{−iωt}

[
− 1

(2π)3

3∑
j=1

Rjβ

∫
R3

dk Ẽj(k, ω)

∫
R3

dr exp
{
ikTr

}
G(r;Rβ ,Σβ)

]

=
1

(2π)

∫
R
dω exp{−iωt}

[
− 1

(2π)3

3∑
j=1

Rjβ

∫
R3

dk Ẽj(k, ω)G̃(−k;Rβ ,Σβ)

]
, (I22)

where we have written the electric field using Eq. (I28), and taken the Fourier transform Eq. (I27) for G(r;Rβ ,Σβ).
From the Fourier transform Eq. (I25) we have

hβ(ω) = − 1

(2π)3

3∑
j=1

Rjβ

∫
R3

dk Ẽj(k, ω)G̃(−k;Rβ ,Σβ). (I23)

3. List of Fourier Transforms

The Fourier transform in the ω space reads96

F (t) =
1

2π

∫
R
dω exp{−iωt}F̃ (ω) (I24)

F̃ (ω) =

∫
R
dt exp{iωt}F (t). (I25)
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In the k space,

V (r) =
1

(2π)3

∫
R3

dk exp
{
ikTr

}
Ṽ (k) (I26)

Ṽ (k) =

∫
R3

dr exp
{
−ikTr

}
V (r). (I27)

In the k, ω space

E(r, t) =
1

(2π)4

∫
R
dω

∫
R3

dk exp
{
−iωt+ ikTr

}
Ẽ(k, ω) (I28)

Ẽ(k, ω) =

∫
R
dt

∫
R3

dr exp
{
iωt− ikTr

}
E(r, t). (I29)

From above we have the Fourier transforms of the Dirac delta function,

δ(ω) =
1

(2π)

∫
R
dt exp{iωt} (I30)

δ(k) =
1

(2π)3

∫
R3

dr exp
{
−ikTr

}
(I31)

δ(k, ω) =
1

(2π)4

∫
R
dt

∫
R3

dr exp
{
iωt− ikTr

}
. (I32)
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