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Abstract

Light-induced nonadiabatic effects can arise from the interaction of a molecule with

the quantized electromagnetic field of a Fabry–Pérot or plasmonic nanocavity. In this

context, the quantized radiation field mixes the vibrational, rotational, and electronic

degrees of freedom. In this work, we investigate the photodissociation dynamics of a

rotating hydrogen molecule within a lossy plasmonic nanocavity. We highlight that,

due to significant cavity loss, the dynamics are governed by an infinite number of light-

induced conical intersections. We also examine the dissociation dynamics of fixed-

in-space molecules by neglecting rotation, employing both the Lindblad master and

non-Hermitian lossy Schrödinger equations. Additionally, we incorporate the effects of

rotation within the parameter range of perfect agreement using the non-Hermitian lossy

Schrödinger method. Furthermore, we show that in the absence of photon losses, there

is a close correspondence between the classical Floquet description and the radiation

field model.

Introduction

When molecules are placed into optical or plasmonic nanocavities, hybrid light-matter states,

known as polaritons, are formed, exhibiting both excitonic and photonic characteristics. The

electric dipole moment of the molecular system and the quantized radiation mode of the cav-

ity can resonantly couple, which enables the manipulation and control of various physical

and chemical properties of molecules. Numerous experimental studies1–13 and theoretical

investigations14–40 have focused on molecular polaritons since the first pioneering experi-

mental work reported by Ebbesen and coworkers.1,6 Among the key findings, the quantized

radiation field has been shown to amplify41 or suppress15 well-known physical mechanisms

and even induce novel effects. It can significantly alter the rate of spontaneous emission,42

energy transfer,43,44 and charge transfer processes.45–47 Moreover, strong light-matter cou-

pling has the potential to modify chemical landscapes and reactions,16,48–51 influencing pro-
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cesses such as photochemical reactivity,52,53 photoisomerization,54,55 photodissociation,56,57

photoionization,58 and photoassociation.59 Additionally, cavity-molecule coupling can in-

duce nonadiabatic effects in molecules that are absent under field-free conditions.22,60–74 In

these cases, the quantized radiation field can resonantly couple molecular electronic, vibra-

tional, and rotational degrees of freedom (DOFs), leading to the formation of light-induced

avoided crossings (LIACs) or light-induced conical intersections (LICIs) 75–78. In polyatomic

molecules, a sufficient number of vibrational DOFs are always present to establish a two-

dimensional branching space (BS) which is indispensable to form LICIs. In case of diatomic

molecules, the rotational angle between the molecular axis and the polarization direction of

the cavity field can serve as a dynamical variable to span the BS. A vast number of exper-

imental and theoretical works have demonstrated that the LICI has a remarkable impact

on absorption spectra (e.g., intensity borrowing),22,58,79,80 topological properties (e.g., Berry

phase),65,67 and quantum dynamics of molecules.61,68,70 However, light-induced nonadiabatic

dissociative dynamics in a lossy plasmonic nanocavity has not been investigated yet. This

paper aims to fill this gap.

To effectively manipulate and control molecular properties, it is essential to reach the

strong coupling regime where the rate of energy exchange between the cavity photons and the

molecule exceeds both the photon leakage rate and system dephasing. Strong coupling can be

achieved either by allowing a large number of molecules to interact with the electromagnetic

mode,19,81 or, in case of a single molecule, by using a subwavelength plasmonic nanocavity.2

However, the latter often exhibits significant losses, which must be properly accounted for

in the numerical treatment.52,57,81

Typically, photon losses are modeled by coupling the cavity-molecule system to a dissipa-

tive Markovian environment, leading to the Lindblad master equation approach.56,57,70,82,83

In this framework, the time evolution of the system is described by propagating the density

matrix according to the appropriate Lindblad master equation. Another common method

is based on the non-Hermitian time-dependent Schrödinger equation (TDSE), although this
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approach is not universally applicable. The two methods are rigorously equivalent only when

the incoherent decay terms are absent from the dynamics. In such cases, the quantum system

is confined to a specific excitation manifold (e.g., the singly-excited subspace, consisting of

a ground-state molecule with one photon and an excited-state molecule with zero photons).

Here, the dissipative effects are incorporated into the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, which

results in the loss of norm in the nuclear wave packet during TDSE time propagation. In a

previous study,84 we demonstrated the additional conditions required for the Lindblad and

non-Hermitian TDSE approaches to yield comparable results.

In this study, we investigate the cavity-induced nonadiabatic photodissociation dynamics

of the hydrogen (H2) molecule. We perform both fixed-in-space and two-dimensional (2D)

calculations where the molecular rotation is treated either as a fixed parameter (θ = 0,

with θ being the angle between the polarization direction of the cavity electric field and

the molecular axis) or as a dynamical variable in the 2D case. Our primary focus is short-

time dynamics, as conical intersections play a significant role on this timescale. It is worth

noting that while the photodissociation process of H2 has been explored within the molecular

plasmonic framework,57 previous studies have typically neglected the effect of rotational

DOFs on nonadiabatic dynamics.

The objectives of this paper are twofold. First, we aim to study the cavity-induced

nonadiabatic dynamics in a lossy plasmonic nanocavity. Such a study must be performed in

2D where LICIs appear. This will allow us to reveal the difference between the impact of the

cavity-induced avoided crossings (LIACs) and of light-induced conical intersections (LICIs).

Second, we also explore the dynamics in the absence of photon losses, which allows us to

demonstrate the close similarity between the classical Floquet description and the radiation

field model.73
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Theory and Computational Protocol

A molecule coupled to a single cavity mode can be described by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = T̂M + VM + ℏωcâ
†â− E⃗µ⃗(â† + â), (1)

where T̂M denotes the kinetic energy operator of the molecule (including vibration and ro-

tation as well), VM is the potential energy surface (PES), ωc is the cavity angular frequency,

while â† and â are the creation and annihilation operators of the cavity mode, respectively.

The electric field strength is denoted by E⃗ and µ⃗ stands for the transition dipole moment

(TDM) of the molecule. We consider two electronic states of the hydrogen molecule, the

ground electronic state |X⟩ (X 1Σ+
g ) and the excited electronic state |B⟩ (B 1Σ+

u ), both of

which are singlet states. The PESs and TDM have been taken from Refs. 85, 86 and 87.

We treat the light-matter interaction within the electric dipole approximation.

The polaritonic or dressed states can be calculated by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian

of Eq. 1 without the kinetic energy term in the so-called singly-excited subspace which is

spanned by the set {|X, 1⟩, |B, 0⟩}. We use the notation |i, n⟩ = |i⟩ ⊗ |n⟩ with i = X,B and

n = 0, 1, . . . for the combined states of the molecule and cavity, where |n⟩ denotes the Fock

state of the cavity mode. In this case, the potential energy matrix has two eigenvalues for

each nuclear configuration (R, θ), which span two surfaces over the branching space: lower

(LP) and upper polaritonic (UP) surfaces, shown in Fig. 1 (panel B).

The strong coupling regime (for a single molecule) can be reached using a plasmonic

nanocavity which typically has a much shorter lifetime than the timescale of the molecular

dynamics. Therefore, the dissipative nature of the cavity has to be taken into account.

Under these conditions, the time evolution of the system is governed by the Lindblad master
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Figure 1: Potential energies of the H2 molecule in a cavity. Panel A: Ground electronic
state (denoted by VX), first singlet excited electronic state (denoted by VB) and potential
energy curve corresponding to the molecule in ground electronic state and one photon in
the cavity. The cavity central photon energy is ℏωc = 7.4 eV. Panel B: Two-dimensional
polaritonic potential energy surfaces (PESs) along the vibrational and rotational coordinates
of the H2 molecule. The light-induced avoided crossing (LIAC) is highlighted in the inset on
the right. The character of the polaritonic potential energy surfaces is indicated by different
colors (see the legend on the right). The cavity central photon energy and field strengths
are ℏωc = 7.4 eV and E = 300 mV/a0 ≈ 1.1 · 10−2 a.u.. Panel C: Similar to panel B, but
with cavity central photon energy of ℏωc = 8.5 eV. The light-induced conical intersections
(LICIs) are highlighted in the inset on the right.
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equation56,57,82–84

∂ρ̂

∂t
= − i

ℏ

[
Ĥ, ρ̂

]
+

1

2

∑
i

(
2Ĉiρ̂Ĉ

†
i − ρ̂Ĉ†

i Ĉi − Ĉ†
i Ĉiρ̂

)
(2)

where ρ̂ is the density operator describing the system, Ĥ is the Hamiltonian and Ĉi denotes

collapse operators. We assume that the molecular excitations have infinite lifetime, hence

only the cavity is coupled to the environment with Ĉc =
√
κâ, describing photon leakage

to the environment. Here, the cavity decay rate κ ranges from 0 to 0.476 eV (equivalent

to a finite photon lifetime τ = ℏ/κ, e.g. κ = 0.476 eV → τ ≈ 1.38 fs) and â is the usual

annihilation operator of the cavity mode. The Lindblad equation was solved within the

QuTip framework88,89 (fixed-in-space model), where we used the truncated Hilbert space of

{|X, 0⟩, |X, 1⟩, |B, 0⟩, |B, 1⟩}. The vibrational DOF (internuclear distance, denoted by R) was

represented using a sine DVR (discrete variable representation) basis,90 from R = 0.5 a.u.

to R = 17.0 a.u. with N = 200 grid points, while the cavity mode was handled in the Fock

representation.

Our simple case of a two-state hydrogen molecule with one cavity mode is already con-

sidered a challenging system. In special cases, the dynamics can be properly approximated

with the time-dependent Schrödinger equation (TDSE) by incorporating an imaginary term

in the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1). In our case the TDSE takes the form52,81,84

iℏ
∂|Ψ⟩
∂t

=
(
Ĥ − i

κ

2
N̂
)
|Ψ⟩. (3)

The loss term works similarly to a complex absorbing potential (CAP), the flux absorption is

proportional to the physical loss rate κ and the number of photons present in the cavity (given

by the number operator N̂ = â†â). Of course, this is an approximation of the true Markovian

interaction. It is also shown in Ref. 91 that the Lindblad master equation without the term

κâρ̂â† is equivalent to the TDSE of Eq. (3). The term κâρ̂â† induces incoherent transitions

|α(n + 1)⟩ → |αn⟩ (α labels molecular electronic states X and B). The TDSE (see Eq. (3))
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was solved with the multiconfiguration time-dependent Hartree (MCTDH) method.92,93 As

basis, we used sine DVR for the vibrational DOF from R = 0.5 a.u. to R = 17.0 a.u. with

N = 500 grid points, Legendre DVR for the rotational DOF with Nθ = 100 grid points and

Hermite DVR to describe the cavity mode with Nc = 10 grid points.

The dissociation of the H2 molecule can lead to the reflection of the wave function at the

edge of the grid, therefore we employ complex absorbing potentials (CAP) for each electronic

state. The usual form of a CAP is 93

−iW (R) = −iη|R−Rc|bθ (R−Rc) (4)

where R is the coordinate of the dissociative DOF, θ(x) denotes the Heaviside step function,

η is a scalar, referred to as the strength of the CAP and Rc is the grid point where the CAP

is switched on. Our parameters are chosen as η = 10−4, Rc = 12 a.u. and b = 4.

The Lindblad equation describes strictly trace-preserving dynamics, which means that

the Hamiltonian used in Eq. (2) must be Hermitian. Therefore, one can not use a CAP (see

Eq. (4)) in this case. We can overcome this issue with a series of collapse operators, each

couples one grid point to a special basis function |D⟩, with coupling strength proportional

to W (Ri) of Eq. (4) with Ri being the coordinate of the given grid point. The absorbing

potential used in the Lindblad method, equivalent to the CAP of Eq. (4), is given by the

series of collapse operators 89

CAbs := {
√

2W (Ri)|D⟩⟨Ri|} ∀i, Ri > Rc (5)

where |Ri⟩ is the internuclear DVR basis function corresponding to the grid point Ri.

The main observables we are interested in are the populations (PA,i) and integrated dis-

sociation probabilities (PD,i). The population of states in case of the TDSE can be calculated

as a simple inner product of the wave function corresponding to the given electronic state
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at every time step,94

PA,i(t) = ⟨Ψi(t)|Ψi(t)⟩ (6)

where i = X,B. The integrated dissociation probability can be calculated through the

so-called flux analysis method, which gives 93

PD,i(t) =

∫ t

0

2⟨Ψi(t
′)|W |Ψi(t

′)⟩dt′ (7)

where i = X,B. The same quantities have a slightly different formula if the system is

described by the density operator. To calculate the dissociation probability, we use the state

|D⟩ introduced in Eq. (5),94

PD,|i,n⟩(t) = (⟨D| ⊗ ⟨i, n|)ρ(t)(|i, n⟩ ⊗ |D⟩) (8)

where i = X,B and n = 0, 1. The active or bound population can be expressed as 94

PA,|i,n⟩(t) = ⟨i, n|TrDVR [ρ(t)] |i, n⟩ − PD,|i,n⟩(t) (9)

where i = X,B, n = 0, 1 and TrDVR stands for a trace over the DVR basis of the vibra-

tional DOF. The last term above is a technical byproduct, required as a consequence of the

introduction of the helper state |D⟩.

In case of the non-Hermitian TDSE we have no information about the state |X, 0⟩ since

its wave function was absorbed by the imaginary term. The population represented by these

wave packets can be easily calculated as the missing total population of the other states:

P|X,0⟩(t) = 1−
∑

i=X,B (PA,i(t) + PD,i(t)). To approximate (without the actual wave function)
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the bound and dissociation probabilities of |X, 0⟩, we use the ratio

ξ =
PD,|X,0⟩

PA,|X,0⟩ + PD,|X,0⟩
, (10)

where the probabilities are obtained using the Lindblad method in which all (dynamically

active) states are accessible. The ratio above depends heavily on the central photon energy

ℏωc and slightly on the electric field strength E. The ωc dependence was mapped directly

by performing full propagations with different photon energy values, however the slight

field strength dependence taken into account approximately: we determine an effective field

strength Eeff by the weighted average of E cos θ with weights based on the angular distri-

bution. Then, we use the ratio ξωc,Eeff
(obtained from a fixed-in-space Lindblad calculation,

with ℏωc photon energy and E = Eeff field strength) to approximate the population of |X, 0⟩

as PA,|X,0⟩ ≈ 1 − ξ · P|X,0⟩ and dissociation probability as PD,|X,0⟩ ≈ ξ · P|X,0⟩.

Results and Discussion

We consider a H2 molecule placed inside a cavity, focusing on its ground electronic state X

(X 1Σ+
g ) and the excited electronic state B (B 1Σ+

u ), both of which are singlet states. The

potential energy surfaces VX(R) and VB(R), are coupled by the cavity photon. As a result

of cavity-molecule coupling, polaritonic states are formed. We use a cavity central photon

energy of ℏωc = 7.4 eV because total dissociation occurs at maximum efficiency at this energy

(as will be discussed later).

We explore the scenario described as follows. Initially, the molecule is prepared in the

vibrational and rotational ground state of the electronic ground state. Then, to initiate

the dynamics ultrafast vertical excitation of the wave packet is presumed from VX(R) to

VB(R). Applying the Lindblad master equation, one can describe the temporal evolution of

the nuclear wave packet dynamics for the fixed-in-space model. As the wave packet oscillates

on the |B, 0⟩ state, it reaches a region where the two diabatic states |B, 0⟩ and |X, 1⟩ are
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closest (see Fig. 1, panel A). At this point, part of the population is transferred back to the

|X, 1⟩ photonic state. Due to the lossy nature of the cavity, the population then decays back

from |X, 1⟩ to the ground state |X, 0⟩ where dissociation can take place.

Fig. 2 presents the population distributions and dissociation probabilities for the three

diabatic states. Notably, no dissociation occurs from the |B, 0⟩ state, and the population

essentially vanishes from this state until approximately t = 400 fs. The population curve

corresponding to the |X, 1⟩ surface mirrors the shape of the population in the |B, 0⟩ state

but is roughly 20 times smaller in magnitude. However, from the intermediate |X, 1⟩ state,

the population rapidly decays to the ground state |X, 0⟩, from which part of it dissociates

and part of it remains bound. In the |X, 0⟩ ground state, the population increases, reaching a

maximum around t = 70 fs, and then decreases, stabilizing at a constant value by t = 400 fs.

In contrast, the dissociation probability continues to rise slightly, reaching a maximum at

around t = 400 fs, after which it becomes essentially saturated. The time evolution is

displayed up to t = 1000 fs in Fig. 2.

For comparison, we repeated the simulation using the non-Hermitian TDSE approach,

applying the same parameters as in the Lindblad scheme. The non-Hermitian TDSE allows

for the inclusion of a greater number of nuclear DOFs (rotational and vibrational) in the

quantum-dynamical description, owing to its lower computational cost compared to the

Lindblad master equation. The results obtained from the non-Hermitian TDSE are in perfect

agreement with those derived from the Lindblad equation (see Fig. 2). In this fixed-in-

space non-Hermitian TDSE numerical description, the orientation of the molecular axis

relative to the cavity mode polarization direction remains fixed (θ = 0) throughout the

simulation. However, to describe appropriately the light-induced nonadiabatic dynamics of

the H2 molecule and to form a two-dimensional branching space, it is necessary to extend

the previous model by incorporating the rotational DOF.

Subsequently, using the same parameter set that yielded excellent agreement between

the Lindblad and non-Hermitian TDSE schemes with fixed-in-space molecules, we performed
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Figure 2: Populations (PA) and dissociation probabilities (PD) of the three different diabatic
states (panel A: |B, 0⟩ state, panel B: |X, 1⟩ state and panel C: |X, 0⟩ state) using the Lindblad
and the non-Hermitian lossy Schrödinger schemes with fixed-in-space molecules. The param-
eters of the calculations are ℏωc = 7.4 eV (cavity central photon energy), E = 70 mV/a0

≈ 2.57 · 10−3 a.u. (electric field strength) and κ = 0.476 eV (τ ≈ 1.38 fs).
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two-dimensional (2D) simulations. In this case, the rotational DOF is treated as a dynamical

variable during the numerical calculations. This extended model enables the inclusion of

light-induced conical intersections (LICIs), thereby providing a more accurate treatment of

nonadiabatic quantum dynamics. In the 2D model, LICIs are formed, as shown in panel

C of Fig. 1. In the lossy cavity scenario, the photon energy undergoes broadening around

the cavity central frequency, resulting in the appearance of an infinite number of photon

energies at both lower and higher frequencies relative to the central frequency.57,95 At any

given time, the nuclear dynamics are driven by this infinite set of light-induced conical

intersections, formed by couplings at the corresponding photon energies. This situation is

illustrated in Fig. 3 where the lower and upper polariton surfaces are shown for selected

cavity frequencies in the range of ℏωc = 6.8 eV − 10 eV.

Let us now explore and discuss the fixed-in-space and 2D nuclear dynamics in the non-

Hermitian lossy TDSE framework. It is well established that conical intersections primarily

affect short-time dynamics, which is the reason why we restrict our analysis to the t =

0 − 300 fs time interval. The results are presented in Fig. 4. At first glance, it is striking

that the |X, 0⟩ state is populated significantly faster in the fixed-in-space model. Similarly,

molecular dissociation begins more rapidly from the |X, 0⟩ state in the fixed-in-space case.

This is because the fixed-in-space scheme facilitates more efficient population transfer from

the |B, 0⟩ state to the |X, 1⟩ state as the molecular axis remains parallel to the polarization

direction of the cavity mode throughout the dynamics.

In contrast, the 2D model can be interpreted as capturing the combined effects of molec-

ular rotation, light-induced conical intersections (LICIs) and the varying magnitudes and

directions of the respective molecular transition dipole moments. As the nuclear wave packet

oscillates on the |B, 0⟩ state, the molecule rotates. When the wave packet reaches the cou-

pling region, part of the population is transferred to the |X, 1⟩ state. However, due to the

rotation, the angle θ between the molecular transition dipole moment and the photon polar-

ization axis changes continuously, causing the coupling strength to vary as well. As a result,
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Figure 3: Two-dimensional polaritonic potential energy surfaces along the vibrational and
rotational coordinates of the H2 molecule. Figures are shown for ℏωc = 7.6 eV (cavity central
photon energy) as well as for eight other energy values among the infinitely many that arise
within the range of energy broadening. The ℏωc = 7.6 eV value is the resonance energy as
well, because the two potential energy curves are the closest to each other here.
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Figure 4: The active (PA) and dissociated (PD) populations of the |X, 0⟩ state as a function
of time obtained for the case of fixed-in-space and rotating H2 molecules by using the non-
Hermitian lossy TDSE. The parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

less population is transferred to the |X, 1⟩ state compared to the fixed-in-space case where

the photon polarization and the molecular axis remain aligned.

Moreover, when the wave packet reaches the positions of the LICIs, nonadiabatic popu-

lation transfer can take place between the upper and lower polaritonic states, allowing part

of the population to transfer back from the |X, 1⟩ state to the |B, 0⟩ state. However, this

effect is minor, as the population remains in the |X, 1⟩ state only for a very brief period.

The combined effect of these processes produces the 2D dynamical picture. Additionally,

due to the lossy nature of the cavity, photon energy broadening results in the coupling of

the |X, 1⟩ and |B, 0⟩ surfaces at a range of frequencies, not just the central frequency, further

perturbing the dynamics. As is well known, the higher the quality of the cavity, the more

the photon loss is concentrated around the cavity central frequency.95

To proceed, we set several values for the central photon energy ranging from ℏωc = 5 eV

to ℏωc = 10 eV and calculate the dissociation probabilities. As shown in Fig. 5, the results

from the Lindblad and the non-Hermitian lossy Schrödinger equations with fixed-in-space

molecules are nearly identical across all frequencies considered. This perfect agreement al-

lows us to conclude that, for a given range of frequencies and parameters, the non-Hermitian

Schrödinger equation provides an accurate description of the nonadiabatic dissociation dy-
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namics. Using the non-Hermitian Schrödinger equation, we then compared the dissociation

probabilities obtained from the fixed-in-space and 2D models. The results are shown in Fig.
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Figure 5: Dissociation probabilities (PD) as a function of cavity central photon energy at
tf = 1000 fs obtained by the Lindblad and the non-Hermitian lossy Schrödinger schemes with
fixed-in-space molecules. The central photon energy ranges from ℏωc = 5 eV to ℏωc = 10 eV
with steps of ∆ℏωc = 0.2 eV. The electric field strength and loss rate were kept at E =
70 mV/a0 ≈ 2.57 · 10−3 a.u. and κ = 0.476 eV (τ ≈ 1.38 fs), respectively.
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Figure 6: Dissociation probabilities (PD) as a function of cavity central photon energy at
tf = 1000 fs obtained by the non-Hermitian lossy Schrödinger equation for the case of fixed-
in-space and rotating molecules. Parameters are the same as in Fig. 5.

It is evident that both the fixed-in-space and 2D models predict the highest dissociation

probability at central photon energy ℏωc = 7.4 eV. Interestingly, the two descriptions yield

different results for energies below ℏωc = 7.4 eV, but they are quite similar for frequencies
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above. This disparity arises because, for central energies lower than ℏωc = 7.4 eV, the photon

energy broadening results in fewer coupling frequencies, which cannot fully compensate for

the combined effects of molecular rotation and light-induced conical intersections (LICIs)

compared to the fixed-in-space description. This holds true for the short-time dynamics up

to t = 1000 fs. In contrast, for central frequencies higher than ℏωc = 7.4 eV the |B, 0⟩ and

|X, 1⟩ states couple at many more frequencies, thereby diminishing the combined effects of

rotation and LICIs, which results in dynamics nearly identical to the fixed-in-space model.

Finally, we explored the effect of varying the cavity decay rate and turning off the cavity

leakage. In this scenario, only fixed-in-space molecules were considered. The results are

presented in Fig. 7.
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Figure 7: Dissociation probabilities (PD) as a function of cavity central photon energy at
tf = 1000 fs obtained by the Lindblad master equation. Fixed-in-space molecules were
applied for the case of several decay rates: κ = 0 eV (τ = ∞), κ = 0.119 eV (τ ≈ 5.52 fs),
κ = 0.238 eV (τ ≈ 2.76 fs) and κ = 0.476 eV (τ ≈ 1.38 fs). Other parameters are the same
as in Fig. 5.

As the cavity decay rate κ decreases, the dissociation probability curve becomes nar-

rower, although its maximum value increases slightly. The dissociation probability is at its

narrowest when κ = 0, at which situation the dissociation probability reaches its maximum

value. This is because, with a finite cavity lifetime which is inversely proportional to the de-

cay rate, the photon energy broadens, causing photons with higher energies than the central

frequency to appear. As a result, for a given central coupling frequency, dissociation can also
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occur at energies below ℏω = 7.4 eV. The higher the cavity decay rate, the shorter the life-

time, and thus the broader the photon energy distribution. At κ = 0, however, dissociation

almost completely disappears at frequencies lower than the central frequency ℏωc = 7.4 eV,

as the system cannot couple at those energies due to the absence of losses (infinite resonator

lifetime). Consequently, the population cannot decay to the ground state |X, 0⟩, but rather

remains in the |X, 1⟩ state, which is the photonic copy of the ground state, and dissociates

from there. Due to the infinite cavity lifetime, the energy broadening vanishes entirely, and

the resonance condition is perfectly satisfied, leading to the highest dissociation rate from

the |X, 1⟩ state.

For higher central frequencies, dissociation occurs at different magnitudes. In these cases,

the |X, 1⟩ and |B, 0⟩ states always intersect, and the dynamics are determined by the coupling

frequencies of the photon energy broadening in the lossy cavity. In the central frequency

range ℏωc = 7.4 eV − 9 eV, the lossless and lossy cases differ significantly, with the lossless

dissociation decaying earlier. In this range, the specific value of κ does not play a significant

role. However, at higher frequencies, the dissociation rate increases with higher losses and

shorter photon lifetimes.

It is noteworthy that dissociation still occurs even when κ = 0. This observation is

consistent with the fact that the long-wavelength Floquet picture and the cavity description

in the first excited state manifold are identical when the central frequency is the resonance

frequency (i.e., when the two states are closest to each other). However, when higher excited

states are included, the two descriptions are different.73,96

Conclusions

We have explored the combined effects of molecular rotations and light-induced conical

intersections (LICIs) on nonadiabatic quantum dynamics within a lossy cavity. Due to

the bandwidth surrounding the central cavity frequency ωc multiple light-induced conical
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intersections can form, influencing the dynamics in ways that differ from the fixed-in-space

description. The impact of LICIs depends on the relationship between the central cavity

frequency and the resonance frequency between the |X, 1⟩ and |B, 0⟩ states. When the

cavity central frequency is below ℏωc = 7.4 eV, the dissociation probability is reduced, while

for frequencies above resonance, both the fixed-in-space and two-dimensional descriptions

yield nearly identical results. Notably, due to energy broadening induced by cavity losses,

dissociation also occurs at central frequencies well below the cavity resonance frequency.

Changes in the cavity lifetime—whether it decreases or increases—directly affect the loss

rate. Larger loss rates result in greater photon energy broadening. This, in turn, alters the

dissociation probability, either enhancing or diminishing it. In the extreme case where cavity

losses vanish, the cavity lifetime becomes infinite. In this limit, with finite photon energy

and within the framework of the first excited-state manifold, the behavior of the system

is equivalent to the well-known Floquet description used in laser physics, which applies to

continuous wave limits.
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molecular vibrational polaritons. J. Chem. Phys. 2021, 154, 064305.
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individual conical intersection dynamics in an optical cavity. New J. Phys. 2022, 24,

073022.
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nonadiabaticity in the field-dressed vibronic spectrum of formaldehyde. J. Chem. Phys.

2021, 154, 124308.

(81) Ulusoy, I. S.; Vendrell, O. Dynamics and spectroscopy of molecular ensembles in a lossy

microcavity. J. Chem. Phys. 2020, 153, 044108.
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(84) Fábri, C.; Császár, A. G.; Halász, G. J.; Cederbaum, L. S.; Vibók, Á. Coupling poly-
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