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The observation that materials can change their properties when placed inside or near an optical resonator, has sparked
a fervid interest in understanding the effects of strong light-matter coupling on molecular dynamics, and several ap-
proaches have been proposed to extend the methods of computational chemistry into this regime. Whereas the majority
of these approaches have focused on modelling a single molecule coupled to a single cavity mode, changes to chemistry
have so far only been observed experimentally when very many molecules are coupled collectively to multiple modes
with short lifetimes. While atomistic simulations of many molecules coupled to multiple cavity modes have been per-
formed with semi-classical molecular dynamics, an explicit description of cavity losses has so far been restricted to
simulations in which only a very few molecular degrees of freedom were considered. Here, we have implemented an
effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian to explicitly treat cavity losses in large-scale semi-classical molecular dynamics
simulations of organic polaritons and used it to perform both mean-field and surface hopping simulations of polariton
relaxation, propagation and energy transfer.

I. INTRODUCTION

Experiments performed in the past decade suggest that
placing a material inside an optical micro-cavity or near
a plasmonic nano-structure, can change its properties, in-
cluding energy transfer,1–15 charge transport,16–20 lasing
thresholds,21,22 and even chemical reactivity.23–28 While these
changes have been attributed to the hybridization of material
and cavity mode excitations into polaritons due to the strong
light-matter interaction inside such optical resonators,29–32 a
lack of theoretical understanding has so far prevented a sys-
tematic exploitation of polaritons for controlling the proper-
ties of materials.

The established models of quantum optics, such as the
Jaynes-Cummings model,33,34 provide conceptual insight into
polariton formation, but do not account for the chemical com-
plexity of the molecules nor include the mode structure of
the optical resonators, both of which are essential to fully
capture and predict how strong light-matter coupling affects
the physico-chemical properties of materials. While the the-
oretical chemistry community has attempted to build strong
light-matter coupling into conventional quantum chemistry
approaches,35–38 most of these attempts were aimed at mod-
elling the interaction between a single molecule and a sin-
gle confined light mode. In sharp contrast, changes of ma-
terial properties have so far only been achieved via collective
strong coupling of very many molecules (i.e., 105-108)39–42

to the quasi-infinite number of confined light modes of an op-
tical resonator.30,31 Furthermore, the dramatic changes sug-
gested by calculations for single molecules have not yet been
observed experimentally, presumably because the transverse
cavity vacuum fields required to bring a single molecule into
the strong coupling regime in these calculations, are orders of
magnitude higher than the fields inside actual micro-cavities.

To go beyond such single-molecule / single-cavity mode
description and model the collective interaction between

many molecules and multiple modes of a Fabry-Pérot micro-
cavity in Molecular Dynamics (MD) computer simula-
tions of exciton-polaritons, we had proposed an alterna-
tive strategy based on the multiscale quantum mechanics
/ molecular mechanics (QM/MM) approach.43,44 Using ex-
tensive parallel computing (millions of atoms on ten thou-
sands CPU cores), we could provide atomistic insights
into the dynamics of strongly coupled molecule-cavity sys-
tems, including relaxation,44–46 energy transport,10,47–49 and
photochemistry.50

In addition to coupling many molecules collectively, op-
tical cavities used in experiments are lossy, and the lifetime
of the cavity mode excitations are limited by radiative or
Ohmic decay processes. Under the assumption that the cavity
modes are weakly coupled to a Markovian bath, such losses
can be described with the Lindblad master equation.51 Within
the single-excitation manifold, which is accessed under the
weak driving conditions typically employed in experiments,
this master equation can be reformulated in terms of an effec-
tive non-Hermitian Hamiltonian,52–54 in which the radiative
decay of the cavity modes is accounted for by a loss of the
norm of the polaritonic wave function. Because in this formal-
ism, the time-evolution of the quantum subsystem is described
with the Schrödinger equation, it can be directly applied in
widely-used semi-classical MD methods, such as Ehrenfest
dynamics,55 or Tully’s fewest-switches surface hopping.56–58

So far, however, explicit cavity losses, treated either with the
Lindblad equation,59–62 or effective non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian formalism,62–65 have only been included in simulations
of molecule-cavity systems with very few molecular degrees
of freedom.

While in our previous semi-classical simulations of large
ensembles of molecules strongly coupled to confined light
modes, cavity losses have been modelled implicitly as a
first-order decay process,44,45,48,49 we have now implemented
the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian formalism for de-
scribing the cavity losses explicitly in our multi-scale ap-
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proach. Because the Hamiltonian of the quantum mechan-
ical subsystem is no longer Hermitian, the adiabatic poten-
tial energy surfaces that are normally used in non-adiabatic
MD simulations,58 become complex.66–68 To avoid running
classical MD with complex surfaces, we use a hybrid dia-
batic/adiabatic propagation approach similar to the one pro-
posed by Grannuci et al.,69 and already applied within the
context of polaritons by Huo and co-workers.62,65 In this hy-
brid scheme the polaritonic wave function is propagated with
the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in the diabatic repre-
sentation, while the classical degrees of freedom representing
the nuclei, are evolved under the influence of forces derived
from a real adiabatic potential energy surface.

With the new implementation of the losses we performed
both mean-field Ehrenfest and surface hopping MD simu-
lations of molecules strongly coupled to cavity modes with
finite lifetimes. To compare between treating losses ex-
plicitly via a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian and treating losses
implicitly via an ad hoc first-order decay process, as in
our previous works,44,45,48,49 we repeated previous simula-
tions of polariton relaxation and transport in one dimen-
sional (1D) Fabry-Pérot cavities containing up to 1024 Rho-
damine molecules. In addition, we also performed new sur-
face hopping simulations of energy transfer in a hypotheti-
cal plasmonic nano-cavity kept together by double-stranded
DNA that also contains a Rhodamine dye and a photo-reactive
10-hydroxybenzo[h]quinoline (HBQ) chromophore. Because
HBQ can undergo ultra-fast proton transfer into an uncou-
pled photo-product on timescales comparable to typical cavity
mode lifetimes,70,71 there is strong competition between reac-
tive and radiative decay channels in this system. The pur-
pose of the surface hopping simulations therefore is to ex-
plore under what excitation conditions the reactive channel
dominates.72

The paper is organized as follows: First, in section II,

we explain how we include losses explicity into our Tavis-
Cummings based multi-scale molecular dynamics model.43

Then, in section III, we provide the details and parameters of
the atomistic simulations of Rhodamine and HBQ coupled to
the confined light modes of optical micro- and nano-cavities,
followed by a presentation and discussion of the results of
these simulations in section IV. We conclude our paper in sec-
tion V with a short summary and outlook.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

A. Effective non-Hermitian Tavis-Cummings Hamiltonian
with cavity losses

To describe the interactions between N molecules and
nmodes lossy cavity modes, we use the Rabi model in the
rotating-wave approximation, valid for light-matter coupling
strengths below 10% of the molecular excitation energy,73 and
within the single excitation subspace, valid under the weak
driving conditions usually employed in experiments. To ac-
count for the radiative decay of the cavity modes, we add the
deactivation terms from the Lindblad operator to the Tavis-
Cummings Hamiltonian (ĤTC):

Ĥ = ĤTC − i
2

nmodes

∑
k

h̄γkâ†
k âk (1)

In the second non-Hermitian term of this Hamiltonian âk =
|0k⟩⟨1k| and â†

k = |1k⟩⟨0k| are the annihilation and creation
operators of a photon in cavity mode k with energy ℏωk
and decay rate γk. The first term in Equation 1 is the
Hermitian Tavis-Cummings Hamiltonian,33,34 extended to
molecules43,74 and multiple cavity modes:44,75

ĤTC =
N

∑
j
ℏν j(R j)σ̂

+
j σ̂ j +

nmodes

∑
k

h̄ωkâ†
k âk +

nmodes

∑
k

N

∑
j

h̄g jk(σ̂ jâ
†
k + σ̂

+
j âk)+

N

∑
j

VS0(R j) (2)

Here, σ̂
+
j = |S j

1⟩⟨S
j
0| (σ̂ j = |S j

0⟩⟨S
j
1|) is the operator that

excites (de-excites) molecule j with excitation energy
hν j(R j) = V mol

S1
(R j)−V mol

S0
(R j) from the electronic ground

(excited) state |S j
0(R j)⟩ (|S j

1(R j)⟩) to the electronic excited
(ground) state |S j

1(R j)⟩ (|S j
0(R j)⟩); R j is the vector of the

Cartesian coordinates of all atoms in molecule j; V mol
S0

(R j)

and V mol
S1

(R j) are the adiabatic potential energy surfaces of
molecule j in the electronic ground (S0) and excited (S1) state,
respectively. The last term in Equation 2 is the total potential
energy of the system in the absolute ground state (i.e., without
any excitation in neither the molecules nor the cavity modes),
defined as the sum of the ground-state potential energies of all
molecules. As in previous work, we use a hybrid quantum me-
chanics / molecular mechanics (QM/MM) Hamiltonian76,77 to

model the S0 and S1 potential energy surfaces.43

In Equation 2 the coupling parameter g jk describes the
light-matter interaction between the excitation of molecule
j and cavity mode k, which within the dipolar approxima-
tion depends on the transition dipole moment µTDM

j of the
molecule and the vacuum field of the cavity mode:

g jk =−µTDM
j (R j) · fk(R j) (3)

where vector fk(R j) is the mode function that describes the
quantized electromagnetic (EM) field of cavity mode k at
the position of molecule j. For a Fabry-Pérot micro-cavity
fk(R j) = uk

√
h̄ωk/2ε0Vcav exp[−ik ·R j], with uk a unit vector

indicating the direction of the cavity vacuum field at molecule
j; k its two-dimensional k-vector; ε0 the vacuum permittivity;
and Vcav the mode volume.
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1. Diabatic basis

Under the assumption that excitonic interactions between
the molecules can be neglected,43,78 we compute the elements
of the Hamiltonian in Equation 1 in the basis of product states
between molecular electronic states and cavity mode excita-
tions:

|φ j⟩ = σ̂
+
j |S

1
0S2

0..S
N−1
0 SN

0 ⟩⊗ |00..0⟩

= σ̂
+
j |ΠN

i Si
0⟩⊗ |Πnmodes

k 0k⟩

= σ̂
+
j |φ0⟩

(4)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ N, and

|φ j>N⟩ = â†
j−N |S

1
0S2

0..S
N−1
0 SN

0 ⟩⊗ |00..0⟩

= â†
j−N |ΠN

i Si
0⟩⊗ |Πnmodes

k 0k⟩

= â†
j−N |φ0⟩

(5)

for N < j ≤ N + nmodes. In these expressions |Si
0⟩ indicates

that molecule i is in the electronic ground state, while |00..0⟩
indicates that the Fock states for all nmodes cavity modes
are empty. Thus, the basis state |φ0⟩ is the ground state of
the molecule-cavity system with no excitation in neither the
molecules nor cavity modes:

|φ0⟩= |S1
0S2

0..S
N−1
0 SN

0 ⟩⊗|00..0⟩= |ΠN
i Si

0⟩⊗|Πnmodes
k 0k⟩ (6)

Because |S j
1⟩ and |S j

0⟩ are the orthogonal eigenfunctions of
the Hermitian electronic Hamiltonian of bare molecule j, the
product states in Equations 4 and 5 are also orthogonal. There-
fore, the non-adiabatic coupling vector that can drive popula-
tion transfer between product states with different molecules
in the electronic excited state, are zero:

Dmn = ⟨φm|∇a∈m|φn⟩= ⟨Sn
0|⟨Sm

1 |∇a∈m|Sm
0 ⟩|Sn

1⟩= 0 (7)

for m,n ≤ N. Here, the gradient is evaluated with respect to
a displacement of any atom a in molecule m. Furthermore,
because the cavity mode Fock states are orthogonal as well,
the non-adiabatic coupling vectors Dmn for population transfer
between states with and without cavity mode excitation are
also zero:

Dmn = ⟨φm|∇a∈m|φn⟩= ⟨0n−N |⟨Sm
1 |∇a∈m|Sm

0 ⟩|1n−N⟩= 0 (8)

for m ≤ N and n > N. Thus, within the single-excitation
subspace, the product states form a strictly diabatic basis.
If, in addition to the dynamics in the single-excitation mani-
fold, also the dynamics in the ground state are relevant,60 |φ0⟩
(Equation 6) can be included, but in that case, we also need to
add the non-adiabatic coupling vectors for internal conversion
of the molecules (i.e., D0m = ⟨Sm

0 |∇Ĥ|Sm
1 ⟩).

B. Ehrenfest dynamics

In mean-field, or Ehrenfest, MD the classical degrees of
freedom, usually the nuclei, evolve under the influence of the
expectation value of forces with respect to the wave function
of the quantum degrees of freedom,55 while the wave func-
tion evolves along with the classical degrees of freedom. By
expanding the total wave function as a linear combination of
the time-independent diabatic light-matter states (Equations 4
and 5):79

|Ψ(t)⟩=
N+nmodes

∑
j

|φ j⟩d j(t) (9)

the evolution of the time-dependent diabatic expansion co-
efficients, d j(t), is obtained by numerically integrating the
Schrödinger equation over discrete time intervals, ∆t:

d(t +∆t) = Pdiad(t) (10)

Here, d(t) is a vector containing the diabatic expansion coef-
ficients d j(t) and Pdia the propagator in the diabatic basis

Pdia = exp
[
−i
(
HTC(t +∆t)+HTC(t)− ih̄γ

)
∆t/2h̄

]
(11)

with γ a diagonal matrix containing the cavity mode decay
rates, γk, as elements. Because of these decay terms, the norm
of the total wave function, |Ψ(t)|2 = ∑

N+nmodes
j |d j|2, is not

conserved but decreases due to the losses.
The forces acting on the classical nuclei are computed as

expectation values with respect to the wave function (Equa-
tion 9):

Fa = −∇a⟨Ψ(t)|Ĥ|Ψ(t)⟩/⟨Ψ(t)|Ψ(t)⟩

= −∑ j ∑k d∗
j (t)dk(t)∇a⟨φ j|Ĥ|φk⟩/∑i |di(t)|2

(12)

for a nucleus a in any of the molecules. For j ≤ N, the diago-
nal gradient terms inside the double sum are evaluated as:

∇a∈ j⟨φ j|Ĥ|φ j⟩= ∇a∈ jV mol
S1

(R j) (13)

if atom a belongs to molecule j and

∇a∈i⟨φ j|Ĥ|φ j⟩= ∇a∈iV mol
S0

(Ri) (14)

if atom a does not belong to molecule j, but to molecule i
instead. For j > N, the terms are

∇a∈i⟨φ j|Ĥ|φ j⟩= ∇a∈iV mol
S0

(Ri) (15)

for atom a in any molecule i. For atom a in molecule j, the
gradient of the off-diagonal light-matter coupling term is:

∇a∈ j⟨φ j|Ĥ|φk⟩=−∇a∈ jµ
TDM
j (R j) · fk(R j) (16)

if j ≤ N and k > N. Otherwise, this term is zero. With these
terms, the evaluation of the force in Equation 12 simplifies to
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Fa∈ j = −
(
|d j(t)|2∇a∈ jV mol

S1
(R j)+

(
n(t)−|d j(t)|2

)
∇a∈ jV mol

S0
(R j)

)
/n(t)

+
(

∑
nmodes
k d∗

j (t)dk(t)∇a∈ jµ
TDM
j (R j) · fk(R j)

]
)/n(t)

+
(

∑
nmodes
k d∗

k (t)d j(t)∇a∈ jµ
TDM
j (R j) · f∗k(R j)

)
/n(t)

= −
(
|d j(t)|2∇a∈ jV mol

S1
(R j)+

(
n(t)−|d j(t)|2

)
∇a∈ jV mol

S0
(R j)−2ℜ

[
∑

nmodes
k d∗

j (t)dk(t)∇a∈ jµ
TDM
j (R j) · fk(R j)

])
/n(t)

(17)

where n(t) = |Ψ(t)|2 = ∑
N+nmodes
i |di(t)|2 is the norm of the

wave function Ψ(t) at time t, and we have used that for com-
plex numbers z+ z∗= 2ℜ[z].

Thus, in Ehrenfest MD the matrix representation of the ef-
fective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Ĥ in Equation 1 is con-
structed at every time step of the simulation, using the di-
abatic basis functions |φ j⟩ (Equations 4 and 5), obtained
from QM/MM calculations of the electronic states of the
molecules.77 Then, the gradients (Equation 17) are computed
from the molecular S0, S1 and µTDM gradients in combina-
tion with the expansion coefficients d(t), and used to integrate
the positions of the classical nuclei over a time interval, ∆t.80

At the updated nuclear configuration, a new Hamiltonian ma-
trix is constructed and, after combination with the previous
Hamiltonian matrix, used to evolve the expansion coefficients
d j from t to t +∆t with the propagator Pdia in Equation 11.

C. Fewest-Switches Surface Hopping

Because evolution on the mean-field potential energy sur-
face may not always provide a optimal description of the
chemical dynamics,81 so-called "surface hopping" methods
have been developed,56,57 in which the coherent evolution of
the wave function, expanded in a given basis, is combined
with the evolution of the classical degrees of freedom on a
single potential energy surface that is associated with one of
the basis states.58 Population transfer between the basis states
is modelled by stochastic hops of the classical subsystem be-
tween the potential energy surfaces of these states.

Surface hopping simulations are normally performed in the
adiabatic representation, in which the basis functions are the
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian of the quantum subsystem.
However, when the cavity losses are included explicitly, the
Hamiltonian is no longer Hermitian, and thus the potential
energy surfaces acquire a complex component that is asso-
ciated with the finite lifetime of the eigenstates.66 In addi-
tion, the eigenvectors are not orthogonal, and although the left
and right eigenvectors can be bi-orhtogonalized,82 this never-
theless complicates the evaluation of expectation values. To
avoid such issues when running semi-classical MD trajecto-
ries on complex potential energy surfaces, we adopt the hy-
brid diabatic / adiabatic scheme, proposed by Granucci and
co-workers,69 in which the wave function is propagated in
the diabatic representation (Equation 11), under the influence
of the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (i.e., Ĥ in Equa-

tion 1), while the classical degrees of freedom evolve on a real
adiabatic potential energy surface associated with the eigen-
states of the Hermitian part of the total Hamiltonian (i.e., ĤTC,
Equation 2).65

The eigenfunctions of ĤTC are linear combinations of the
diabatic states (Equations 4 and 5):

|ψm⟩=

(
N

∑
j

β
m
j σ̂

+
j +

nmodes

∑
k

α
m
k â†

k

)
|φ0⟩=

N+nmodes

∑
i

Uim|φi⟩

(18)
with eigenenergies Em. The β m

j and αm
k are expansion coef-

ficients that reflect the contribution of the molecular excitons
(|S j

1(R j)⟩) and the cavity mode excitations (|1k⟩) to polari-
tonic eigenstate |ψm⟩. These expansion coefficients are the
elements of the unitary matrix, U, that diagonalizes HTC (i.e.,
Uim = β m

i if i ≤ N and Uim = αm
i−N if i > N) and hence orthog-

onal: ∑
N
j β l∗

j β m
j +∑

nmodes
k α l∗

k αm
k = δlm. Because the adiabatic

states form a complete orthogonal set, the expansion of the to-
tal wave function in these adiabatic states is equivalent to the
expansion in diabatic states (Equation 9):

Ψ(t) =
N+nmodes

∑
m

|ψm⟩cm(t) =
N+nmodes

∑
j

|φ j⟩d j(t) (19)

with cm(t) the time-dependent adiabatic expansion coeffi-
cients. However, rather than propagating these adiabatic coef-
ficients, as we did previously,44,45 we propagate in the diabatic
basis instead, using the diabatic propagator (Equation 11). Be-
cause the diabatic and adiabatic states are connected by the
unitary matrix U (Equation 18) via

d j(t) =
N+nmodes

∑
m

U jmcm(t) (20)

we can directly transform between the expansion coefficients
of |Ψ(t)⟩ in the two representations:69

c(t) = U−1d(t) = U†d(t) (21)

and obtain the propagator in the adiabatic basis:

c(t +∆t) = U†(t +∆t)PdiaU(t)c(t)

= Padiac(t)
(22)

with Pdia the propagator in the diabatic basis, defined in Equa-
tion 11, and c(t) the vector of adiabatic expansion coefficients
(cm(t)).
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Thus, in this hybrid representation,69 trajectories are propa-
gated on a single adiabatic potential energy surface Em(R), as-
sociated with a polaritonic eigenstate |ψm⟩ of ĤTC, until a hop
takes place to the adiabatic potential energy surface Ei ̸=m(R)
of another polaritonic eigenstate, |ψ i̸=m⟩. Population is trans-
ferred from adiabatic state |ψm⟩ into states |ψ i̸=m⟩ if

|Padia
im cm(t)|2 > 0 (23)

where Padia
im = ⟨ψ i|P̂adia|ψm⟩ is the matrix element of the prop-

agator in the adiabatic basis (Equation 22). To determine the
probabilities for hopping from |ψm⟩ to |ψ i ̸=m⟩, we normal-
ize |Padia

im cm(t)|2 and multiply by the total probability to leave

|ψm⟩:69

pm→i =−|cm(t +∆t)|2 −|cm(t)|2

|cm(t)|2
× |Padia

im cm(t)|2

∑
N+nmodes
j ̸=m |Padia

jm cm(t)|2
(24)

Next, we compare these probabilities to a random number.
ζ , drawn from a uniform distribution between 0 and 1, and
decide to hop from adiabatic state |ψm⟩ to another adiabatic
state |ψ i⟩, if

i

∑
q̸=m

pm→q < ζ <
i+1

∑
q̸=m

pm→q (25)

After the hop, the evolution of the classical trajectory contin-
ues on the adiabatic potential energy surface, Ei(R), of state
|ψ i⟩.

To propagate the classical trajectory, we calculate the
Hellmann-Feynmann forces on the atoms as expectation val-
ues of ∇ĤTC with respect to a single adiabatic eigenstate |ψm⟩
of ĤTC (Equation 2):43

Fm
a∈ j = −⟨ψm|∇a∈ jĤTC|ψm⟩

= −∑
N
j |β m

j |2∇a∈ jĤTC
j, j −∑

nmodes
k |αm

k |2∇a∈ jHTC
N+k,N+k +∑

N
j ∑

nmodes
k β m∗

j αm
k ∇aHTC

j,k+N +∑
nmodes
k ∑

N
j αm∗

k β m
j ∇a∈ jHTC

k+N, j

= −|β m
j |2∇a∈ jV mol

S1
(R j)−

(
1−|β m

j |2
)

∇a∈ jV mol
S0

(R j)+2ℜ

[
β m∗

j ∇a∈ jµ
TDM
j (R j) ·∑nmodes

k αm
k fk(R j)

]
(26)

where we used the completeness of the adiabatic basis:
∑

nmodes
k |αm

k |2 = 1−∑
N
j ∥β m

j |2. As in Ehrenfest MD, the to-
tal wave functions is evolved along the classical trajectory
by propagating the diabatic coefficient d(t) with the non-
Hermitian propagator in the diabatic representation (Pdia,
Equation 11).

As is customary in Surface Hopping simulations, the total
energy after a hop is conserved by applying an ad hoc ad-
justment of the velocities.83,84 Because the non-adiabatic cou-
pling vector acts as a force that dissipates the energy gap be-
tween the adiabatic surfaces,85–87 velocities are adjusted along
that vector.57 The elements of the 3×Nmol ×Natoms dimen-

sional non-adiabatic coupling vector Dml for a hop from po-
laritonic eigenstate |ψm⟩ to eigenstate |ψl⟩ is computed as:88

Dml
a∈ j = ⟨ψm|∇a∈ j|ψ l⟩=

⟨ψm|∇a∈ jĤTC|ψ l⟩
El −Em

(27)

with ∇a∈ j the gradient with respect to the displacement of
an atom a in molecule j, and El the adiabatic energy of po-
laritonic state |ψ l⟩. After substitution of the expression for
the polaritonic eigenstates |ψm⟩ (Equation 19), the Hellman-
Feynman term in the numerator on the right-hand-side of
Equation 27 becomes:46

⟨ψm|∇a∈ jĤTC|ψ l⟩ = β m∗
j β l

j

[
∇a∈ jV mol

S1
(R j)−∇a∈ jV mol

S0
(R j)

]
−β m∗

j ∇a∈ jµ
TDM
j (R j) ·ucav ∑

nmax
k α l

kfk(R j)−

β l
j∇a∈ jµ

TDM
j (R j) ·ucav ∑

nmax
k (αm∗

k f∗k(R j)

(28)

Hops can only occur if the kinetic energy associated with the
component of the total 3×Nmol×Natoms dimensional momen-
tum vector parallel to the non-adiabatic coupling vector, ex-
ceeds the energy gap between the adiabatic states. If there is
sufficient kinetic energy, the velocity components parallel to

the non-adiabatic coupling vector are adjusted as

Ṙnew
a∈ j = Ṙold

a∈ j −ξmlDml
a∈ j/Ma∈ j (29)

where Ṙold
a∈ j and Ṙnew

a∈ j are the velocities of atom a with mass
Ma in molecule j, before and after the hop from eigenstate
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|ψ l⟩ to |ψm⟩, respectively. The factor ξml is obtained as
the solution with the smallest absolute value of the quadratic
equation:83,84

∑
i

1
2

Mi

(
Ṙi −ξml

Dml
i

Mi

)2

= ∑
i

1
2

MiṘ2
i +Em(R)−El(R)

(30)
If there is insufficient kinetic energy, the hop is aborted, but
the components of the nuclear velocities parallel to the non-
adiabatic coupling vector are reversed.58

D. Multi-State Mapping Approach to Surface Hopping

Because hops are stochastic, FSSH trajectories are not de-
terministic, which not only violates the principles of classical
dynamics, but can also lead to inconsistencies between the po-
tential energy surface on which the trajectory evolves and the
polaritonic wavefunction. While such inconsistencies are nor-
mally overcome with decoherence corrections,89–91 these cor-
rections are rather ad hoc and sometimes lack a physical basis.
To go beyond ad hoc corrections, Mannouch and Richardson
have proposed a novel approach to surface hopping, in which
the classical trajectory always evolves on the potential energy
surface of the adiabatic state with the highest population.92

Although originally derived for two coupled states, this Map-
ping Approach to Surface Hopping (MASH) was recently ex-
tended to multiple states by Runeson and Manolopoulos.93

Here, we implemented multi-state MASH for strongly cou-
pled exciton-polariton systems. Instead of selecting the adi-
abatic potential energy surface by comparing computed hop-
ping probabilities (Equation 24) to a random number from a
uniform distribution (Equation 25), we always select the sur-
face Em(R) of the adiabatic state |ψm⟩ with the highest popu-
lation in the total wavefunction, i.e., m = argmaxm |cm|2. As
in FSSH, we adjust velocities after a hop to conserve energy
and reverse velocities if there is insufficient kinetic energy for
the hop.

E. Explicit versus Implicit loss scheme

Instead of accounting for the finite lifetime of cavity modes
via the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (Equation 1),
which we refer to as an explicit treatment of cavity losses, we
had previously proposed an alternative approach, in which ir-
reversible decay due to photon leakage through imperfect cav-
ity mirrors was modelled by first-order decay of population in
states with cavity mode contribution. Thus, the first-order rate
at which adiabatic state |ψm⟩ decays was computed as:94,95

γm =
nmodes

∑
m

γk|αm
k |2 (31)

While that approach, which we refer to as an implicit treat-
ment of cavity losses, was originally formulated for adia-
batic eigenstates of the Tavis Cummings Hamiltonian (Equa-
tion 2),44 adaptation to a diabatic representation is straightfor-
ward. Indeed, because only diabatic states |φN+k⟩ that have an

excitation of cavity mode k, can decay at a rate γk, the loss of
population from such states during a MD time step ∆t is

|dN+k(t +∆t)|2 = |dN+k(t)|2e−γk∆t (32)

Using that |dN+k|2 = (ℜ[dN+k])
2 +(ℑ[dN+k])

2, we compute
the change in the real and imaginary parts of the (complex)
expansion coefficients dN+k(t) due to emission as:

ℜ[dN+k(t +∆t)] = ℜ [dN+k(t)]e−
1
2 γk∆t

ℑ[dN+k(t +∆t)] = ℑ [dN+k(t)]e−
1
2 γk∆t

(33)

In our implementation, cavity losses can thus be modeled ei-
ther explicitly by including the decay terms directly into the
Hamiltonian (Equation 1), or implicitly via exponential decay
of populations in diabatic states with cavity mode excitation
(Equation 32).

III. SIMULATION DETAILS

To test the new implementation, and compare between in-
cluding losses explicitly via the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
(Equation 1) or implicitly via a first-order decay process
(Equation 32) as in previous work ,44,45,48 we performed semi-
classical MD simulations of the following processes:

1. Polariton relaxation in a multi-mode cavity, with a cav-
ity loss rate of γcav = 66.7 ps−1 (τcav = 15 fs), in line
with metallic cavities used experimentally;96

2. Polariton transport in a multi-mode cavity with a loss
rate of γcav = 66.7 ps−1 ;

3. Energy transfer in a hypothetical nano-cavity with cav-
ity loss rates of γcav = 200 ps−1 (τcav = 5 fs), in line with
the lower Q factors of plasmonic nanoresonators.97

Before presenting the setup of these molecule-cavity systems,
we first share the details of the molecular models and simula-
tion parameters used in these simulations.

A. Molecular dynamics model systems

1. Rhodamine in water

The Rhodamine molecule used in simulations 1 and 2, is
shown in Figure 1 and was modelled with the Amber03 force
field,98 using the parameters derived by Luk et al.43 After a
geometry optimization at the force field level, the molecule
was placed at the center of a periodic rectangular box and
filled with 3684 TIP3P water molecules.99 The simulation box
thus contained 11089 atoms and was equilibrated for 2 ns
with harmonic restraints on the heavy atoms of the Rhodamine
molecule (force constant 1000 kJmol−1nm−1). Subsequently,
a 200 ns classical molecular dynamics (MD) trajectory was
computed at constant temperature (300 K) using a stochas-
tic dynamics integrator with a friction coefficient of 0.1 ps−1.
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The pressure was kept constant at 1 bar using the Berendsen
isotropic pressure coupling algorithm100 with a time constant
of 1 ps. The LINCS algorithm was used to constrain bond
lengths in the Rhodamine molecule,101 while SETTLE was
applied to constrain the internal degrees of freedom of the
water molecules,102 enabling a time step of 2 fs in the clas-
sical MD simulations. A 1.0 nm cut-off was used for Van der
Waals’ interactions, which were modelled with Lennard-Jones
potentials. Coulomb interactions were computed with the
smooth particle mesh Ewald (PME) method,103 using a 1.0 nm
real space cut-off and a grid spacing of 0.12 nm. The relative
PME tolerance at the real space cut-off was set to 10−5. The
simulations were performed with GROMACS 4.5.3.104

FIG. 1. Rhodamine QM/MM model system. The QM atoms, de-
scribed at the RHF/3-21G and CIS/3-21G levels of theory for the
ground (S0) and excited states (S1), respectively, are shown in ball-
and-stick representation, while the MM atoms, described with the
Amber03 force field98, are shown as sticks. The hydrogen link atom
introduced along the bond on the QM/MM interface to cap the va-
lence of the QM subsystem is not shown and neither are the 3684
TIP3P water molecules.99

The final configuration of the MM equilibration trajectory
was subjected to a further 10 ps equilibration at the QM/MM
level. The time step was reduced to 1 fs. As in previous
work,43 the fused ring system was included in the QM re-
gion and described at the RHF/3-21G level of ab initio theory,
while the rest of the molecule, as well as the water solvent
were modelled with the Amber03 force field,98 and TIP3P
water model,99 respectively (Figure 1). The bond connect-
ing the QM and MM subsystems was replaced by a constraint
and the QM part was capped with a hydrogen atom. The
force on the cap atom was distributed over the two atoms of
the bond via the lever rule. The QM system experienced the
Coulomb field of all MM atoms within a 1.6 nm cut-off sphere
and Lennard-Jones interactions between MM and QM atoms
were added. The singlet electronic excited state (S1) of the
QM region was modelled with the Configuration Interaction
method, truncated at single electron excitations (i.e., CIS/3-
21G//Amber03). A comparison to more accurate (and costly)
levels of theory in previous works45,48 suggests that despite a
significant overestimation of the excitation energy, CIS/3-21G

yields potential energy surface topologies that are in quali-
tative agreement with the more accurate approaches, includ-
ing time-dependent density functional theory (TDDFT),105

complete active space self consistent field (CASSCF),106

and extended multi-configurational quasi-degenerate pertur-
bation theory (xMCQDPT2).107 The QM/MM simulations
were performed with GROMACS 4.5.3,104 interfaced to
TeraChem.108,109

2. Rhodamine and 10-hydroxybenzo[h]quinoline in DNA

Because double-stranded DNA can be used to self-
assemble a nano-plasmonic cavity,110 we built a hypotheti-
cal model of such cavity, in which the DNA not only main-
tains the structural integrity of the nano-cavity, but also con-
tains two different chromophores intercalated between base
pairs. This cavity model was used for the simulations of
polariton-assisted energy transfer between the intercalated
chromophores. The initial structure for the DNA in these sim-
ulations is the x-ray structure of the DNA / Nα -(9-acridinoyl)-
tetra-arginine intercalation complex (PDB ID: 1G3X).111 The
acridine-peptide drug was replaced by a Rhodamine molecule
in one structure and by 10-hydroxybenzo[h]quinoline (HBQ)
in another, via a least-squares fit of the dyes onto the drug
(Figure 2). The interactions between the atoms in these sys-
tems were modelled with the Amber99-SB force field.112 For
Rhodamine, we used the same Amber atom types as before,43

while for HBQ, we used atom type CA for the aromatic car-
bons, HC for the aromatic hydrogens, NC for the nitrogen, OH
for the hydroxyl oxygen and HO for the hydroxyl hydrogen.

After molecular replacement, the DNA-chromophore com-
plexes were energy minimized using the limited-memory
Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno algorithm (l-BFGS).113

The energy-minimized DNA-Rhodamine complex was placed
in a rectangular periodic box and solvated with 8427 TIP3P
water molecules.99 To keep the system neutral at 0.2 M ion
concentration, 37 Na+ and 16 Cl− ions were added. The
energy-minimized DNA-HBQ complex was placed in a rect-
angular periodic box as well, to which 12176 water molecules,
45 Na+ and 23 Cl− ions were added.

The boxes were equilibrated for 10 ns at constant temper-
ature (300 K) and pressure (1 bar) using the v-rescale ther-
mostat (τT =0.1 ps−1),114 and the Berendsen isotropic pressure
coupling algorithm (τp = 1 ps−1),100 respectively. The LINCS
algorithm was used to constrain bonds involving hydrogen
atoms,101 while SETTLE was applied to constrain the internal
degrees of freedom of the water molecules,102 enabling a time
step of 2 fs in the classical MD simulations. During equilibra-
tion the coordinates of the Rhodamine and HBQ atoms were
kept fixed. Van der Waals interactions were modelled with
Lennard-Jones potentials, truncated at 1.0 nm, while elec-
trostatic interactions were modelled with the smooth PME
method,103 using a 1.0 nm real-space cut-off and a grid spac-
ing of 0.12 nm. The relative tolerance at the real-space cut-off
was set to 10−5. The simulations were performed with GRO-
MACS 4.5.3.104

The equilibration trajectories were continued for 10 ps at
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FIG. 2. Rhodamine (a) and HBQ (b) intercalated in a DNA double helix (PDB ID: 1G3X). For Rhodamine the QM subsystem, shown in ball-
and-stick in a, was modelled at the HF/3-21G level of theory in the electronic ground state (S0) and at the CIS/3-21G level of theory in the first
singlet electronic excited state (S1). For HBQ the QM subsystem, shown in ball-and-stick in b, was modelled at the CAM-B3LYP/6-31G(d)
DFT level in the electronic ground state (S0) and at the TDA-CAM-B3LYP/6-31G(d) time-dependent DFT level in the first singlet electronic
excited state (S1). The MM subsystem, consisting of the DNA (shown in gray in stick representation), as well as the water solvent with Na+

cations and Cl− anions (not shown), was modelled with the Amber99-SB force field.

the QM/MM level with a time step of 1 fs. In these simu-
lations, the DNA, water molecules and ions were modelled
with the Amber99-SB force field,112 while the complete Rho-
damine molecule was modelled at the RHF/3-21G level of
theory in electronic ground state (S0) and at the CIS/3-21G
level in the electronic excited state (S1). The electronic ground
(S0) and excited (S1) states of the HBQ molecule were mod-
eled with Density Functional Theory (DFT),115 and time-
dependent density functional theory (TDDFT),105 within the
Tamm-Dancoff approximation (TDA),116 respectively, using
the CAM-B3LYP functional,117,118 in combination with the
6-31G(d) basis set.119 The QM subsystems experienced the
Coulomb field of all MM atoms within a 1.6 nm cut-off sphere
and Lennard-Jones interactions between MM and QM atoms
were added. The QM/MM simulations were performed with
GROMACS 4.5.3,104 interfaced to TeraChem.108,109

B. Molecular dynamics of cavity-molecule systems

1. Polariton relaxation

After QM/MM equilibration, we placed 64 Rhodamine
molecules, including solvent, with equal intermolecular spac-
ings on the z-axis of a periodic one-dimensional (1D),44,75

5 µm long, optical Fabry-Pérot micro-cavity. The dispersion

of this cavity, ωcav(kz,p) =
√

ω2
0 + c2k2

z,p, was modelled with
16 discrete modes (i.e., kz,p = 2π p/Lz with 0 ≤ p ≤ 16 and
Lz = 5 µm). The micro-cavity was red-detuned with respect
to the Rhodamine absorption maximum, which is 4.18 eV at
the CIS/3-21G//Amber03 level of theory, such that the energy
of the fundamental mode at normal incidence (kz = 0) was
ℏω0 = 3.81 eV, corresponding to a distance of Lx = 0.163 µm

between the mirrors. With a cavity vacuum field strength of
0.0002 au (1.0 MVcm−1), the Rabi splitting was ∼325 meV.
We assumed a radiative decay rate of γcav = 66.7 ps−1 for
all cavity modes. Because for the Rhodamine model em-
ployed in this work, the S1/S0 conical intersection is about 1
eV higher in energy than the Franck-Condon region on the S1
potential energy surface,48 and the typical nano-second life-
time of molecular excitations is several orders of magnitude
longer than that of the cavity modes (15 fs), we neglected ra-
diationless deactivation of the molecules and assumed an infi-
nite excited-state lifetime for the molecules instead.

After instantaneous excitation into the 68th eigenstate,
which corresponds to a point on the UP branch, Ehrenfest MD
trajectories55 were computed by numerically integrating New-
ton’s equations of motion using a leap-frog algorithm with a
0.1 fs time step.80 We performed three simulations, in which
(i) we propagate the polaritonic wave function in the diabatic
basis with loss terms added explicitly to the effective non-
hermitian Hamiltonian (Equation 1); (ii) we propagate the po-
laritonic wave function with the Hermitian Hamitonian in the
diabatic basis with losses implicitly modelled as first-order de-
cay of the populations (Equation 32); and (iii) we propagate
the polaritonic wave function in the adiabatic basis with losses
implicitly modelled as first-order decay of the populations.44

To facilitate the comparison between the different propaga-
tion schemes, the three simulations were started with identi-
cal initial atomic coordinates and velocities. The initial co-
ordinates were the same for all Rhodamines, whereas the
initial velocities were selected randomly from a Maxwell-
Boltzmann distribution at a temperature of 300 K. To maxi-
mize the coupling strength, the molecules were oriented such
that their transition dipole moments aligned with the polar-
ization of the vacuum field inside the cavity at the start of
the simulations. The simulations were performed with GRO-
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MACS 4.5.3,104 in which the multi-mode Tavis-Cummings
QM/MM model was implemented,44 in combination with
TeraChem.108,109

2. Polariton transport

We placed 1024 Rhodamine molecules, including water,
at equal intermolecular intervals on the z-axis of a 1D,75

50 µm long, optical Fabry-Pérot micro-cavity. As in pre-
vious work on polariton propagation,48,49,120 the dispersion
of this cavity was modelled with 160 discrete modes (i.e.,
kz,p = 2π p/Lz with 0 ≤ p ≤ 159 and Lz = 50 µm). The fun-
damental mode was red-detuned by 370 meV with respect to
the excitation energy of Rhodamine (4.18 eV at the CIS/3-
2G//Amber03 level of theory). Thus, the energy at normal
incidence was ℏω0 = 3.81 eV, corresponding to a distance of
Lx = 0.163 µm between the mirrors. With a cavity vacuum
field strength of 0.00005 au (0.26 MVcm−1), the Rabi split-
ting was ∼325 meV. The same decay rate of γcav = 66.7 ps−1

was used for all cavity modes, whereas an infinite lifetime was
assumed for the molecules.

In experiments, polariton propagation is often initiated via
off-resonant excitation into a higher-energy electronic state of
a single molecule.1,10,11 Under the assumption that the sub-
sequent relaxation into the S1 state of that molecule is ultra-
fast,121 we modeled such off-resonant excitation conditions
by starting the simulations with one of the molecules, j, in the
S1 electronic state: σ

+
j |φ0⟩. We computed Ehrenfest MD tra-

jectories using a leap-frog algorithm with a 0.1 fs time step.80

To test the new possibilities of our implementation, we per-
formed four sets of simulations: (i) in the diabatic represen-
tation with explicit cavity losses; (ii) in the diabatic represen-
tation with implicit losses; (iii) in the adiabatic representation
with implicit losses and (iv) in the hybrid diabatic/adiabatic
representation with explicit losses.

The four simulations were started with identical initial
atomic coordinates and velocities. The initial coordinates
were the same for all Rhodamines, whereas the initial ve-
locities were selected randomly from a Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution at a temperature of 300 K. At the start of the sim-
ulations, the molecules were oriented to maximize the cou-
pling strength by aligning their transition dipole moments to
the polarization of the vacuum field inside the cavity. The
simulations were performed with GROMACS 4.5.3,104 in
which the multi-mode Tavis-Cummings QM/MM model was
implemented,44 in combination with Gaussian16.122

3. Polaritonic energy transfer

A DNA double strand containing an intercalated Rho-
damine molecule, with an excitation energy at 4.04 eV, and a
DNA double strand containing an intercalated HBQ molecule
with an excitation energy at 4.16 eV, were coupled together
to the same single-mode cavity tuned at 4.11 eV, with a cav-
ity vacuum field strength of 0.001 au (5 MVcm−1) and decay

rate of γcav = 200 ps−1 (τcav = 5 fs). The hypothetical nano-
plasmonic cavity is thus modelled implicitly. In future work,
we will aim at including the metal nanoparticles explicitly
into the MM region, using a suitable metal nano-particle force
field.123. We performed FSSH simulations with and without
the decoherence correction of Granucci et al.,90 as well as
MASH simulations without decoherence correction. For the
decoherence correction in the FSSH simulations, we used the
default parameter of 0.1 Hartree. For each of these simula-
tions, two series of 100 trajectories were computed, one in
which the lower polariton (LP) is initially excited and another
set in which the upper polariton (UP) is initially excited. The
polaritonic wave function (Equation 18) was propagated in the
diabatic basis, while the molecular dynamics on the adiabatic
surfaces were integrated with a 0.5 fs time step. The starting
coordinates and velocities were sampled at 100 fs intervals
from the ground state QM/MM trajectories. All simulations
were run for 100 fs with Gromacs 4.5.3,104 in which the Tavis-
Cummings QM/MM model was implemented, in combination
with TeraChem.108,109

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Polariton relaxation

In Figure 3, we show the population dynamics in a lossy
cavity containing 64 Rhodamines after an instantaneous res-
onant excitation with a hypothetical narrow-band delta pulse
into an eigenstate of the UP branch, indicated by the yellow
circle in the angle-resolved absorption (or visibility124) spec-
trum of panel a. In these simulations, the total polaritonic
wave function (Equation 19) was propagated in the diabatic
representation with cavity decay treated explicitly (Figure 3b)
or implicitly (Figure 3c). For comparison, we also plot the
populations when the wave function is propagated in the adi-
abatic representation using the implicit treatment of the losses
(Figure 3d), as in Tichauer et al.44

In line with results from previous quantum mechanical and
semi-classical simulations,44,45,125 and consistent with earlier
theoretical findings,126–128 population is rapidly transferred
from the initially excited UP state into the dark states, which
we define as eigenstates of the Tavis-Cummings Hamilto-
nian, |ψm⟩, for which the total contribution of the 16 cav-
ity mode excitations (Equation 19) is below a threshold, i.e.,
∑

nmodes
k=1 |αm

n |2 < 0.05. The dynamics of the populations, in-
cluding that of the ground state (green line in Figure 3), is
very similar for the two simulations in the diabatic representa-
tion, suggesting no major differences in treating cavity losses
explicitly with the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (Fig-
ure 3b),64,66,129 or implicitly as a first-order decay process of
populations in diabatic states with cavity mode contributions
(i.e., |φ j⟩, with j > N, Equation 32, Figure 3c).

In contrast, comparing the simulations in the diabatic ba-
sis with an explicit or implicit treatment of the cavity losses
on the one hand, to the simulation in the adiabatic representa-
tion with implicit losses (Figure 3d) on the other hand, reveals
small differences in the population dynamics, with a faster rise
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FIG. 3. Absorption spectrum of 64 Rhodamine molecules, including water environment, in a 1D Fabry-Pérot micro-cavity modelled with
16 discrete modes (a). Panels b-d: Population dynamics after an instantaneous resonant excitation into an eigenstate in the upper polariton
branch, indicated by the yellow circle in panel a. The polaritonic wave function was coherently propagated in the diabatic representation with
explicit losses (b), in the diabatic representation with implicit losses (c), and in the adiabatic representation with implicit losses (d), while the
nuclear degrees of freedom were evolved on the mean-field potential energy surface.

of dark state population initially and a concomitant slower de-
cay into the ground state for the simulation in the adiabatic
basis with implicit losses. As we will discuss in more de-
tail below, this difference is due to how we had modelled the
implicit decay for multiple cavity modes within the adiabatic
representation.44

B. Polariton transport

We performed four simulations of 1024 Rhodamine
molecules strongly coupled to 160 confined light modes of an
unidirectional 1D Fabry-Pérot cavity. As in previous work,48

we modeled the off-resonant excitation of the molecule-cavity
system, in which a higher-energy electronic excited state lo-
calized on a single molecule is pumped, which then rapidly
relaxes into the lowest-energy electronic excited state,121 by
starting the simulations with one molecule (located at 5 µm)
in the S1 electronic excited state. In these simulations, the
total polaritonic wave function (Equation 19) was coherently
propagated in (i) the diabatic basis with implicit losses; (ii
and iii) the diabatic basis with explicit losses; and (iv) the adi-
abatic basis with implicit losses. The classical MD trajectory
was evolved on the mean-field potential energy surface in the
diabatic representation for simulations i and ii, and in the adi-
abatic representation for simulations iii and iv.

In Figure 4a–d we show the time evolution of the proba-
bility density of the total polaritonic wave function, |Ψ(z, t)|2
(Equation 19). In all simulations, we observe that after the
instantaneous off-resonant excitation of a single molecule, a
propagating wavepacket forms due to population transfer from
the S1 state of that molecule into bright polaritonic states with
group velocity. Initially, that population transfer is mostly
driven by Rabi oscillations, as the initial state is not an eigen-
state of the strongly coupled molecule-cavity system, but on
longer timescales population transfer continues due to ther-
mally driven molecular displacements of vibrational modes
that overlap with the non-adiabatic coupling vector.46,48 Be-

cause these population transfers are reversible,45 and hence
also occur from the propagating bright states back into the
stationary dark state manifold, the propagation appears as a
diffusion process,48 in line with experimental observations.3

Because the polariton transport mechanism was investi-
gated and discussed in detail in previous works,10,48,49 we
here focus on the differences between the four propagation
schemes. In simulations ii and iii, in which the wave func-
tion was propagated in the diabatic basis with the effective
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, the wavepacket propagation is
the same (panels b and c in Figure 4), irrespective of what ba-
sis is used to evaluate the mean-field forces for the evolution
of the classical trajectory. Consequently, the decay into the
ground state (i.e., ρ0(t) = 1−∑m |dm(t)|2) is identical (Fig-
ure 4e) in these two simulations and also the Mean-Squared-
Displacement (MSD) of the total wavepacket, |Ψ(z, t)|2 is the
same (Figure 4f).

With an implicit treatment of radiative losses as first-order
decay of population from diabatic states representing cavity
mode excitations (i.e., |φ j>N⟩, Equation 32), in simulation i
(Figure 4a) the wavepacket propagates as in simulations in
which the losses were included explicitly into an effective
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (ii and iii). The total loss, or
ground state population at the end of the simulation, only devi-
ates on the order of 0.1 % (solid red line in Figure 4e), while
the MSDs are indistinguishable (Figure 4f). These observa-
tions suggest that including losses implicitly, while keeping
the Hamiltonian Hermitian, provides a viable alternative for
the propagation with a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, in par-
ticular for larger systems, for which the inversion of a non-
hermitian matrix can be computationally more demanding
than the diagonalization of an Hermitian matrix.

However, if we propagate the wavefunction in the basis of
adiabatic eigenstates (simulation iv), and treat the losses as
in previous work by incoherently summing the cavity mode
contributions to a polaritonic state to obtain the total decay
rate of that state (i.e., γ tot

m = ∑
nmodes
k γk|am

k |2),44,94 we observe
differences in the evolution of the wave packet as compared
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FIG. 4. Polariton propagation after instantaneous excitation of molecule j at position z j = 5 µm, into the S1 electronic state (i.e., σ
+
j |φ0⟩).

Panels (a)–(d) depict space-time maps of the probability density |Ψ(z, t)|2 of the polariton wave function, in a lossy cavity (γcav = 66.7 ps−1)
containing 1024 Rhodamine chromophores. The polaritonic wave function was evolved in the diabatic representation with both implicit (a)
and explicit (b) inclusion of losses, the hybrid representation (i.e., propagating the wave function in the diabatic basis, while propagating the
trajectory in the adiabatic basis) with explicit cavity decay (c), and the adiabatic representation with the implicit loss scheme (d). Panels (e)
and (f) show the total ground state (GS) population and the mean squared displacement (MSD) of the total polariton wave function in the
simulations. The inset in panel (e) shows the evulaiton of ground state population in the first 4 fs.

to simulations i, ii and iii (Figure 4d). As shown in panels e and f of Figure 4, the radiative decay is faster initially, and also
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the MSD increases more steeply, suggesting a higher diffusion
coefficient. Closer inspection of the evolution of the ground
state population (inset in Figure 4e) reveals that the decay rate
at the start of simulation iii is non-zero. In contrast, for the
simulations in which the wave function was propagated in the
diabatic representation, the decay rate is zero initially, which
is consistent with starting in a state that is fully localized onto
a single molecule and therefore has no cavity mode contribu-
tions.

Because the initial state is the same in both represen-
tations (i.e., |Ψ(0)⟩loc. on j = ∑m cm|ψm⟩ = ∑m β m

j |ψm⟩ =

|φ j⟩), the difference is due to how the loss rates are com-
puted. Whereas the loss rate at the start of the simula-
tion is zero in the diabatic representation, as the initial co-
efficients for diabatic states with cavity mode excitation are
zero (i.e., ρ̇0(t) = ∑

nmodes
k γ|dN+k(t)|2 = 0), summing inco-

herently over cavity mode contributions to compute the de-
cay rate of the eigenstates |ψm⟩ in the adiabatic expansion
of |Ψ(0)⟩ (Equation 31),44,94 can lead to initial decay rates
that are higher than zero: ρ̇0(t) = γ ∑m ∑k |αm

k |2|cm(t)|2 =

γ ∑m |β m
j |2
(
∑k |αm

k |2
)
≥ 0. To confirm that these differences

are due to the incoherent summing of the cavity mode con-
tributions to the adiabatic states, we repeated the simulation
in the adiabatic basis, but transform these states into dia-
batic states before computing the losses implicitly with Equa-
tion 32. Indeed, when losses are modeled this way (blue dia-
monds in Figure 4e,f), propagation in the adiabatic basis be-
comes fully consistent with propagation in the diabatic basis.
Furthermore, also when simulations are initiated in bright po-
laritonic states, either by direct excitation into a bright eigen-
state ( Figure 3), or by resonant excitation into a linear com-
bination of bright polaritonic states with a broad band laser
pulse (Figure S1 in Supporting Information), propagation in
adiabatic basis with implicit losses, calculated as before,44

yields similar decay as propagation in the diabatic basis with
either implicit or explicitly losses.

Summarizing, the results of our simulations suggest that
treating radiative losses into the far-field explicitly by adding
decay terms to cavity mode energies in the Hamiltonian,
or implicitly via an exponential decay of population in dia-
batic states that represent the cavity modes, has no major im-
pact when the propagation is done in the diabatic represen-
tation. However, the comparisons revealed that the approach
we had proposed previously for treating losses in adiabatic
eigenstates,44 can overestimate the losses if the initial state is
not an eigenstate of the molecule-cavity Hamiltonian.

C. Energy transfer

To test the implementation of fewest-switches surface hop-
ping with explicit losses for systems with more than one
molecule, we simulated a Rhodamine and a HBQ molecule
collectively coupled to a single-mode nano-cavity. Here, we
assume that the cavity is formed as in Heintz et al. via
self-assembly of two complementary DNA strands, both of
which are covalently attached to a metal nano-particle.110

While in that experimental work, also the seven Atto-647N

dye molecules with which the strong-coupling regime was
reached, were linked covalently to the DNA, the Rhodamine
and HBQ in our simulations are assumed to enter the cav-
ity mode volume by forming non-covalent intercalation com-
plexes with the DNA through π-stacking with the base pairs
(Figure 2).111 In these simulations, the highly dissipative
metal nanoparticles that form the actual nano-cavity in Heintz
et al.110 were not included, but modelled implicitly instead
as a single lossy cavity mode with a vacuum field strength of
0.001 au (5.1 MVcm−1) and lifetime of 5 fs. These simula-
tions are a first step towards a more sophisticated and fully
atomistic model of dyes in such plasmonic nano-cavities in
future work.

FIG. 5. HBQ (a) and potential energy profiles for proton transfer in
the electronic ground (S0, green) and excited state (S1, red), evalu-
ated at the CAMB3LYP/6-31G(d) level of theory (b). The reaction
coordinate, indicated by the double arrow in panel a, is defined as
the difference between Oxygen-Hydrogen and Nitrogen-Hydrogen
distances: dO-H −dN-H.

In addition to testing the FSSH implementation, the key
question we want to address here is whether exciting into one
of the optically-accessible polaritonic states, which are sepa-
rated by a Rabi splitting of h̄ΩRabi = 236.1 meV (Figure S2,
in Supporting Information), can lead to efficient energy cap-
ture by HBQ despite the high loss rate of the cavity mode.
As photo-excited HBQ undergoes an ultra-fast proton transfer
reaction into a photo-product that cannot couple to the cavity
due to a red-shift of over 1 eV (Figure 5),71 this energy cap-
ture process can be conveniently tracked by monitoring the
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distance between the hydroxyl oxygen atom and the proton.
In panel a of Figure 6, we show the populations of the adia-

batic states (ρm(t) = |cm(t)|2), including the total ground state
(ρ0(t) = 1−∑m |cm(t)|2), averaged over hundred simulations
after excitation into the lowest-energy eigenstate of the sys-
tem, which is a polariton with a 52% excitonic contribution of
Rhodamine (i.e., |β 1

1 |2 = 0.52 with |φ1⟩ = |SRho
1 SHBQ

0 ⟩⊗ |0⟩)
and 35% of the cavity photon (|α1|2 = 0.35 with |φ3⟩ =
|SRho

0 SHBQ
0 ⟩ ⊗ |1⟩). As shown in Figure 6c, HBQ under-

goes intra-molecular proton transfer in 46 out of 100 simu-
lations. Alternatively, exciting into the highest-energy eigen-
state (lower panels in Figure 6), which is a polariton with a
∼34% contribution from the cavity photon, and excitonic con-
tributions from both HBQ (∼41%) and Rhodamine (∼25%),
leads to proton transfer in 63 simulations, suggesting that in
this system, exciting into the UP provides a more efficient
route for transforming the photon energy into chemical en-
ergy than the LP, in line with quantum dynamics simulations
on NaI.130

However, because the cavity mode is very lossy, radiative
decay into the far field, indicated by the rise in ground state
population (green line in Figure 6), competes with the proton
transfer reaction and reduces the quantum yield, defined as the
average population in diabatic state |φ2⟩ = |SRho

0 SHBQ
1 ⟩⊗ |0⟩

at the end of the simulation, to 18 ± 7% for excitation into LP
and to 27 ± 10% for excitation into the UP. Repeating these
simulations with MASH instead of FSSH yields highly simi-
lar results (Figure S4 in Supporting Information). While, here,
the purpose of the simulations was to test our implementation
and verify that we can run FSSH simulations in the collective
strong coupling regime, future work will be aimed at includ-
ing an atomistic description of the metal nano-particles into
the MM subsystem,123 as well as a more accurate description
of the quantized electro-magnetic fields.131

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, to model the effect of cavity decay in atom-
istic molecular dynamics simulations of collectively coupled
exciton-polaritons, we have implemented the effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian,63–66 in which radiative losses into the
far field are added as imaginary contributions to the cavity
mode energy terms. To keep the potential energy surfaces on
which the classical trajectories evolve real, we implemented
the hybrid diabatic / adiabatic semi-classical molecular dy-
namics approach of Granucci and co-workers,69 in which the
polaritonic wave function is propagated in the diabatic basis
under the influence of the effective non-hermitian Hamilto-
nian, while the classical nuclei move on an single adiabatic
potential energy surface, or linear combinations thereof. We
have shown that with the new implementation, we can simu-
late the dynamics of large ensembles of molecules collectively
coupled to the lossy modes of an optical cavity, and investi-
gated relaxation, transport and energy transfer. The addition
of the diabatic representation and the effective non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian to our multi-scale MD approach paves the way

for more advanced descriptions of the cavity mode structure,
such as few-mode quantisation, which requires an explicit in-
clusion of cavity losses into the Hamiltonian.131,132
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