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The Lorentz-Drude model for electric dipoles is a classical framework widely used

in the study of dipole dynamics and light-matter interactions. Here we focus on the

behaviors of Lorentz-Drude dipoles when their radiative rate dominates their energy

loss. We show that dipole radiation losses do not count toward phenomenological

dipole losses if the driving field is interpreted as the total field at the dipole. In par-

ticular, if the dipole does not contain non-radiative losses, then the Lorentz-Drude

damping term should be removed. This is verified by self-consistent implementa-

tions of point dipoles in finite-difference time-domain simulations, which also pro-

vide a method to directly compute the transport properties of light when dipoles are

present.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Lorentz-Drude model [1] is a classical model that describes the response of an atom

to a driving electric field. The model simplifies an atom as a point electric dipole formed

by an electron bound to the nucleus. This model has been widely used in both conceptual

discussions [2] and numerical simulations of light-matter interactions [3, 4].

In the Lorentz-Drude model, the damping rate can be incorporated as a phenomenological

parameter. In typical textbook discussions of the Lorentz-Drude model, this damping rate

is interpreted as the total damping rate, which includes both radiative and non-radiative

contributions [5]. In many practical scenarios such as laser gain mediums, the non-radiative

rate dominates the radiative rate. In these cases, the total damping rate can be approximated

as the non-radiative rate by dropping the radiative contributions, and the use of the Lorentz-
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Drude model has been well established.

In recent years, there has been significant interest in exploring emitters in the radiative

limit, where the radiative rate dominates over the non-radiative rate. For example, an

emitter in the radiative limit can behave as a perfect mirror that completely reflects a single

photon. This reflection has been considered for both waveguide geometry [6–8] and 2D

materials that interact with plane waves [9–12]. However, existing theoretical treatments

have not made use of the Lorentz-Drude model.

In this paper, we provide a discussion of the Lorentz-Drude model in the radiative limit,

focusing in particular on the issues related to the incorporation of the radiative damping rate.

We prove that if the driving field is taken to be the total field that the Lorentz-Drude dipole

experiences, including both the external field and the induced self-field, then the damping

rate should only include the non-radiative component. In particular, when the non-radiative

rate is zero, the phenomenological damping rate in the Lorentz-Drude model should be set

to zero. However, the motion of the displacement in the dipole still experiences radiative

damping when one couples such a lossless dipole to Maxwell’s equations. As an illustration

of the formalism, we show that the complete reflection effect [6, 13] can be treated using the

Lorentz-Drude model in this way. We also show that numerical simulations of Maxwell’s

equations together with a point dipole described by the lossless Lorentz-Drude model pro-

vide an accurate and direct description of the Purcell effect, i.e. the modification of the

spontaneous emission rate when the dipole is embedded in an electromagnetic environment,

and moreover allow one to compute the modification of the transport properties of light due

to the Purcell effect.

The main results of our paper are related to several recent works. The statement that a

phenomenological radiative damping rate is not needed in the radiative limit has been noted

in the simulation of a point dipole in a dielectric environment [14] as well as in quantum

mechanical studies of the interaction of a two-level system with photonic structures [15].

However, a succinct theoretical proof has not been previously provided.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we derive the Lorentz-Drude model

using a Hamiltonian formalism by considering a charged harmonic oscillator coupled to the

electromagnetic field. Our derivation shows that radiation damping terms are not necessary

when the driving field is interpreted as the total field at the dipole location. We also

reconcile our approach with the formalism in which radiation damping has been explicitly
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incorporated. As an application of the formalism, we treat the effect of complete reflection

of light from a planar surface with uniformly distributed dipoles. In Section III we apply

these results to the finite-difference time-domain simulations of a dipole. We derive the Green

function on the Yee grid and show that the dipole can be implemented with lossless Lorentz-

Drude materials. Section IV provides simulation examples that accurately reproduce various

phenomena associated with dipoles in the radiative limit. Finally, in Section V we conclude.

II. LORENTZ-DRUDE DIPOLES IN THE RADIATIVE LIMIT

A. Hamiltonian formalism

We begin by considering a point charge with mass m and charge q, bound by a harmonic

restorative force and placed in an environment filled with dielectrics. The total Hamiltonian

of the system consists of the field part and the charge part [16]:

Htotal = Hfield +Hcharge (1)

Hfield =

∫ [
ε(x)ε0

2
E(x) · E(x) + 1

2µ0

B(x) ·B(x)

]
d3x (2)

Hcharge =
1

2m
[P− qA(x)] · [P− qA(x)] +

1

2
mω2

0X ·X (3)

where E(x) is the electric field, B(x) = ∇×A(x) is the magnetic flux density, A(x) is the

magnetic vector potential, X is the displacement of the charge, P is the canonical momentum

conjugate to X, ε0 is the vacuum permittivity, µ0 is the vacuum permeability, ε(x) is the

relative permittivity, ω0 is the intrinsic resonance frequency of the dipole, and x is the spatial

coordinate for the field. We have chosen the Hamiltonian gauge where the scalar potential is

identically zero [17] so that the potential term does not appear in Hcharge. For simplicity, we

have considered isotropic materials and an isotropic dipole; generalizations to anisotropic

cases should be straightforward by replacing ε(x) and m with appropriate matrices. We

have also assumed that the materials are lossless and dispersionless, such that εr(x) is a

positive real number everywhere. A frequency-dependent permittivity would require the

internal dynamics of the material, which changes the form of Hfield [18]. For the purpose of

deriving the equations of motion, the conjugate variables for the field are ε(x)ε0E(x) and

A(x), and the conjugate variables for the charge are X and P.
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The motion of the charge as described by Hcharge will be influenced by both electric and

magnetic fields. Assuming that the atom is located at x = 0, if the extent of the motion is

small, we can drop the spatial dependence of A and replace it with A0 ≡ A(x = 0):

Hcharge ≈
1

2m
(P− qA0) · (P− qA0) +

1

2
mω2

0X ·X (4)

This effectively decouples the magnetic field from the charge. The equations of motion as

derived from Eq. (1) now read:

dX

dt
=

1

m
(P− qA0) (5)

dP

dt
= −mω2

0X (6)

with t the time variable. If the dipole moment is defined as p = qX, then its dynamics

becomes
d2p

dt2
+ ω2

0p =
q2

m
E0 (7)

where we defined E0 ≡ E(x = 0) and used ∂A/∂t = −E as derived below. This equation,

with a restoring term and a driving term, completely describes the dynamics of the dipole

in an electric field. Specifically, we note that no radiation loss appears on the left side of

Eq. (7) since no energy is lost in the combined system of the dipole and the field.

Equation (7) is a simple restatement of Newton’s law for the dipole and should be fully

self-consistent. However, this formulation is different from many textbook introductions to

this topic [5, 19]. A more familiar form of the dynamics reads

d2p

dt2
+ κ

dp

dt
+ ω2

0p =
q

m
Fext (8)

Here the driving force Fext is the external force and can be replaced by qEext if this force

is entirely due to an external electric field. The decay rate κ is usually decomposed as

κ = κrad+κnrad [5], where κrad is the rate of radiative decay (or spontaneous emission in the

quantum description) and κnrad is the non-radiative decay rate. In the limit of κnrad = 0,

the radiative loss still appears on the left side of Eq. (8).

In the following, we reconcile this difference by explicitly differentiating the total field at

the dipole [as in Eq. (7)] and the external field at the dipole [as in Eq. (8)]. The difference

between these fields is the self-field Edipole induced by the dipole. The self-field oscillates

with a phase difference compared to the dipole oscillation and results in energy exchange
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between the dipole and the field. As such, the dipole can lose energy to the field even when

Eq. (7) does not explicitly contain any dissipation terms.

To understand the self-field in the Hamiltonian framework, we consider the dynamics of

the vector potential as derived from the Hamiltonian Eq. (1):

ε(x)ε0
∂E

∂t
=

1

µ0

∇×∇×A− q

m
(P− qA0) δ(x) (9)

∂A

∂t
= −E (10)

These two equations can be combined and results in

ε(x)ε0
∂2E

∂t2
+

1

µ0

∇×∇× E = −d2p

dt2
δ(x) (11)

This is the wave equation for E but with the charge acceleration d2p/dt2 as a source term.

This agrees with the intuition that the charge creates its own electromagnetic field in the

environment when participating in electromagnetic interactions. To solve Eq. (11), we first

define a time-domain dyadic Green function for the dipole Gdipole as the solution to

ε(x)ε0
∂2Gdipole

∂t2
+

1

µ0

∇×∇×Gdipole = δ(x)Iδ(t) (12)

together with outgoing boundary conditions, where I is the three-dimensional identity ma-

trix. The particular solution to Eq. (11) can then be expressed as a convolution integral:

Edipole(x, t) = −
∫ +∞

−∞
Gdipole(x, t− t′) · d

2p(t′)

dt′2
dt′ (13)

This solution is denoted as Edipole because it can be interpreted as the field induced by the

dipole.

We can now write the solution of Eq. (11) as

E = Edipole + Eext (14)

Here Eext corresponds to the general solution in which the electromagnetic waves propagate

freely as if the dipole were not there. Equation (14) thus describes the scattering process

from the dipole, with Edipole corresponding to the scattered field. Inserting Eq. (14) as the

driving field in Eq. (7), we obtain:

d2p

dt2
+ ω2

0p =
q2

m
E0,ext −

q2

m

∫ +∞

−∞
Gdipole(x = 0, t− t′) · d

2p(t′)

dt′2
dt′ (15)
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The second term on the right hand side describes the energy exchange between the dipole

and the environment and provides radiation damping of the dipole.

The derivation remains exact up to this point. To arrive at an expression for κrad, we

further assume an isotropic response (i.e., Gdipole = GdipoleI) and switch to the frequency

domain by ∂/∂t → −iω with ω the angular frequency and i2 = −1. Equation (15) then

becomes [
−ω2 + ω2

0 − ω2 q
2

m
Ĝdipole(x = 0, ω)

]
p̂ =

q2

m
Ê0,ext (16)

where a hat denotes fields and quantities in the frequency domain. If Ĝdipole varies slowly

within a narrow frequency range near ω0, we can make the following approximation:

−ω2Ĝdipole ≈ −ω2
0Re[Ĝdipole(ω0)]− iωω0Im[Ĝdipole(ω0)] (17)

The real part of the Green function thus results in corrections to the resonance frequency

that renormalize ω0. In practice, Ĝdipole has a 1/|x| divergence at x = 0, and proper

regularization procedures are required [20] to incorporate the renormalization. On the other

hand, Im[Ĝdipole(ω0)] remains finite. The approximation in Eq. (17) is similar to applying

the first Markov approximation to the system, where the density of states characterized by

Im[Ĝdipole(ω)] is replaced by a constant by setting ω = ω0. By Fourier transforming back to

the time domain, we arrive at the damped harmonic oscillator dynamics for the dipole:

d2p

dt2
+

{
q2

m
ω0Im[Ĝdipole(x = 0, ω0)]

}
dp

dt
+ ω2

0p =
q2

m
E0,ext (18)

We can then interpret the coefficient in the curly bracket as the radiation loss κrad near the

renormalized resonance frequency ω0.

To compare the two formalisms with and without the self-field, we define two types of

dipole polarizability in the frequency domain. The dynamic polarizability [21] is given by

χdy(ω) =
p̂(ω)

Êext(ω)
=

ω2
0

ω2
0 − ω2 − i(κrad + κnrad)ω

q2

mω2
0

(19)

This polarizability profile matches the form of Eq. (8). The static polarizability [21] is given

by

χst(ω) =
p̂(ω)

Êtot(ω)
=

ω2
0

ω2
0 − ω2 − iκnradω

q2

mω2
0

(20)

which matches Eq. (7). The χst(ω) has a similar form to χdy(ω) but with the κrad term

removed. The dynamic polarizability χdy(ω) depends on the environment and directly
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characterizes the total energy loss of the dipole. The static polarizability χst(ω), on the

other hand, is an intrinsic property of the dipole and characterizes the non-radiative en-

ergy losses of the dipole independent of the environment. These two polarizabilities are

related to the extinction and absorption powers of the dipole, which can be expressed as

Wext = ω|Êtot|2Im(χdy)/2 and Wabs = −ω|p̂|2Im(χ−1
st )/2, respectively [21].

In summary, the two forms of the Lorentz-Drude model [Eqs. (7) and Eq. (8)] differ in

the way the driving field is interpreted. When using Eq. (7), the driving field is the total

field, and there is no need to incorporate the radiative damping rate. On the other hand,

when using Eq. (8), the driving field is the external field, and the radiative damping rate

appears explicitly in the equation. This distinction is insignificant when κrad ≪ κnrad, but

becomes important in the radiative limit.

B. Lorentz-Drude dipoles in a one-dimensional continuum

As an example of applying the formalism described in Section IIA, we consider Lorentz-

Drude dipoles distributed uniformly in a plane and interact with light having an incident

direction normal to the plane. This setup is a classical analog of a two-level atom coupled

to a one-dimensional continuum [6]. In the following, we demonstrate the perfect reflection

of light on resonance in the radiative limit and connect the results with an input-output

approach.

We assume that the dipoles are uniformly distributed in the xy plane at z = 0 with a

surface density of σ and are placed in vacuum (ε(x) = 1). The wave equation of E can be

found as

ε0
∂2E

∂t2
+

1

µ0

∇×∇× E = −d2p

dt2
σδ(z) (21)

which is similar to Eq. (11) but with the point source replaced by a surface source. Assuming

that the light is linearly polarized in the x direction and propagates in the z direction, the

wave equation can be further simplified as:

ε0
∂2Ex

∂t2
− 1

µ0

∂2Ex

∂z2
= −d2px

dt2
σδ(z) (22)

where the subscript x indicates the x component. The dynamics for px can be found from

Eq. (7) as:
d2px
dt2

+ ω2
0px =

q2

m
Ex(z = 0, t) (23)
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Away from the plane z = 0, the fields can be expressed as superpositions of waves

traveling in the z direction. If all incident light comes from the −z side, the general field

solution can be found as

Ex(z, t) =

Ein(t− z/c) + Er(t+ z/c), z ≤ 0

Et(t− z/c), z ≤ 0
(24)

where Ein is the incident field, Er is the reflected field, Et is the transmitted field, and

c = 1/
√
ε0µ0 is the speed of light in vacuum. By the continuity of the field, the field for

z ≤ 0 and z ≥ 0 must match at z = 0 for all t. This implies that

Et(t− z/c) = Ein(t− z/c) + Er(t− z/c) (25)

Integrating Eq. (22) across z = 0 and using Eq. (24), the field derivative difference across

z = 0 can be found as

−2

c
E ′

r = σ
d2px
dt2

(26)

where a prime indicates derivative with respect to the argument. Using Eq. (26) to eliminate

Er from Eq. (23) leads to

d2px
dt2

+ ω2
0px =

q2

m

(
Ein −

σc

2

dpx
dt

)
(27)

and its solution can be found as

p̂x(ω) =
κrad

ω2
0 − ω2 − iκradω

2Êin(ω)

σc
(28)

px(t) =

∫ t

−∞

κrad

ωrad

exp
[
−κrad

2
(t− τ)

]
sin [ωrad(t− τ)]

2Ein(τ)

σc
dτ (29)

where we have defined the radiation rate and renormalized resonant frequency for the system

as

κrad =
q2σc

2m
(30)

ωrad =

√
ω2
0 −

κ2
rad

4
(31)

Using Eq. (28), the reflection and transmission coefficient can be found as

Êr(ω)

Êin(ω)
=

iκradω

ω2
0 − ω2 − iκradω

(32)

Êt(ω)

Êin(ω)
=

ω2
0 − ω2

ω2
0 − ω2 − iκradω

(33)
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If the input light oscillates at the resonance frequency of the dipole, i.e. Ein = Ein(t =

0) cos(ω0t), then Eq. (32) indicates that Er = −Ein(t = 0) cos(ω0t) and Eq. (33) indicates

that Et = 0. Thus, perfect reflection can be achieved on resonance when the dipole does not

contain intrinsic losses. Here, perfect reflection occurs at the dipole resonance frequency ω0

instead of the renormalized resonance frequency ωrad. We note that no additional assump-

tions have been introduced in this derivation. Specifically, we have not used any rotating

wave approximations or assumed κrad to be small.

Finally, we connect our derivations to an input-output approach [22–24], which also illus-

trates the role of the total field in the system. We use both the weak-coupling approximation

(κrad ≪ ω0 and ωrad ≈ ω0) and the rotating-wave approximation (only frequency compo-

nents around the resonance will be considered), as is commonly assumed in the input-output

approach. We write px = Re[p
(+)
x ] where (+) indicates complex quantities that contain only

positive frequency components. Eq. (27) can then be simplified to

dp
(+)
x

dt
=

(
−κrad

2
− iω0

)
p(+)
x +

iκrad

ωrad

E
(+)
in

σc
(34)

This clearly shows the presence of the radiative loss term of the dipole when the driving

field is Ein, i.e. the external field. However, by considering a time-reversed process, we can

also take Er and Et fields as time-reversed inputs to px, and write

dp
(+)
x

dt
=

(κrad

2
− iω0

)
p(+)
x +

iκrad

ωrad

E
(+)
r + E

(+)
t

σc
(35)

Equations (34) and (35) can be combined to produce

dp
(+)
x

dt
= −iω0p

(+)
x +

iκrad

2ωrad

E
(+)
in + E

(+)
r + E

(+)
t

σc
(36)

where the driving term is now symmetrized with respect to inputs and outputs. From Eq.

(24), the average of the input and output fields is exactly the total field at the dipole.

Therefore, no loss terms appear explicitly in the input-output formalism if the driving term

is replaced by the total field. The discussion here shows the consistency of our approach

with the standard input-output approach.

III. IMPLEMENTATION OF LORENTZ-DRUDE DIPOLES

In the previous section, we showed that a dipole at the radiative limit can be modeled

using Eq. (7) where the driving field is taken to be the total field at the dipole. In addi-
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tion to the theoretical interests, as illustrated in the previous section, the use of Eq. (7) is

also important in numerical simulations of a radiative dipole embedded in a photonic struc-

ture. Common numerical methods for solving Maxwell’s equations, such as finite-difference

time-domain (FDTD) methods [25], directly produce the total field at the dipole. In this

section, we show that incorporating Eq. (7) into the numerical solver allows us to treat the

modification of the radiative dynamics of the dipole due to the presence of the photonic

structures, providing a direct time-domain approach for modeling the Purcell enhancement

effect. We first analytically calculate the Green function on the Yee grid in Section IIIA,

which is necessary to describe the field propagation on the discretized grid. After that,

we provide two possible approximations of point dipoles on the Yee grid in Sections III B

and III C, and relate their physical properties (radiation frequency and rate) to the input

parameters using the Green function.

A. Yee grid and the frequency-domain Green function

In standard FDTD simulations, the Yee grids discretize the space into cubic voxels,

where the electric (E) field components are sampled at the midpoint of the cube edge (the

“E points”), and the magnetic (H) field components are sampled at the center of the cube

face (the “H points”). If the coordinate unit is chosen as the grid length in the respective

direction, then each grid point (cube corner) has a coordinate in the form of (u, v, w) where

u, v and w are all integers. The E fields are sampled at the points where one coordinate

component is a half-integer and the other two are integers, and the H fields are sampled at

the points where two coordinate components are half-integers and the other one is an integer.

For simplicity, we assume that the grid length in each dimension is identical, denoted as a.

We first consider the radiation of a dipole source in free space. We note that the dipole

source within this subsection refers to a source where the oscillation of the dipole is externally

imposed, which is different from the Lorentz-Drude dipole discussed throughout the paper

that has internal dynamics as modeled, for example, by Eq. (7). To discuss the dynamics

of a dipole source on the Yee grid in the FDTD method, it is useful first to consider the

frequency domain wave equation, which can be written as

∇×∇× E− ω2

c2
E = iωµ0J (37)
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where E is the electric field, ∇× is the curl operator, ω is the angular frequency, c is the

speed of light in vacuum, µ0 is the vacuum permeability and J is the current density. In

FDTD, the curl is replaced by its discretized version ∇a×, where

(∇a × E)z(u, v, w)

=
1

a

[
Ey

(
u+

1

2
, v, w

)
− Ey

(
u− 1

2
, v, w

)
− Ex

(
u, v +

1

2
, w

)
+ Ex

(
u, v − 1

2
, w

)]
(38)

and the x and y components can be obtained by interchanging the directions cyclically. As

such, the frequency-domain Green function on the Yee grid reads

a2∇a ×∇a ×GYee − (α2 + i0+)GYee = δ

(
0, 0,

1

2

)
ez (39)

where the Kronecker delta is 1 on the point (0, 0, 1/2) and 0 elsewhere, ez is the unit vector

along z, α = ωa/c, 0+ is an infinitesimal positive number that selects the outgoing wave,

and the equation has been scaled by a2 so that GYee is dimensionless. We note that 2π/α

gives the number of grid points in a single wavelength.

The Green function can be solved in the wavevector domain [26, 27]. The Fourier trans-

form of GYee reads

G̃Yee(k) =
∑
u,v,w

GYee(u, v, w) exp

[
−ikxu− ikyv − ikz

(
w − 1

2

)]
(40)

where k = (kx, ky, kz) is the grid wavevector. The equation for G̃Yee(k) can be found as
s2y + s2z −sxsy −sxsz

−sxsy s2x + s2z −sysz

−sxsz −sysz s2x + s2y

 G̃Yee(k)− (α2 + i0+)G̃Yee(k) =


0

0

1

 (41)

with sx = 2 sin(kx/2), sy = 2 sin(ky/2) and sy = 2 sin(kz/2). Its solution is

G̃(k) =
1

α2[α2 + i0+ − (s2x + s2y + s2z)]


sxsz

sysz

s2z − α2

 (42)

The Green function can then be recovered using the inverse Fourier transform:

GYee(u, v, w) =
1

8π3

∫ π

−π

dkx

∫ π

−π

dky

∫ π

−π

dkzG̃Yee(k) exp

[
ikxu+ ikyv + ikz

(
w − 1

2

)]
(43)
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To calculate GYee, we switch to a spherical coordinate system by defining

sx = 2 sin(kx/2) = ρ sinµ cos ν (44)

sy = 2 sin(ky/2) = ρ sinµ sin ν (45)

sz = 2 sin(kz/2) = ρ cosµ (46)

with 0 ≤ µ ≤ π and 0 ≤ ν ≤ 2π. The full expression for GYee reads

GYee(u, v, w) = − 1

8π3α2

∫∫∫
dνdµdρ

× 8ρ2 sinµ√
4− ρ2 cos2 µ

√
4− ρ2 sin2 µ cos2 ν

√
4− ρ2 sin2 µ sin2 ν

× exp[ikxu+ ikyv + ikz(w − 1/2)]

ρ2 − α2 − i0+


ρ2 cosµ sinµ cos ν

ρ2 cosµ sinµ sin ν

ρ2 cos2 µ− α2

 (47)

The integration domain is the cube |ρ cosµ cos ν| ≤ 2, |ρ cosµ sin ν| ≤ 2 and |ρ sinµ| ≤ 2.

To explicitly incorporate the outgoing wave boundary condition and remove the 0+ from

the expressions, we use the fact that

1

ρ− i0+
= iπδ(ρ) + PV

1

ρ
(48)

where PV is the principal value for the integration. For GYee, the pole occurs at ρ = α,

representing the traveling waves on the Yee grid. We now assume that α < 2 (i.e. more

than π grid points per wavelength), a reasonable constraint for practical FDTD simulations.

With this assumption, the real and imaginary parts of GYee can be obtained as

ReGYee(u, v, w) = − 1

8π3α2

∫ 2π

0

dν

∫ π

0

dµ× PV

∫ 2/max(| sinµ cos ν|,| sinµ sin ν|,| cosµ|)

0

dρ

× 8ρ2 sinµ√
4− ρ2 sin2 µ cos2 ν

√
4− ρ2 sin2 µ sin2 ν

√
4− ρ2 cos2 µ

× cos(kxu) cos(kyv) cos[kz(w − 1/2)]

ρ2 − α2


ρ2 cosµ sinµ cos ν

ρ2 cosµ sinµ sin ν

ρ2 cos2 µ− α2

 (49)
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ImGYee(u, v, w) =
α

2π2

∫ 2π

0

dν

∫ π

0

dµ

× sin2 µ√
4− α2 sin2 µ cos2 ν

√
4− α2 sin2 µ sin2 ν

√
4− α2 cos2 µ

× cos(kxu) cos(kyv) cos[kz(w − 1/2)]|ρ=α


− cosµ cos ν

− cosµ sin ν

sinµ

 (50)

where we have used mirror symmetry to replace the exponential factors with cosines.

In practice, FDTD simulations require a large number of grids per wavelength to maintain

accuracy, and α ≪ 1. As such, we can approximate GYee(u, v, w) as a series in α to avoid

performing integrations for each α. For the z-polarized dipole source located at (0, 0, 1/2)

as indicated in Eq. (39), some values of GYee located near the source point are listed below.

Gz

(
0, 0,

1

2

)
= −1

3
α−2 + 0.168487 +

i

6π
α +O(α2) (51)

Gz

(
0, 0,−1

2

)
= 0.123492α−2 + 0.084243 +

i

6π
α +O(α2) (52)

Gx

(
1

2
, 0, 0

)
= −0.135794α−2 − 0.021061 +O(α2) (53)

B. The anisotropic dipole

We now discuss the modeling of the dipole dynamics and Purcell effects by incorporating

Eq. (7) into the FDTD simulations. In these simulations, we typically assume a Lorentz-

Drude dipole, which has a renormalized resonant frequency ωrad and a radiative decay rate

γrad when placed in vacuum. We then consider how the resonant frequency and the radiative

rate are modified when such a dipole is placed in a photonic structure. The renormalized

resonant frequency ωrad differs from the bare resonant frequency ω0 of the Lorentz-Drude

dipole even when surrounded by vacuum. However, when specifying the parameters of Eq.

(7), the information of ω0 is required. Therefore, in this and the next section, we provide

a discussion on how to obtain ω0 and the other parameters of Eq. (7) by analytically

considering the behavior of a Lorentz-Drude dipole placed in a Yee lattice.

Since the distribution of dielectrics is represented in FDTD simulations by assigning the

permittivity to the E points on the grid, the closest approximation of a point dipole would

be to assign the Lorentz-Drude profile to a single E point. Because the resulting dipole can
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only be polarized in a single direction aligned with the Yee grid, we term this implementation

of the point dipole as the anisotropic dipole. This method has been briefly discussed in a

phenomenological way in [14]. Here we provide an analytical description of the radiation

induced by the anisotropic dipole in order to determine the Lorentz-Drude parameters used

in simulations.

We assume that the anisotropic dipole is located at (0, 0, 1/2) with a relative permittivity

of ε(ω) and is locally surrounded by vacuum. The frequency-domain wave equation including

the anisotropic dipole reads

∇a ×∇a × E− ω2

c2

[
1 + (ε− 1)δ

(
0, 0,

1

2

)]
E = 0 (54)

The field can be separated into two contributions E = Eext + Edipole, where Eext describes

the external field and Edipole is the field scattered from the anisotropic dipole. These are

required to satisfy the following:

∇a ×∇a × Eext −
ω2

c2
Eext = 0 (55)

∇a ×∇a × Edipole −
ω2

c2
Edipole =

ω2

c2
(ε− 1) (Eext + Edipole) δ

(
0, 0,

1

2

)
(56)

As such, the scattered field can be solved in terms of the Green’s function GYee as:

Edipole =

[
G0 −

1

α2

1

ε− 1

]−1

Ez,ext

(
0, 0,

1

2

)
GYee (57)

where G0 ≡ Gz(0, 0, 1/2) is the value of GYee on the source point. Resonance will occur if

the complex frequency satisfies

(ε− 1)α2G0 = 1 (58)

This holds for general ε(ω) profiles. We note that α and G0 also implicitly depend on ω.

For a dipole at the radiative limit with a Lorentz-Drude profile, the relative permittivity

is given by

ε = 1 +∆ε
ω2
0

ω2
0 − ω2

(59)

with ∆ε the static susceptibility at ω = 0 and ω0 the bare resonant frequency for the

Lorentz-Drude profile. In time domain, this is realized by a harmonic oscillator model:

d2P

dt2
+ ω2

0P = ∆εω2
0ε0E (60)
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where ε0 is the vacuum permittivity and P is the polarization field [compare with Eq. (7)].

We note that the driving electric field E represents the total field strength at the location

of the dipole. As such, radiation loss is not included in Eq. (59), consistent with the

Lorentz-Drude profile being an intrinsic material property.

Applying the resonance condition Eq. (58) to the Lorentz-Drude profile Eq. (59) leads

to a self-consistent equation for the complex resonance frequency ωres:

ωres = ω0

√
1 + ∆ε

(
1

3
− 0.168487α2

res −
i

6π
α3
res +O(α4

res)

)
(61)

with αres = ωresa/c. From here, the dipole radiation frequency and the dipole radiation rate

can be found as ωrad ≡ Re ωres and κrad ≡ −2 Im ωres, respectively. Under the additional

assumption that κrad ≪ ωrad, we can approximate αres ≈ ωrada/c and arrive at

κrad ≈ a3

6πc3
∆ε

1 + ∆ε/3− 0.168487∆εω2
rada

2/c2
ω4
rad (62)

ω0 ≈ ωrad

[
1 + ∆ε

(
1

3
− 0.168487

ω2
rada

2

c2

)]−1/2

(63)

We provide a physical interpretation of Eq. (62) by comparing it to the radiation rate of

a point dipole in vacuum,

κrad =
χω4

rad

6πε0c3
(64)

with χ the dipole polarizability. The two rates agree with each other to lowest orders of α

if the dipole is taken as a sphere with volume a3 and constant susceptibility ∆ϵ, such that

χ = ε0a
3∆ϵ/(1+∆ϵ/3). The effective volume of the dipole is equal to the volume of a voxel,

which can be generalized to Yee grids with unequal grid lengths in each direction. However,

the effective spherical shape is due to the octahedral symmetry of the Yee grid with identical

grid lengths in each dimension, rather than the dipole itself (which can only be polarized in

the z direction).

We now discuss the numerical procedure for implementing a dipole in FDTD based on

Eqs. (62) and (63). We assume that a point dipole is characterized by its radiating frequency

ωrad and rate κrad in vacuum. To simulate this dipole in FDTD, the parameters in the

Lorentz-Drude profile Eq. (59) should be determined. From Eq. (62), ∆ε can be solved as

∆ε =
6πc3

a3ω4
rad − 2πc3κrad

κrad (65)
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where higher-order terms of α has been neglected. Then the Lorentz-Drude oscillation fre-

quency ω0 can be found using Eq. (63). Here ω0 is different from ωrad due to the frequency

renormalization induced by the self-field quantified by G0. While the simulation parameters

have been determined from dipole characteristics in vacuum, they are intrinsic material pa-

rameters, and are thus applicable even if the same dipole is surrounded by dielectric. This

allows comparing the radiation properties of dipoles in different electromagnetic environ-

ments.

C. The isotropic dipole

The anisotropic dipole has the disadvantage that it can only be polarized in one direction

aligned with the Yee grid. To simulate a dipole that responds to electric fields in all direc-

tions, we introduce the isotropic dipole setup, where all six E points surrounding a single

grid point are assigned a Lorentz-Drude profile. The six oscillators in the isotropic dipole

support six oscillation modes, which can be classified by their symmetries as a monopole

mode, three dipole modes, and two quadrupole modes. The monopole mode cannot be ex-

cited if there are no overlapping sources due to the divergence-free condition of the E field,

and the quadrupole modes are greatly suppressed by the continuity of the E field if α is

small enough. As such, the three dipole modes (one aligned with each grid direction) and

their radiations are the main components of the scattered field from the isotropic dipole.

In addition to the assumption of equal grid length (a) in each dimension, we also assume

that the same permittivity function ϵ is assigned to the six points (±1/2, 0, 0), (0,±1/2, 0),

and (0, 0,±1/2). Using the same method from Section III B, the resonance condition for the

isotropic dipole can be found as

(ε− 1)α2

[
Gz

(
0, 0,

1

2

)
+Gz

(
0, 0,−1

2

)]
= 1 (66)

where the source of the Green function is located at (0, 0, 1/2) and the Gz values have been

calculated in Eqs. (51) and (52).

For the Lorentz-Drude profile Eq. (59), the relation between the simulation parameters ω0

and ∆ε and the observable dipole radiation characteristics ωrad and κrad can be summarized

as

κrad ≈ a3

3πc3
∆ε

1 + 0.209842∆ε− 0.252731∆εω2
rada

2/c2
ω4
rad (67)
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ω0 ≈ ωrad

[
1 + ∆ε

(
0.209842− 0.252731

ω2
rada

2

c2

)]−1/2

(68)

Compared to the anisotropic dipole, the effective volume for the dipole has been doubled

(2a3) but the effective geometry can no longer be considered as a sphere.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we validate our analytical results from Sections II and III by performing

FDTD simulations in different scenarios with both anisotropic and isotropic dipole imple-

mentations. All FDTD simulations are performed using the Tidy3D solver from Flexcompute

[28].

A. Dipoles in free space

To realize a point dipole with a given radiation frequency ωrad and a radiation rate κrad,

Eqs. (62-63) provides simulation parameters ω0 and ∆ε for the anisotropic dipole [Eqs.

(67-68) for the isotropic dipole]. In the following, we verify these relations by simulating the

dipoles radiating in free space.

We construct a dipole radiating in free space at ωrad = 2π×193 THz (wavelength λ ≈ 1553

nm) with varying radiation rates [Fig. 1(a)]. The simulation domain is 8 µm×8 µm×8 µm

and is padded with perfectly matched layers to absorb outgoing radiation. We fix a = 0.08

µm which is ∼ λ/20 (α ≈ 0.32). The normalized Courant factor [25] is chosen as 0.5 to

improve simulation accuracy. For the anisotropic dipole, a spherical structure with diameter

a/2 is placed at the point (a/2, 0, 0) so that the Lorentz-Drude profile can be assigned to the

same point on the Yee grid. For the isotropic dipole, the spherical structure instead has a

diameter of 3a/2 and is centered at (0, 0, 0). The quantities ω0 and ∆ϵ are solved from ωrad

and κrad using Eqs. (62-63) for the anisotropic dipole or Eqs. (67-68) for the anisotropic

dipole and then supplied to the simulation. To excite the dipole, we launch a Gaussian pulse

with x polarization from a total-field-scattered-field (TFSF) source that encloses the dipole.

A field monitor is placed 0.8 µm away in the perpendicular direction of the polarization to

record the time-dependent field and extract the radiation rate.

The theoretical dependence of ω0 and ∆ε on κrad is shown in Fig. 1(b). The curves shown

in the plot allow finding the simulation parameters from κrad. The strong self-field leads to
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ω0 being smaller than ωrad. There is also an upper limit for κrad due to the small effective

volume of the dipole (a single voxel for anisotropic dipoles and two voxels for isotropic

dipoles).

The simulated κrad and ωrad can be found in Fig. 1(c). For higher radiation rates, κrad

and ωrad can be found from the spectral linewidth and center after a Fourier transform.

For lower radiation rates, the field does not decay fast enough within the simulation time

window; instead, κrad and ωrad are obtained directly from the exponentially decaying part of

the field in the time domain. The two methods agree at intermediate radiation rates [Insets

of Fig. 1(c)]. Although ω0 and ∆ε change significantly with respect to κrad, the simulated

κrad shows excellent agreement with the target values. Deviations for larger κrad can be

attributed to truncations of G0 with respect to α. The simulated ωrad have a small constant

offset from the target value. This is attributed to the discretized time step of the FDTD

method, as numerical evidence suggests that the error grows quadratically with respect to

the Courant factor for fixed a. We note that while it is possible to include this effect in the

Green function analysis, the necessary modifications depend on the detailed implementation

of the dynamics for the polarization field.

B. Two-dimensional dipole arrays

A notable effect for dipoles without intrinsic loss is that they completely reflect incoming

on-resonance waves when coupled to a one-dimensional waveguide [6], as discussed in Sec.

II B. This generalizes to a two-dimensional dipole array and normal incident wave if only

zeroth-order diffraction occurs [10]. The two-dimensional array can be simulated by placing

a single dipole in the simulation domain and replacing two pairs of opposite boundaries with

periodic boundary conditions. This example demonstrates the difference between radiation

and intrinsic loss, since any intrinsic loss for the dipole would remove electromagnetic energy

from the system, leading to a reflection coefficient smaller than unity. In addition, as the

dipole is physically excited by the sources, the implementations here allow direct extraction

of the transmission and reflection spectra.

For this simulation, the x and y boundaries have periodic boundary conditions, and the

simulation domain is 0.8 µm× 0.8 µm× 8 µm which also determines the dipole spacing in

the array. The dipole has a = 0.08 µm, ωrad = 2π × 193 THz, and κrad = 2π × 0.4 THz.
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FIG. 1. Simulation of dipoles in free space. (a) Simulation setup (not to scale). A complete

geometric description of the simulation domain can be found in the main text. (b) ∆ε (top panel)

and ω0 (bottom panel) of anisotropic (red) and isotropic (blue) dipoles as a function of the radiation

rate κrad. The maximum possible κrad for each dipole implementation are marked with vertical

dashed lines. Other parameters are ωrad = 2π × 193 THz and a = 0.08 µm. (c) Comparison of

simulated κrad (top panel) and ωrad (bottom panel) to target values (gray lines). Red circles are

for anisotropic dipoles and blue squares are for isotropic dipoles. Inset shows the time-dependent

Ex field at the monitor and the radiation spectrum for an isotropic dipole with κrad = 2π × 0.5

THz. The field decay rate agrees with the spectral width.

A plane wave is injected perpendicular to the z axis, and two flux monitors are placed far

away from the dipole to determine the transmission and reflection coefficients [Fig. 2(a)].

For the anisotropic dipole, both the dipole and the source are aligned with the x direction.

For the isotropic dipole, the source polarization is rotated by 30◦ in the xy plane to also

demonstrate the isotropic polarizability of the dipole.

The simulated transmission and reflection spectra are presented in Fig. 2(b). For both

anisotropic and isotropic dipole implementations, the spectra have a Lorentzian profile and

demonstrate the perfect reflection of incident on-resonance waves. The spectral linewidth

can be expressed as 3(λ/d)2/(4π)× κrad with d the dipole spacing [10], and is in agreement

with the simulated values within 1%. The transmission and reflection coefficients sum to 1

since no energy is lost to the dipole.

To further illustrate the role of intrinsic losses (or lack thereof), we also performed sim-
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FIG. 2. Simulation of dipole arrays. (a) Simulation setup (not to scale). A complete geometric

description of the simulation domain can be found in the main text. (b) Transmission (dashed

curves) and reflection (solid curves) coefficients for lossless dipole arrays. Top and bottom panels

use the anisotropic and isotropic dipole implementations, respectively. (c) Transmission (dashed

curves) and reflection (solid curves) coefficients for lossy dipole arrays, where the intrinsic loss is

equal to the radiation loss in free space. Top and bottom panels use the anisotropic and isotropic

dipole implementations, respectively.

ulations where the intrinsic loss of the dipole is set to be equal to the radiation loss in free

space [Fig. 2(c)]. In this case, the maximum reflection coefficient is reduced and the sum

of transmission and reflection coefficients is smaller than 1. These results further highlight

the necessity of self-consistent implementations of dipole radiation losses.

C. Dipoles near a mirror

The dipole implementations are also capable of directly simulating the modification of

radiation rates in the presence of complex electromagnetic environments. To this end, we

simulate the Purcell factors when the dipole is placed near an ideal mirror. Due to inter-

ference from the dipole and its mirror image, the radiation rate of a point dipole oscillates

with respect to the distance from the mirror [29]. In the FDTD setup, we assume a perfect

electric conductor (PEC) boundary condition on the −x boundary, and its distance from

the dipole ξ is varied between simulations [Fig. 3(a)]. To suppress quadrupole excitations
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FIG. 3. Simulation of dipole arrays. (a) Simulation setup (not to scale). A complete geometric

description of the simulation domain can be found in the main text. (b-c) Theoretical (black curve)

and simulated (red circles for anisotropic dipoles, blue squares for isotropic dipoles) Purcell factors

when the dipole is polarized perpendicular and parallel to the mirror, respectively.

from the isotropic dipole, the grid length has been reduced to a = 0.05 µm which is ∼ λ/30

(α ≈ 0.20). The radiation rate in free space for both types of dipoles has been set to 0.2

THz. A TFSF source is used to excite the dipole, where the incident direction is in the

xy plane toward the mirror with an incident angle of 45◦ and the light is p-polarized. The

radiation rate κrad can then be extracted from the exponentially decaying part of the time-

dependent field. For the isotropic dipole, the dipole modes parallel and perpendicular to the

mirror are excited simultaneously, and their field profiles can be separated by considering

their symmetry properties (e.g. mirror symmetry with respect to the xz plane). In contrast,

the anisotropic dipole can only be polarized in a single direction, and two different setups

are required to characterize the decay rates. The simulated Purcell factors are presented

in Figs. 3(b-c). Both anisotropic and isotropic dipole implementations match theoretical

predictions [29] (without free parameters) with high precision.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Using a Hamiltonian formalism, we explicitly showed that radiative losses do not con-

tribute to the phenomenological damping term in the Lorentz-Drude model if the driving

field is interpreted as the total field at the dipole. The resulting dynamics is equivalent to in-

cluding radiative damping contributions in the damping term while interpreting the driving

field as the external field. Apart from analytical examples including the complete reflection

effects, the formalism also has direct applications in FDTD simulations, where dipoles in
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the radiative limit are represented as lossless Lorentz-Drude mediums and the total field at

the dipole can be obtained directly. In addition to validating the Hamiltonian formalism,

the FDTD simulations are capable of directly reproducing the scattering coefficient and the

dipole radiation rate in various electromagnetic environments. This is in contrast to previous

methods where the radiation rate is inferred from computations of the Purcell enhancement

factor based on the radiated power [30].
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