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A major challenge in light-matter simulations is bridging the disparate time and length scales of
electrodynamics and molecular dynamics. Current computational approaches often rely on heuristic
approximations of either the electromagnetic (EM) or material component, hindering the exploration
of complex light-matter systems. Herein, MaxwellLink — a modular, open-source Python frame-
work — is developed for the massively parallel, self-consistent propagation of classical EM fields
interacting with a large heterogeneous molecular ensemble. The package utilizes a robust TCP/U-
NIX socket interface to couple EM solvers with a wide range of external molecular drivers. This
decoupled architecture allows users to seamlessly switch between levels of theory of either the EM
solver or molecules without modifying the counterpart. Crucially, MaxwellLink supports EM solvers
spanning from single-mode cavities to full-feature three-dimensional finite-difference time-domain
(FDTD) engines, and molecules described by multilevel open quantum systems, force-field and first-
principles molecular dynamics, and nonadiabatic real-time Ehrenfest dynamics. Benefiting from the
socket-based design, the EM engine and molecular drivers scale independently across multiple high-
performance computing (HPC) nodes, facilitating large-scale simulations previously inaccessible to
existing numerical schemes. The versatility and accuracy of this code are demonstrated through ap-
plications including superradiance, radiative energy transfer, vibrational strong coupling in Bragg
resonators, and plasmonic heating of molecular gases. By providing a unified, extensible engine,
MaxwellLink potentially offers a powerful platform for exploring emerging phenomena across the

research fronts of spectroscopy, quantum optics, plasmonics, and polaritonics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The intersection of quantum chemistry and nanopho-
tonics has opened new frontiers in the study of light-
matter interactions, ranging from plasmon-enhanced
spectroscopy [IH3] to the burgeoning field of polariton
chemistry [4HI2]. Numerically modeling these systems
presents fundamental challenges: one must accurately
capture the quantum dynamics of microscopic molecules
while simultaneously describing the behavior of the elec-
tromagnetic (EM) field as it interacts with complex,
micro-scale geometries. While powerful simulation tools
exist for each domain — notably the finite-difference
time-domain (FDTD) method [I3] [I4] for classical elec-
trodynamics and numerous codes in quantum chemistry
and computational physics for propagating molecular dy-
namics across different time and length scales [I5HI9] —
these approaches have largely been developed in separate
ecosystems.

Efforts have been made to propagate coupled EM-
molecular dynamics self-consistently [20H28]. In such
schemes, microscopic molecules radiate into the EM field,
while local EM environments simultaneously modulate
molecular dynamics via light-matter coupling. Depend-
ing on the level of theory used to describe the microscopic
molecules, a hierarchy of self-consistent schemes has been
established, such as coupling Maxwell’s equations to op-
tical Bloch equations [29], time-dependent density func-
tional theory (TDDFT) [28][80H33], or classical and nona-
diabatic molecular dynamics [34H37]. Many previous im-

* These authors contributed equally to this work.
t taoeli@udel.edu

plementations, however, possess limited modeling capac-
ity for either the EM field or the microscopic molecules,
thereby only partially exploiting state-of-the-art com-
putational developments within the EM and molecular
simulation ecosystems. Additionally, these implementa-
tions typically require deep, intrusive modifications to
the source code of the EM or molecular solvers, result-
ing in monolithic codes that are difficult to maintain and
extend.

Here, we report the development of MaxwellLink, a
flexible and extensible framework for coupling classical
EM solvers to external molecular drivers. MaxwellLink
is designed as a universal EM-molecular engine, allow-
ing theoretical chemists and computational physicists
to readily connect their preferred molecular simulation
codes [I5HIS] to a variety of EM solvers with minimal
glue code. In contrast to routine EM simulations [13] [14],
MaxwellLink upgrades the description of materials from
conventional dielectric functions to a variety of advanced
molecular engines.

A unique feature of MaxwellLink is its ability to
connect an EM solver, such as the finite-difference
time-domain (FDTD) approach, to many heterogeneous
molecular drivers concurrently (i.e., molecules described
under different levels of theory). The EM solver
and molecular drivers communicate through a uniform
TCP/UNIX socket interface that is robust against the
termination and reconnection of the molecular drivers.
Leveraging this socket interface, MaxwellLink enables
the simultaneous parallel acceleration of the EM engine
and molecular drivers on separate computational nodes
or even distinct high-performance computing (HPC) sys-
tems, an architecture that is particularly appealing for
large-scale light-matter simulations. For demonstrative
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calculations, the EM solver and molecular drivers can
also connect locally within the same processor in the ab-
sence of the socket communication.

In this initial work, MaxwellLink incorporates three
classical EM solvers (Table [I) and six molecular drivers
(Table [). The EM solvers range from (i) MEEP, an
industry-standard open-source FDTD engine [I4], to (ii)
a classical single-mode cavity, and (iii) arbitrary laser
fields for pumping molecules. The molecular drivers in-
clude model systems, such as (i) a lightweight two-level
system (TLS) driver and (ii) a QuTiP interface [I5] for
custom model Hamiltonians with optional Lindblad dis-
sipation; electronic ground-state molecular mechanics,
such as (iii) first-principles Born—Oppenheimer molec-
ular dynamics (MD) via the ASE interface [I6], and
(iv) classical force-field molecular dynamics utilizing the
LAMMPS package [1I7] with an embedded socket inter-
face; and first-principles nonadiabatic quantum dynam-
ics models, such as in-house (v) real-time time-dependent
density functional theory (RT-TDDFT) |38 [39] and (vi)
real-time Ehrenfest (RT-Ehrenfest) dynamics [40], 4]
using electron integrals from the Psi4 quantum chem-
istry package [I8]. As an open-source Python project,
MaxwellLink also includes a detailed documentation
website [42] to facilitate the adoption of this code by
newcomers and students.

By integrating these EM solvers and molecular drivers,
MaxwellLink establishes a uniform simulation platform
for light-matter dynamics. Within the same Python in-
terface, users gain the flexibility to switch levels of theory
for both the EM solvers and molecular drivers, proceed-
ing from simplified models to realistic large-scale calcula-
tions. This flexibility may potentially catalyze the explo-
ration of different research fronts in light-matter inter-
actions, which typically adopt a particular level of the-
ory for describing either the light or matter component.
Because the MaxwellLink framework greatly simplifies
the procedure and flattens the learning curve of self-
consistent light-matter simulations, future method de-
velopment for more accurate and efficient light-matter
simulations also becomes more approachable.

To demonstrate the capabilities of MaxwellLink, we
provide four examples ranging from model systems to re-
alistic calculations: (i) superradiance [43, [44] of a large
collection of TLSs in two-dimensional (2D) vacuum; (ii)
radiative energy transfer from a TLS donor to an HCN
molecule acceptor described by different levels of the-
ory in three-dimensional (3D) vacuum; (iii) vibrational
strong coupling of liquid water confined in a single-mode
cavity [24] versus a one-dimensional (1D) Bragg res-
onator; and (iv) vibrational heating of a few hundred gas-
phase HCN molecules near a 3D plasmonic metamaterial.
These four examples not only offer a glimpse into the sci-
entific problems MaxwellLink can address, but also high-
light unique features of the code, such as the concurrent
connection with a large collection of molecular drivers,
the flexibility of switching levels of theory for both the
EM field and molecules, and the parallel acceleration of

the EM solver and molecular drivers.

This manuscript is organized as follows. Sec. [[I] re-
views various numerical frameworks for simulating both
light and matter and provides a unified description of
these frameworks within MaxwellLink. Sec. [l intro-
duces the implementation details and code structure of
the package. Sec. [[V] presents selected demonstrative
calculations. Finally, Sec. [V] concludes this work and
outlines the future development of MaxwellLink.

II. THEORY

In this section, we outline different levels of theory
for self-consistent light-matter dynamics implemented in
MaxwellLink.

A. Schemes for propagating classical EM dynamics

Under two fundamental assumptions — (i) a classical
description of the EM field and (ii) restriction to electric-
field coupling with molecules — the propagation of the
EM field in the time domain falls into three primary cate-
gories: simulating Maxwell’s equations (i) on a real-space
grid, (i) within a normal-mode basis, or (iii) by directly
applying analytical solutions of the Maxwell’s equations
under simplified conditions. Below, we demonstrate that
all the three EM propagation schemes can be uniformly
integrated into the MaxwellLink framework.

1. Classical Mazwell’s equations on a spatial grid

We begin with the classical Maxwell’s equations: [45]

0:D(r,t) =V x H(r,t) — Jmal(r, 1), (1a)
0;B(r,t) = =V x E(r,1). (1b)

Here, the displacement field D is related to the electric
field E via

D(r,w) = Eoﬁr(r,w)E(raW% (2)

where ¢y denotes the vacuum permittivity, and the di-
mensionless quantity € (r,w) represents the relative per-
mittivity, or dielectric function, of the classical media. As
this relation is defined in the frequency domain, updating
E(r,t) requires a convolution of D(r, ') during prior time
steps t’ < t. Similarly, the magnetic B field is related to
the magnetic H field via B = yH. For non-magnetic ma-
terials, i = pgo, the vacuum magnetic permeability. The
propagation of D, H, E, and B fields, and the represen-
tation of the matter by classical dielectric functions, can
be efficiently solved using standard FDTD algorithms,
which simulate EM fields in staggered temporal-spatial
grid, also known as the Yee’s cell [46].

While using classical dielectric functions to repre-
sent the matter component is generally sufficient for



describing linear optical spectroscopy, it is often desir-
able to directly include realistic microscopic molecules
in Maxwell’s equations. In our framework, the micro-
scopic molecular response to the EM field is encoded in
the classical molecular current density Jo1(r, ), defined
as [20, 22]

Nmo1

Jmol(r7t> = Z 8t’PTr;1Lol(r>t)’ (3)
m=1
where P71 (r,t) represents the classical polarization den-
sity of molecule m.

Having introduced the classical Maxwell’s equations,
we proceed to evaluate the classical polarization density
of each microscopic molecular site, P, (r,t). We ex-
press this quantity as follows:

mol (T ) = D i (K, (1), (4)

i=x,y,z

where pi represents the classical dipole moment of the
m-~th molecular site along direction ¢ = z, y, z, evaluated
under the point-dipole approximation, and +y is the rescal-
ing factor of light-matter coupling (y = 1 by default).
The spatial kernel function k!, (r) is oriented along di-
rection i = x,y, z, and is normalized over the volume of
molecular distribution €2,,,:

/ dr k! (r)
Q’IYL

Although the molecular size and polarization distribution
are typically orders of magnitude smaller than that of the
EM wavelength, we adopt a strategy in which the spatial
width of the kernel function s, (r) is set approximately
one-tenth of the relevant EM wavelength, being the same
order of magnitude as the spatial resolution of FDTD
simulations. The goal of this strategy is twofold. On
the one hand, this strategy still ensures the point dipole
approximation for microscopic molecules with respect to
the EM wavelength, while avoiding the use of a very fine
spatial grid in FDTD simulations; on the other hand,
as shown immediately below, it effectively smooths the
self-emitted EM field compared to the treatment of as-
signing the molecular polarization on a single grid point,
thus avoiding dealing with numerical singularities when
evaluating the light-matter coupling.

Given the molecular polarization density in Eq. ,
standard EM theory defines the classical light-matter
coupling for molecule m as

=1 (5)

Vi = —/ dr E(r,t) - P, (r, t). (6)
Q”YL

Here, the electric field encompasses both the longitudi-
nal (E|) and transverse (E_) components (E = E|+E_)
[47], i.e., both the photonic (from E; ) and electrostatic
interactions (from E, such as dipole-dipole coupling) be-
tween the environment and the local molecular site are

treated at the level of classical electric fields. Conversely,
short-range interactions internal to a specific molecular
site remain accurately described by the specific level of
molecular theory employed.

Then, by substituting the definition of Pj. (r,t) in

Eq. into Eq. @, we obtain a simpler form of the
light-matter coupling:

V== 3 sl OB ). (72)

i=x,y,z

Here, the regularized electric field amplitude Ef (t) is
defined as

Bu0= [ @B ()

In other words, molecular dipole m now effectively expe-
riences a regularized electric field vector

E,(t) = [E7, (), B4(8), E7 (2)]. (7¢)

Since Em(t) is computed by weighting the raw elec-
tric field E(r,t) with the spatial kernel function &, (r),
E,.(t) does not inherit the singular spatial fluctuations
in E(r, t), thereby avoiding numerical instabilities in cou-
pled EM-molecular simulations.

From a practical perspective, introducing the regular-
ized electric field E,,(t) proves advantageous for EM-
molecular communication. As the regularized electric
field vector E,, (t) can be efficiently computed within the
FDTD engine, MaxwellLink needs only send the three-
component vector E,,(¢) to each molecular driver. In
return, each molecular driver then transmits a three-
component vector f,, = [pE,, (¥, 1%] for constructing
the molecular current density in FDTD [cf. Egs. (3
and ([)]. Given this minimal inter-code communication
overhead, MaxwellLink is capable of efficiently simulat-
ing a large number of molecular sites interacting with the
FDTD engine.

2. Classical photonic dynamics in normal modes

An alternative strategy for simulating the EM field
involves propagating classical photonic dynamics in a
normal-mode basis. This method avoids constructing the
EM field on a real-space grid; however, it is typically
practical only for simplified boundary conditions where
the photonic mode functions can be expressed either an-
alytically or semi-analytically.

For example, a recent mesoscale cavity molecular dy-
namics (CavMD) [35] scheme utilizes the following field
Hamiltonian:

2
N 1 1 ) - £ (rn)
H = — 2 + 7(,‘_}2 + —m
F kEA 2pk,\ oWk <Qk/\ Em \/awk
(8)



Here, prx, qix, and wy denote the momentum, position,
and frequency of a photonic normal mode defined by wave
vector k = |k| and polarization vector &, (satisfying &, -
k =0). (1) is the dipole operator of molecular site m,
and fi(r,,) represents the value of the photonic mode
function at the position of this molecular site (r,,).

Each photonic normal mode is governed by the follow-
ing classical Newtonian equation of motion:

Gixn = —Wi ks — Eiadix. (9a)

Here, the effective light-matter coupling ey is defined as

Wk

13 =
kX m?

where V denotes the effective volume of the photonic en-
vironment. The total molecular dipole moment dj) ex-
perienced by photonic mode kA is evaluated by

d]g,\ = Z \/17<Il(m)> . fk/\(rm)y (90)

(9b)

where (---) denotes the molecular mean-field average.

By rewriting the light-matter coupling in Hamiltonian
as —y . E,, - 1™ and differentiating Hamiltonian
with respect to (™), we obtain the effective classical
electric field vector Em(t) experienced by molecular site
m:

2
E,(t)=-) [Ek)\QkA(t) + i‘%\dm(t) Vi (tm).
kA k

(10)
The term containing the €7, factor on the right-hand side
arises from the dipole self-energy term in Hamiltonian
©)-

In the single-mode limit, assuming a cavity photon
mode polarized along both the x- and y-directions, the
photonic mode function can be set as fyy = /1/Vey,
where A = z,y and e, denotes the corresponding unit
vector. The current version of MaxwellLink implements
photonic normal-mode dynamics under the single-mode
limit only, although extending the implementation to
normal-mode dynamics beyond this limit is straightfor-
ward.

It is evident that in the normal-mode basis, each molec-
ular site m requires only the local 3D electric field vector
E,,, similar to the FDTD case. Each photonic normal
mode requires dj ), the total dipole moment of all molec-
ular sites weighted by the photonic mode functions; this
quantity can be constructed on the fly once the EM en-
gine gathers the dipole moment vectors of all molecu-
lar sites. Hence, in both the FDTD and normal-mode
cases, the communication load between the EM engines
and each molecular driver becomes exactly the same,
thereby enabling the uniform implementation of these
two schemes within the MaxwellLink framework.

8. Using analytical solutions of Mazwell’s equations

For EM fields interacting with materials, Maxwell’s
equations in the time domain can be formally solved,
leading to Jefimenko’s equations [45]. For quantum emit-
ters in a dielectric medium, the radiative interaction be-
tween the EM field and local quantum emitters can be
evaluated analytically using the dyadic Green’s function
approach [48] 49]. For a classical emitter in vacuum, it
is also well established that the radiative self-interaction
can be represented analytically as the Abraham-Lorentz
force [45].

While these analytical results account for the back-
action from the molecules to the EM field, a simpler
treatment ignores this back-action. This approximation,
sometimes known as the classical path approximation
[50], is widely applied in the study of light-matter in-
teractions. Under this approximation, for example, in
1D vacuum a simple wave form of the electric field can
be used to excite molecules:

E(z,t) = E(z — ct), (11)
assuming propagation along the z-axis. Naturally, ana-
lytical solutions of Maxwell’s equations can also be in-
tegrated into the MaxwellLink framework, where a lo-
cal three-dimensional E-field vector E(z,t) is required to
propagate a molecular site.

Table [[| summarizes the three EM solvers available in
the initial version of MaxwellLink, each representing a
numerical scheme introduced above for propagating the
EM dynamics.

B. Molecular dynamics under EM fields

Having introduced three schemes for propagating EM
fields that can be uniformly integrated within the
MaxwellLink framework, we now outline three different
classes of molecular equations of motion available in the
initial version of MaxwellLink: (i) model Hamiltonians;
(ii) classical or Born—Oppenheimer molecular mechanics;
and (iii) first-principles electronic nonadiabatic molecu-
lar dynamics. For simplicity, we focus on the description
of a single molecular site below, thereby omitting the in-
dex m used to distinguish between different molecular
sites.

1. Model quantum systems

MaxwellLink supports two types of model quantum
systems: (i) a simple two-level system (TLS), and (ii)
arbitrary open quantum model Hamiltonians via an in-
terface with the QuTiP package [I5]. In both cases, the
propagation of model Hamiltonians follows the standard
von Neumann equation:

d i [a =~
Zht) = =1 [H =B p0)] - LI (12)



TABLE I. Available EM solvers in MaxwellLink.

EM solvers Equations of motion Description
MeepSimulation Eq. Full-feature FDTD solver by interfacing MEEP
SingleModeSimulation Egs. (]E -(10 A single cavity mode for simplified EM dynamics
LaserDrivenSimulation Eq. (11 Custom electric fields, no back-action from molecules

TABLE II. Available molecular drivers in MaxwellLink. [

Molecular drivers Equations of motion

Description

tls Eq.
qutip Eq.
ase Eq.
lammps Eq.
rttddft E

q. (18]
Pes. (1) & 1)

rtehrenfest

Lightweight driver for a TLS
Interfacing QuTiP for custom model Hamiltonians

Interfacing ASE for first-principles Born—-Oppenheimer MD
Modified LAMMPS code with fix mx1 (socket mode only)

In-house code for RT-TDDFT using Psi4 integrals

In-house code for RT-Ehrenfest dynamics using Psi4 integrals

a All molecular drivers support both the embedded (non-socket) and socket modes except lammps.

In the case of the TLS driver, the field-free Hamilto-
nian is given by H = (8 hgo ), where wy is the transition
frequency. The transition dipole moment operator f is
defined as ft = pgpie;6,, where pg; denotes the magni-
tude of the transition dipole moment, the unit vector e;
(i = x,y, z) defines the orientation of the dipole vector,
and 6, = (9 §) represents the Pauli-z matrix. Note that
Lindblad dissipation L[p] is not supported in the basic
TLS driver. When utilizing the QuTiP interface, users
must supply a custom H, fi, and optionally £[p] to prop-
agate arbitrary open model Hamiltonians.

At each EM time step, following the propagation of
Eq. (12)), the time derivative of the dipole moment ex-
pectation value is calculated:

d . d ..

o () =Tr <dtpu> :
This quantity is required to evolve Maxwell’s equations
[cf. Egs. and ()] using FDTD. For the TLS, the
analytical form § (1) = —2wopo1Im(por)e; is derived
by substituting Eq. into the trace in Eq. ,
where Im(pp;) denotes the imaginary component of the
off-diagonal coherence in the density operator. Addition-
ally, (f1) is computed to propagate photonic dynamics
under the normal-mode basis.

(13)

2.  Classical Born—Oppenheimer MD

The second class of molecular drivers for MaxwellLink
enables the coupling of Maxwell’s equations to classi-
cal Born—-Oppenheimer MD. Generally, when molecules
evolve on the electronic ground-state potential energy
surface, the classical nuclear Hamiltonian is written as:

H = Hy({Pu}, {Ru}) — - E(1).

Here, Ho({P,}, {Rn}) represents the standard field-free
(kinetic + potential) nuclear Hamiltonian, which de-
pends on the momenta ({P,}) and coordinates ({R,})

(14)

of all atoms; p denotes the classical molecular dipole vec-
tor, calculated by

B = Z QnRru (15)

where @, is the partial charge of the n-th atom.

In practice, the interaction with the external field is
implemented by modifying the molecular forces at each
time step:

e (t) = F29(1) + QE(). (16)
These updated nuclear forces are then employed to prop-
agate the classical MD.

To communicate with the FDTD engine, the molecular
driver transmits the time derivative of the dipole vector
at each time step:

where V,, denotes the velocity of the n-th atom. For
communication with the normal-mode photonic engine,
the molecular drivers also transmit the dipole vector ()
of each molecular site.

Two molecular drivers are available in this category: (i)
first-principles Born—-Oppenheimer MD supported by the
ASE Python interface [16]; and (ii) classical empirical or
machine-learning force-field MD achieved by directly con-
necting to the open-source LAMMPS code [17]. Specifi-
cally, to facilitate communication between MaxwellLink
and LAMMPS, we developed a custom fix mxl com-
mand within LAMMPS that handles socket communica-
tion and associated calculations.

3. RT-TDDFT and RT-Ehrenfest dynamics

Beyond model systems and Born—Oppenheimer MD,
the electronic dynamics of realistic molecules can be



propagated via real-time electronic structure theory, i.e.,
by solving the time-dependent Schrédinger equation for
many-electron molecular systems. Within the class of
real-time electronic structure methods, the RT-TDDFT
approach is widely utilized due to its computational effi-
ciency [38, [39].

Analogous to the model systems, RT-TDDFT propa-
gates the von Neumann equation for the electronic den-
sity matrix Pg:

d e i e n —e e
ZPo(t) = — [Fo(t) —E@)- g, P(t)] . (19)

Here, F¢ represents the closed-shell electronic Kohn-—
Sham matrix, and fig = (pe", pg?, pe®) denotes the vec-
tor of electronic dipole matrices along the Cartesian coor-
dinates. While the von Neumann equation is propagated
in the orthogonal atomic orbital basis (denoted by the
subscript o), the electronic Kohn—-Sham matrix must be
constructed in the non-orthogonal atomic orbital basis

(denoted by the absence of the subscript ,):

FO(t) = Hopo + 3P (0K [P ()] +(1-C) VL [P(1)]-

(19)
Here, HY,, denotes the core Hamiltonian, which includes
the electronic kinetic energy and the electrostatic interac-
tion with nuclei (treated as fixed point charges); Je¢, K®°,
and Vg  represent the electronic Coulomb interaction,
Hartree-Fock exchange interaction, and the exchange-
correlation potential under the adiabatic approximation,
respectively. The parameter 0 < ¢ < 1 interpolates the
theory between the Hartree—Fock limit (¢ = 1) and the
pure density functional theory (DFT) limit (¢ = 0). Hy-
brid DFT functionals employ a value of 0 < ¢ < 1. Be-
cause the J®, K, and V$_ terms depend on the elec-
tronic density matrix, F¢(¢) must be reconstructed at
each time step, a procedure distinct from that adopted
in model system calculations.

Since the electronic Kohn—Sham matrix is constructed
and propagated in different bases, a basis transforma-
tion between the non-orthogonal and orthogonal atomic
orbital bases is required at each time step:

P — (871 2Pr (s /%
Fg — [Se]—l/QFe[Se]—l/Q)

(20a)
(20Db)

where S° denotes the electronic overlap matrix, which
is generally not an identity matrix when localized Gaus-
sian atomic-orbital basis functions are used. The basis
transformation for the dipole matrix vector fi$ follows
the same procedure as that for F¢.

In conjunction with the RT-TDDFT electronic dynam-
ics, classical nuclear dynamics can be propagated on a
mean-field electronic surface, leading to the RT-Ehrenfest
scheme [40, 41, 51, [52]. The associated mean-field nuclear
force is defined by

Fn - *V"U[Pe(t), {Rn}] + Zn]:jn (21)

where U[P¢(t), {R,,}] represents the molecular energy as-
sociated with the Fock matrix F°(t) — E(t) - i°, and Z,

denotes the atomic number of nucleus n. Here, both the
electronic and nuclear responses to the electric field are
accounted for in the force calculations.

To propagate Maxwell’s equations using FDTD |[cf.
Egs. (3)) and ], we also calculate the time derivative of
the dipole moment expectation value at each time step:

4 () = 2m (jtpe@me) +X%Ve @

where £P¢(t) is calculated using Eq. (I8), and V,, de-
notes the velocity of each nucleus. The prefactor 2 ac-
counts for both the a and  electrons in restricted Kohn—
Sham calculations. The negative electronic charge is in-
corporated into the definition of fi®. When communicat-
ing with normal-mode photonic dynamics, (fi) for each
molecular site is also computed.

In both the RT-TDDFT and RT-Ehrenfest Python
drivers, electronic matrices are constructed using elec-
tron integrals from the Psi4 quantum chemistry pack-
age [I8]. This open-source reference implementation
serves as a benchmark baseline for future integration be-
tween MaxwellLink and more efficient electronic struc-
ture packages, which are primarily closed source at
present.

Table [[Mlsummarizes the six molecular drivers available
in MaxwellLink.

I1III. IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

Having introduced the fundamental theory, we now
provide an overview of the MaxwellLink framework. To
provide a universal light-matter engine, MaxwellLink
adopts a modular design principle. As shown in Fig.
the EM solver module interacts with abstract Molecule
instances, which are agnostic to the level of theory used
to describe the underlying molecules. Instead, these in-
stances store only EM-relevant information, such as the
molecular coordinates in real EM space and the spatial
kernel function required for calculating the regularized
electric field vector (in FDTD solvers). All Molecule in-
stances communicate concurrently with a SocketHub in-
stance, which manages the socket interface between the
abstract Molecule instances and the external molecular
drivers. Leveraging this socket communication protocol,
the EM solvers and molecular drivers can be initialized
on separate computing nodes or even distinct HPC sys-
tems, thereby enabling large-scale light-matter simula-
tions. For local simulations on a single computing node,
the Python-based molecular drivers can also attach di-
rectly to the abstract Molecule instances, bypassing the
socket communication layer; however, the C++ molec-
ular driver (our modified LAMMPS code) functions ex-
clusively in socket mode. The design of the socket com-
munication layer is inspired by the open-source i-PI code
for advanced MD simulations [19].
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FIG. 1. Modular design in the MaxwellLink package for self-consistent EM-molecular simulations. The EM
solver interfaces with various abstract Molecule instances, which store only EM-relavent information such as the molecular
location and size within a real-space EM grid. These abstract Molecule instances communicate with external molecular drivers

via a SocketHub instance using the TCP/UNIX socket protocol.

The corresponding Python input for launching MaxwellLink

simulations is provided in Code Listing[I}] Python molecular drivers can also attach directly to the abstract Molecule instances

without employing the socket interface.

During the initialization phase, the molecular drivers
configure themselves according to the time step At de-
fined by the EM solver. During time propagation, each
abstract Molecule instance (indexed by m) calculates the
regularized electric field vector E,, at its location and
transmits E,, to the SocketHub. After gathering {E,,}
from all Molecule instances, the SocketHub distributes
each vector to its corresponding independent molecular
driver. In turn, the driver returns the time derivative of
the molecular dipole vector, which is used to construct
the molecular current density for FDTD calculations. If
normal-mode photonic simulations are being performed,
the driver also returns the molecular dipole vector itself.

Since time-dependent molecular states are stored
within the individual drivers, ensuring robustness is crit-
ical. After all, drivers may lose connection during simu-
lations even within stable network environments. To ad-
dress this issue, we implement several strategies: (i) The
SocketHub returns dipole information to the EM solvers
to advance to the next time step only after all drivers have
successfully completed their calculations for the current
step. (ii) If a molecular driver disconnects, the simulation
pauses to await reconnection, while the hub preserves the
field data for the interrupted step. (iii) Upon the launch
of a new molecular driver to replace the failed one (which
involves reading the latest internal molecular state from
the disk), the driver receives the preserved field data.
This ensures it rejoins the simulation and recomputes
the interrupted step, restoring a state consistent with its
peers. (iv) In all Python drivers, a two-phase commit
model is employed for additional stability. At each time
step, the drivers perform a trial step, calculating dipole
information without immediately updating their internal

state. Once the hub confirms receipt of messages from
all drivers, it collects the data, and all drivers commit
their new internal molecular states. This model ensures
all molecular drivers advance synchronously. (v) Beyond
these internal safeguards, users are encouraged to fre-
quently save checkpoints comprising the EM field and
molecular states to facilitate simulation restarts.

The three EM solvers and six molecular drivers cur-
rently available in MaxwellLink are summarized in Ta-
bles [l and [1l Users can view the MaxwellLink documen-
tation website for a comprehensive description of these
solvers and drivers plus tutorials for launching various
light-matter simulations [42]. A sample Python input
file for launching MaxwellLink simulations is provided in
Code Listing [1] for reference. Readers are referred to the
documentation website for detailed instructions on code
usage [42]. Tt is also worth-noting that MaxwellLink uses
atomic units when communicating with molecular drivers
and EM solvers; see Appendix [A] regarding units conver-
sion between the native units in the MEEP FDTD code
and atomic units.

The MaxwellLink package is openly accessible on
Github  (https://github.com/TaoELi/MaxwellLink)
and supports the standard Python package installer
(pip).

import maxwelllink as mxl
import maxwelllink.sockets as mxs

host, port = mxs.get_available_host_port ()
hub = mxl.SocketHub(host=host, port=port,
timeout=10.0, latency=1le-4)

molecule = mxl.Molecule(
hub=hub,


https://github.com/TaoELi/MaxwellLink

center=mxl.Vector3(0, 0, 0),
size=mxl.Vector3(1, 1, 1),
sigma=0.1,

dimensions=2,

)

sim = mxl.MeepSimulation (
hub=hub,
molecules=[moleculel],
time_units_£fs=0.1,
cell_size=mp.Vector3(8, 8, 0),
boundary_layers=[mp.PML(3.0)1],
resolution=10,

)

# Molecular drivers can run in terminals as:

# mxl_driver --model tls

# or using a Python wrapper of the above command
launch_driver (host, port)

sim.run(steps=400)

Code Listing 1. Sample Python input for MaxwellLink on
propagating self-consistent EM-molecular simulations. Meep
FDTD code is used as the EM solver, and the TCP/UNIX
socket interface is applied for EM-molecular communication.

IV. RESULTS

Having reviewed the fundamental theory and imple-
mentation details of the MaxwellLink package, we now
present four illustrative examples that demonstrate the
capabilities and flexibility of the code for both model-
system and large-scale calculations. The simulation pa-
rameters are described in Appendix

A. Superradiance in vacuum: Connecting to many
drivers

A pivotal feature of MaxwellLink is the employment
of regularized electric fields E(t) to describe light-matter
interactions. As discussed in Sec. [} introducing regu-
larized electric fields offers two primary advantages: (i)
eliminating numerical singularities [30, [31] arising from
the interaction between molecules and their self-emitted
electric fields in FDTD; and (ii) significantly reducing the
communication cost between the EM solver and molecu-
lar drivers.

To assess the efficacy of regularized electric fields in
MaxwellLink, Fig. [2] presents the radiative decay dy-
namics of N TLSs collocated in 2D vacuum. Quantum-
mechanically, when these TLSs are initialized in the same
quantum state, their excited-state population P, follows
a uniform exponential decay:

P,(t) = Py(t = 0)eNranmt (23a)
where Pe(t = 0) denotes the initial electronic excited-
state population, and yqm represents the spontaneous
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FIG. 2. Superradiance of N TLSs in 2D vacuum. (a)
Time-resolved excited-state population dynamics where the
TLSs are initialized in the same coherent state. Simulation
results for N = 1 (solid red) and N = 4 (solid blue) TLSs
are compared with the corresponding analytical spontaneous
emission decay dynamics (black dotted). (b) Time cost for
TCP socket communication per TLS driver. Up to 2'° inde-
pendent TLS drivers, initialized across 32 computing nodes
(4096 CPU cores), connect to the MEEP EM solver concur-
rently via TCP socket communication.

emission rate for a single TLS in 2D vacuum [53]:

|Mge|2W%Ls

2heqc? (23b)

QM =

The N-scaling in the exponent of Eq. is attributed
to Dicke superradiance [43], wherein the spontaneous
emission rate of the ensemble is enhanced linearly with
respect to the number of molecules under the long-wave
approximation, as each TLS experiences the constructive
interference of electric fields emitted by all other TLSs.
Fig. depicts the excited-state population dynamics
of a single TLS (solid red) and four TLSs (solid blue) ob-
tained from semiclassical MaxwellLink simulations uti-
lizing classical EM fields. Here, all TLSs start from the
same initial coherent state (cg,ce.) = (v/0.9999,0.01). In
these semiclassical simulations, the decay of the excited-
state population is induced solely by the classical radia-
tive self-interaction between the TLSs and their emit-
ted electric fields, while quantum fluctuations of the EM



field are excluded. As established in previous literature
22, 54l 55], such semiclassical radiative decay dynam-
ics reproduce full quantum results exactly in the weak
excitation limit. Consistent with this conclusion, our
semiclassical decay dynamics agree with the analytical
quantum dynamics [Eq. , dotted black lines], given
the initial condition |ce(t = 0)|? = 10~* within the weak
excitation limit. This agreement confirms that the use of
regularized electric fields successfully removes numerical
singularities in the light-matter interaction.

Fig. further evaluates the MaxwellLink stepping
time by incorporating up to N = 2!¢ independent TLS
drivers. These drivers, initialized on 32 computing nodes
(utilizing 4096 CPU cores) on the Purdue Anvil HPC
system [56], connect to the MEEP EM solver via TCP
socket communication. Under this connection mode, the
expected MaxwellLink stepping time can be decomposed
into:

Attotal - AtEM + MaX[Atdriver] + Atsockety (24)

which comprises the stepping time for the EM solver
(Atgm), the slowest molecular driver (Max[Atgyiver]),
and the socket communication latency (Atsocket). In this
2D superradiance example, both Atgy and the internal
computation time of the drivers are negligible due to the
use of simplified model systems; consequently, the major
contribution Atgocket is expected to scale linearly with
the number of TCP drivers connected to the EM solver
in the ideal limit.

Fig. demonstrates that Atiota/N remains stable
at approximately 0.5 ms for up to N = 2!6 indepen-
dent drivers connected concurrently to the EM solver.
This suggests a uniform socket communication time per
driver (~ 0.5 ms) for inter-node communication via TCP
sockets. This stable and low latency is achievable be-
cause the communication payload per driver is minimal
(three floating-point numbers) due to the implementation
of regularized electric fields.

Importantly, the demonstration with 26 drivers does
not imply that MaxwellLink simulations of collective
light-matter interactions are bounded by this number.
Since each driver connected via TCP sockets can rep-
resent an ensemble of multiple real molecules (see Fig.
, the total molecular count can be significantly higher.
In realistic scenarios, to optimize communication costs,
it is computationally advantageous to connect the EM
solver to a smaller set of molecular drivers (e.g., sev-
eral thousand), each containing many realistic molecules
and experiencing a unique EM environment. With this
strategy, the explicitly simulated number of molecules
in light-matter dynamics may potentially approach the
macroscopic limit.
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FIG. 3. Radiative energy transfer from a TLS donor
to an HCN acceptor in 3D vacuum. (a) Excited-state
spectrum of the HCN molecule at its optimized geometry,
calculated at the B3LYP /cc-pVDZ level of theory. The in-
house RT-TDDFT code within MaxwellLink (dotted red) is
compared with the LR-TDDFT calculations available in Psi4
(solid black). (b) Energy gain in the HCN acceptor for an
excited TLS donor transferring energy via classical electric
fields (setup shown in the inset). The HCN acceptor is mod-
eled using varying levels of theory: RT-TDDFT (solid red),
RT-Ehrenfest dynamics (dash-dotted gray), a TLS containing
only the strongest electronic transition in HCN (solid black),
and multi-level models using the QuTiP interface containing
the lowest 30 (dashed cyan) or 182 (dotted blue) TDDFT
singlet states. The kinetic energy contribution in the RT-
Ehrenfest dynamics is highlighted by the shadowed gray re-
gion.

B. Resonance energy transfer: Heterogeneous
simulations

The second important feature of MaxwellLink is the
capability of performing light-matter simulations with
heterogeneous molecular drivers, as the modular imple-
mentation in MaxwellLink avoids exposing molecular de-
tails directly to the EM solver. This feature enables mul-
tiscale light-matter simulations, where specific molecules
are described by high-level theory while the remaining
are treated using reduced models.

Fig. [3] showcases this heterogeneous simulation ca-
pability using the example of resonance energy transfer



[57, 58] from a TLS donor to an HCN molecule acceptor
in 3D vacuum. The HCN molecule is described at the
B3LYP/cc-pVDZ level [69H62]. With the optimized ge-
ometry aligned along the z-direction, as shown in Fig. B,
the HCN excited-state spectrum calculated using the in-
house RT-TDDFT code from MaxwellLink (dotted red)
agrees exactly with that obtained from linear-response
TDDFT (LR-TDDFT, solid black) [63H66] via built-in
Psi4 routines. Notably, the strongest electronic transi-
tion appears at we, = 13.384 eV, with the corresponding
transition dipole moment p, = 1.703 a.u. oriented along
the z-direction.

Subsequently, a TLS donor with this frequency w, =
13.384 eV and a larger transition dipole moment p, =
170.3 a.u. is placed at a distance of 3.6 nm from the
HCN molecule (Fig. [Bp inset). When the TLS is ini-
tialized in a coherent state (cg,ce) = (1/v/2,1/v/2) and
the HCN molecule starts from the ground state, the TLS
radiates classical electric fields, subsequently driving the
HCN molecule through resonance energy transfer.

Fig. Bb depicts the energy gain in the HCN molecule
during the resonance energy transfer process. The energy
gain described by RT-TDDFT (solid red) rises during the
initial 1 fs and then reaches a plateau. When nuclear
motion is allowed, the energy gain using RT-Ehrenfest
dynamics (dash-dotted gray) matches the RT-TDDFT
result exactly during the first 1 fs, whereas the subse-
quent nuclear motion in RT-Ehrenfest dynamics leads to
a mild enhancement of the energy gain at later times; see
the shadowed gray region for the corresponding kinetic
energy contribution.

When a TLS is used to represent this HCN acceptor
with only the strongest TDDFT electronic transition in-
cluded (solid black), the corresponding energy gain is
significantly reduced. Going beyond the TLS approxi-
mation, if the HCN acceptor is modeled by a multi-level
model Hamiltonian using the QuTiP interface, including
the 30 lowest TDDFT singlet states (dashed cyan) yields
dynamics similar to those of the TLS acceptor, whereas
including all 182 TDDFT singlet states (dotted blue) re-
covers the RT-TDDFT limit (solid red).

Overall, this simulation not only cross-validates var-
ious molecular drivers, but also demonstrates the flexi-
bility of MaxwellLink for multiscale light-matter simula-
tions. In particular, switching between different levels of
theory for describing the HCN acceptor requires changing
only a single line in the input file.

C. Vibrational strong coupling: From single-mode
CavMD to Maxwell-MD

Apart from supporting multiscale molecular simula-
tions, MaxwellLink also enables users to flexibly vary
the level of theory for the EM solver in light-matter sim-
ulations. This feature provides a convenient platform for
examining the approximations used for modeling the EM
field.
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FIG. 4. Vibrational strong coupling of liquid water
using MaxwellLink. (a) IR spectra of liquid water un-
der single-mode CavMD, where a lossless cavity mode at
we = 3550 cm ™! (vertical dashed line) is coupled to the lig-
uid water dipole moment along the z-axis. (b) Corresponding
Maxwell-MD simulation results for liquid water confined in a
1D Bragg resonator. The inset displays a visualization of the
1D Bragg resonator (dielectric layers in the background and
EM fields represented by color gradients) and the correspond-
ing transmission spectrum. The three dashed vertical lines in
the inset correspond to the three vibrational bands of liquid
water. In the single-mode CavMD and Maxwell-MD simula-
tions, a single LAMMPS driver, containing varying numbers
of H,O molecules, is coupled to the single-mode or MEEP
FDTD EM solver, respectively. (c) MaxwellLink stepping
time versus the number of CPU cores used by the LAMMPS
driver. The driver code utilizes MPI for parallel calculations
of Nu,o0 HyO molecules, with the number of CPU cores equal
to Nu,0/216.



As an illustrative example, Fig. [ compares vibrational
strong coupling for liquid water confined in a single-mode
cavity versus a realistic 1D Bragg resonator. Building
upon previous CavMD simulations of liquid water un-
der vibrational strong coupling [24], Fig. reports the
IR spectra of liquid water in free space (bottom black
line) versus those coupled to a single-mode cavity (col-
ored lines). This classical single-mode cavity is polarized
along the z-direction, with a frequency w. = 3550 cm™!
(vertical orange line) set at resonance with the O—H
stretch band of liquid water, utilizing the g-TIP4P/F
force field via the LAMMPS driver. When this cavity
mode is coupled to Ng,0 = 216 molecules, an effec-
tive coupling strength of ¢ = 4 x 107* a.u. [c.f. Eq.
] yields a Rabi splitting of approximately 800 cm™*
(brown line). As the molecular number increases by fac-
tors of M = 23, 43, and 8% (corresponding to the orange
through yellow lines, respectively), the Rabi splitting re-
mains constant, provided the light-matter coupling scales
as e’ =¢/vVM.

Moving beyond the single-mode CavMD implemented
in MaxwellLink using the single-mode EM solver,
employing the MEEP FDTD solver enables coupled
Maxwell-MD simulations of vibrational strong coupling.
For simplicity, we replace the single-mode cavity here
with a 1D Bragg resonator [67]. As shown in the in-
set of Fig. [p, this 1D Bragg resonator consists of two
mirrors separated by A\/2, with each mirror composed
of five periodic dielectric layers spaced by A/4. With
A = 2.818 pm, this Bragg resonator supports a cavity
mode at frequency 3550 cm ™!, as indicated by the cavity
transmission spectrum in the inset.

Fig. [dp plots the corresponding IR spectra of liquid wa-
ter when the molecular system is placed at the center of
the 1D Bragg resonator. With Ny,0 = 216 molecules ex-
plicitly included (brown line), we achieve strong coupling
for the water O—H stretch mode by artificially enhanc-
ing the current density of the water system by a factor
of v =10° [c.f. Eq. (4)]. Additionally, due to the inclu-
sion of a realistic cavity geometry, the librational band
of liquid water around 700 cm™! also splits into a pair
of polariton peaks. This occurs because the librational
band (indicated by the left vertical dashed line in the
inset) coincides with a low-frequency mode of the Bragg
resonator.

Similar to the single-mode simulation case, when the
molecular number increases by factors of M = 23, 43, and
8% (from orange to yellow lines, respectively), the Rabi
splitting of approximately 600 cm™' remains constant
when the rescaling factor is reduced to 4" =~/ V/M. This
trend suggests that vibrational strong coupling of liquid
water in a 1D Bragg resonator requires approximately
2 x 10'2 HyO molecules (where M = 10'° and v/ = 1).
We note that the Maxwell-MD simulation directly yields
this molecular number without estimating the effective
cavity volume V), whereas simplified approaches, such as
single-mode CavMD (which relies on the effective cou-
pling strength e, depending on the effective cavity volume
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V), cannot directly provide this quantity.

Technically speaking, the simulations in Fig. [] in-
volve the connection between an EM solver and a sin-
gle LAMMPS molecular driver via TCP sockets. For
simulations with enlarged molecular systems, Fig. [k
reports the MaxwellLink stepping time as the num-
ber of CPU cores used for the MPI parallelism of the
LAMMPS code, as the CPU core number increases pro-
portionally to the simulated molecular number. Com-
pared to the standalone LAMMPS simulation of liquid
water (gray triangles), the modest increase in stepping
time for MaxwellLink coupled with LAMMPS demon-
strates the efficiency of our implementation.

D. Vibrational heating of molecules near plasmonic
metamaterials

As a final demonstrative example, we apply
MaxwellLink to explore how a realistic 3D IR plas-
monic metamaterial induces spatially inhomogeneous vi-
brational heating within a molecular ensemble.

As illustrated in Fig. [Bh, this plasmonic metamaterial
consists of a square lattice of cylindrical platinum (Pt)
rods supported by a semi-infinite silicon (Si) substrate
[68]. In the absence of adsorbed molecules, FDTD sim-
ulations reveal that the metamaterial supports a surface
plasmonic mode at frequency w, = 3492 cm~! (Fig. [5b)
when excited by a plane-wave Gaussian pulse at normal
incidence propagating along the z-axis. Because the in-
cident Gaussian pulse is polarized along the y-direction,
the electric field distribution of this plasmonic mode (Fig.
) exhibits strong enhancement within the gaps between
neighboring cylindrical Pt rods along the y-axis. Lever-
aging the periodicity of the metamaterial in the zy-plane,
a single unit cell comprising a Pt rod and the Si sub-
strate is simulated via FDTD. The simulation domain
spans 2.8 x 2.8 x 16.5 um3, corresponding to a total of
8.28 x 109 grid points. To handle this computationally
demanding calculation, MPI parallel acceleration is em-
ployed for the MEEP FDTD engine using 128 CPU cores.

Subsequently, a square lattice of Ngcn = 256 HCN
molecules is positioned within this unit cell in the xy-
plane, 0.125 pym above the top surface of the Pt rod. The
HCN molecules are described at the B3LYP/cc-pVDZ
level of theory and possess a high-frequency C—H stretch
mode at w, = 3466 cm~! (Fig. 7 dashed green line).
Because this vibrational mode is nearly resonant with the
plasmonic frequency, we apply the same Gaussian pulse
to excite the hybrid plasmonic-molecular system, prop-
agating the molecular dynamics using 256 independent
molecular drivers in MaxwellLink. Due to the flexibility
of MaxwellLink, the HCN molecules are propagated us-
ing TLSs, first-principles Born—Oppenheimer MD, or RT-
Ehrenfest dynamics, as shown in Figs. [fd-f. However, de-
spite the level of theory for describing the molecules, dur-
ing pulse excitation, molecules located within the gaps
along the y-direction exhibit greater energy gain than
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FIG. 5. Vibrational heating of HCN molecules on top of 3D plasmonic metamaterials. (a) The simulation setup
contains a square lattice of HCN molecules (oriented along the y-direction) above a 3D plasmonic metamaterial consisting of
a square lattice of cylindrical Pt rods on a semi-infinite Si substrate. A single unit cell containing one Pt rod and 256 HCN
molecules is simulated, with periodic boundary conditions applied along the xy-plane and absorbing boundary conditions along
the z-direction. (b) Absorption spectrum of the plasmonic metamaterial in the absence of HCN molecules. This geometry
supports a surface plasmonic mode near resonance with the C—H stretch mode of HCN at w, = 3466 cm™' (dashed green).
(c) Electric field intensity distribution in a unit cell following a y-polarized Gaussian pulse excitation of the plasmonic mode
in the absence of molecules. (d)-(f) Real-space energy gain distribution of individual HCN molecules under the same Gaussian
pulse excitation of the hybrid plasmonic-molecular system. The molecules are simulated using (d) TLSs, (e) first-principles
Born-Oppenheimer MD, and (f) RT-Ehrenfest dynamics at the BSLYP /cc-pVDZ level of theory.

the remaining molecules. This result is consistent with
the electric field intensity distribution obtained from the
FDTD simulation in the absence of HCN molecules (Fig.
). Note that the difference of absolute numbers in
the energy gain of the three methods arises from the
approximations made in defining light-matter coupling
(Appendix .

This example highlights the capability of MaxwellLink
to perform large-scale light-matter simulations involving
realistic 3D plasmonic geometries interacting with a large
collection of first-principles molecules.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have introduced the MaxwellLink
package, which provides a flexible and unified framework
for self-consistent light-matter simulations. In contrast
to existing light-matter simulation codes, MaxwellLink
offers a uniform Python interface for flexibly switching
between levels of theory for both the EM solver and
molecules, ranging from model systems to large-scale re-
alistic calculations. Additionally, through a TCP/UNIX

socket interface and an MPI-aware implementation, it
enables the simultaneous parallel acceleration of the EM
solver and molecular drivers across different computa-
tional nodes or even separate HPC systems — a feature
that is particularly appealing for large-scale light-matter
simulations. MaxwellLink is also accompanied by a de-
tailed documentation website and tutorials [42], facili-
tating the adoption of the package by newcomers and
students.

The examples presented in this manuscript showcase
the potential of MaxwellLink as a research tool in
fields such as quantum optics, plasmonics, polariton-
ics, and spectroscopy. More extensive applications of
MaxwellLink will be reported in future work.

Looking forward, additional EM solvers and molec-
ular drivers, particularly advanced electronic structure
packages or GPU-accelerated EM solvers, may be inte-
grated into MaxwellLink to enable more efficient, large-
scale production calculations. This package can also
serve as a versatile platform for method development
aimed at addressing fundamental limitations of the cur-
rent self-consistent light-matter scheme, such as the clas-
sical approximation of the EM field and the restriction to



purely electric field interactions. Overall, the open-source
MaxwellLink framework has the potential to transform
self-consistent light-matter simulations from a niche com-
putational tool used by a handful of research groups
into a widely accessible resource for the broader scien-
tific community.
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VII. DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The simulation examples presented in this manuscript
were performed using MaxwellLink v0.2, the initial pub-
lic release of the code available on GitHub: https:
//github.com/TaoELi/MaxwelllLink. The input scripts
and post-processing files for these examples are archived
in a separate GitHub repository (https://github.com/
TaoELi/maxwelllink_examples).

Appendix A: Units conversion between MEEP and
MaxwellLink

In MaxwellLink, atomic units are employed for com-
munication between the abstract Molecule instances and
the molecular drivers. However, because FDTD engines
typically utilize different unit systems, the conversion be-
tween the FDTD native units and atomic units requires
further clarification.

For example, MEEP operates in a dimensionless unit
system where ¢ = ¢g = pg = 1. By additionally set-
ting i = 1 and defining the FDTD time unit as 7¢ (in
femtoseconds), the unit system can be fully determined.
Consequently, the time step in MEEP is converted to
atomic units as:

Ata.u. = AtMEEP X Tgg X 41341373, (Al)

where the constant 41.341373 converts 1 fs to atomic
units. During the initial communication handshake,
MaxwellLink instructs the molecular drivers to use At, ..
for propagating molecular dynamics.
__ Upon evaluation of the regularized electric field vector
E, MaxwellLink converts the electric field from MEEP
units to atomic units via:
-6
E 1.292954 x 107° ~

au. = 3 EvEeep. (A2)
Tis
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This conversion relation is derived as follows. One
atomic unit of electric field is defined as |e|/4mer3 ;s
where e and 7gon denote the elementary charge and
Bohr radius, respectively. In MEEP units, where ¢y =

= h = 1, the dimensionless fine structure constant
a = e?/4reghe yields |e|] = Vara. Given the MEEP

time unit [T] = 7 x 1 fs, the length scale is rgon./c
= 1.765101 x 10~* fs = 1.765101 x 10~*/7 in MEEP
units. Hence, 1 a.u. of electric field corresponds to
Vara/[4m(1.765101 x 1074 /7¢)?] = 7.734616 x 10° x 77
in MEEP units, which represents the inverse of Eq. .

Subsequently, MaxwellLink also converts the dipole
time derivative returned by the driver from atomic units
to MEEP units:

fyvmerp = 2.209800 x 1073 x fi,, . (A3)

This conversion is determined by preserving the dimen-
sionless  quantity t2E- f/h. By setting t = 1 fs, the equal-
lty Tfs EMEEP NMEEP = 41. 34137457582 X E&u I’La u.s
combined with the substitution of Eq. . yields the
conversion factor above.

Appendix B: Simulation Details

To facilitate the reproduction of the reported exam-
ples, we provide the FDTD parameters in Table [[TI] For
all simulations, the TCP socket interface was applied for
the communication between EM solvers and molecular
drivers. The other important simulation details are out-
lined below.

1. Superradiance

All N TLSs were positioned at the center of the 2D
FDTD simulation cell within the xy-plane. Each TLS,
characterized by a frequency wrps = 0.242 a.u. and
a transition dipole moment w1, = 187 a.u. aligned
along the z-axis, was initialized in an identical coherent
state (cg,ce) = (v/0.9999,0.01). For benchmarks utiliz-
ing up to N = 216 TLS drivers, the transition dipole mo-
ment of individual TLSs was rescaled to p12 = 187/\/]V.
This rescaling ensured that the radiative decay lifetime
remained constant independent of the total number of
TLSs, a condition crucial for accurately comparing the
MaxwellLink stepping time as the number of connected
drivers varied.

2. Energy transfer

3D FDTD calculations were performed in vacuum.
The TLS donor frequency was set to we, = 13.384 eV, with
a transition dipole moment of pl = 170.3 a.u. aligned
along the z-axis. The initial quantum state was prepared

as the superposition (cg, cc) (v/1/2,4/1/2). For the
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TABLE III. FDTD parameters for the four examples in Sec. [[V]

Example Cell volume [;ng’ﬂ PML thickness [nmﬂ Az [nm] At [fs] Molecule location(s) [nm]
Superradiance 0.24 x0.24 x0 90 3 5x107° (0, 0,0)

Energy transfer 0.048 x 0.048 x 0.048 18 0.6 1073 (£1.8, 0, 0)

Strong coupling 23.3x0x0 5.64 x103 2.4 x10? 0.4 (0, 0, 0)
Plasmonic heating 2.8 X 2.8 x 16.5 5 x10% (2 only) 25 4.2 x1072 2D square lattice

2 The geometric center of the FDTD simulation cell is set as the origin of the coordinate system.

b Absorbing boundary conditions are implemented via perfectly matched layers (PML) applied to all boundaries of the simulation cell.
¢ The spatial kernel function of each Molecule instance assumes a normalized Gaussian distribution with a width parameter o = Az,

matching the FDTD spatial resolution.

HCN acceptor, the B3LYP functional [59H61] and the cc-
pVDZ basis set [62] were employed for both RT-TDDFT
and RT-Ehrenfest calculations. The HCN acceptor was
initialized in its optimized ground-state geometry and
oriented along the z-axis, separated from the TLS donor
by a distance of 3.6 nm along the x-axis. For the RT-
Ehrenfest dynamics, the Li—Tully—Schlegel-Frisch inte-
gration scheme (the nuclear-position-coupled midpoint
Fock integrator) [40] was implemented, augmented by
an additional predictor-corrector procedure [69] to im-
prove accuracy, following a recent implementation [52].
The electronic propagation time step was set identical
to the FDTD At, while nuclear gradients were evaluated
every 100 electronic propagation steps. When modeling
the HCN acceptor as a TLS, the strongest TDDFT elec-
tronic transition (we = 13.384 €V, u, = 1.703 a.u., ori-
ented along the z-axis) was selected. When representing
the HCN acceptor with a multilevel model Hamiltonian,
the lowest 30 or 182 TDDFT singlet states (including the
ground state) were included.

3. Strong coupling

The 1D Bragg resonator comprised two mirrors sepa-
rated by a distance of \/2, where each mirror consisted of
five periodic dielectric layers spaced by A/4. Each dielec-
tric layer, characterized by a refractive index of n = 2,
possessed a width of A/8. Given A = 2.818 pm, this
Bragg resonator supports a cavity mode at a frequency
of 3550 cm 1.

For simulations involving Np,o = 216 water molecules,
the initial configuration was adopted from a thermally
equilibrated geometry at 300 K, as described in previ-
ous work [24] utilizing the -TIP4P /F force field [70]. A
single 100-ps NVE trajectory was computed to evaluate
the IR spectrum. The spectrum was subsequently ob-
tained by computing the Fourier transform of the dipole
autocorrelation function of the liquid water system [24].

For enlarged water systems, the initial geometry was
generated by replicating the Ny,0 = 216 water configu-
ration, followed by a 20-ps NVT equilibration to relax the
replicated system. All water simulations were conducted

using the LAMMPS driver.

4. Plasmonic heating

The Pt/Si plasmonic metamaterial model was con-
structed to reproduce the FDTD simulations described
in Ref. [68]. Specifically, the cylindrical Pt rod possessed
a radius of r = 1.11 pym and a height of 0.2 ym. This rod
was placed atop a uniform Pt layer with a thickness of 0.3
pm. Beneath the Pt layer, a uniform Si substrate with
a thickness of 2.0 um was employed. Perfectly matched
layers (PML) with a thickness of 5.0 pum were applied at
the top and bottom boundaries along the z-axis to imple-
ment absorbing boundary conditions. Periodic boundary
conditions were imposed in the zy-plane; see also Ref.
[71] for detailed parameters.

A total of 256 HCN molecules were distributed on a
2D square lattice in the xy-plane, positioned 0.125 pm
above the top surface of the Pt rod. All HCN molecules
were oriented along the y-axis. Each HCN molecule was
initialized in the electronic ground state near its opti-
mized geometry. The molecular electronic structure was
described at the B3LYP /cc-pVDZ level of theory.

For Born—-Oppenheimer MD simulations, the ASE
driver was employed with fixed partial charges [cf. Eq.
(15)] assigned as Qc = —0.247, Qn = —0.003, and
Qu = 0.250, a major approximation which may not accu-
rately evaluate light-matter coupling. For RT-Ehrenfest
dynamics simulations, the nuclear time step was set equal
to the FDTD At, while the electronic degrees of freedom
were propagated for 36 substeps per nuclear step. In
cases where the HCN molecules were modeled as TLSs,
the transition frequency was set to w, = 3466 cm™!,
matching the high-frequency C—H vibrational mode of
HCN. The transition dipole moment of each TLS was set
to p12 = 0.15 a.u. along the y-axis.

A complex-valued plane-wave Gaussian pulse, centered
at frequency of 3.5 pm~! with a width of 0.3 um™!, was
applied to excite the system at normal incidence along
the z-axis. The Gaussian pulse was polarized along the
y-axis, with the amplitude set to 5.8 x 1072 a.u. (5 x 10*
in native MEEP units). Each simulation was propagated
for a duration of 200 fs. The energy gain of each molecule
was computed by taking the average energy during the
200-fs trajectory.
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