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Molecular exciton polaritons are hybrid states resulting from the strong coupling of molecular
electronic excitations with an optical cavity mode, presenting a promising approach for control-
ling photophysical and photochemical properties in molecular systems. In this study, we develop a
semiclassical theory for molecular exciton-polariton dynamics using the truncated Wigner approxi-
mation (TWA) to explore the collective behavior of molecular electronic excited states under strong
light-matter coupling. Our approach expands the previously developed TWA theory for molecular
vibration-polariton dynamics (J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2024, 20, 3019–3027) by incorporating
semiclassical treatment of quantum coherence between ground and excited molecular states. We
initially apply the TWA theory to a simplified system of molecules modeled as two-level (spin-1/2)
systems, omitting vibronic coupling. The semiclassical results derived from applying the TWA to
single-spin operators demonstrate excellent agreement with full quantum dynamic simulations in
systems with a sufficiently large number of molecules. Lastly, the TWA theory is extended to incor-
porate molecular vibronic coupling, revealing the dynamic polaron decoupling effect, where quantum
coherence between molecular excitations is preserved under strong light-matter coupling.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Molecular exciton polaritons represent a fascinating
class of hybrid light-matter states that emerge when
molecular electronic excitations are strongly coupled with
an optical cavity mode. This interaction forms new quasi-
particles, which combine the properties of both exciton
(molecular excited states) and photons (cavity modes).
The field of exciton-polaritons has garnered considerable
interest due to the potential for controlling photophys-
ical and photochemical properties of molecular systems
in novel ways [1, 2]. By tuning the light-matter coupling
strength, researchers can significantly alter the energy
landscape [3] and dynamic behavior of molecules, offer-
ing new possibilities for applications in enegy conversion,
molecular electronics, and catalysis [4].

One of the most exciting aspects of molecular exci-
ton polaritons is their ability to modify the excited-state
dynamics of molecules within optical cavities. Numer-
ous experimental studies have demonstrated their im-
pact on a wide range of processes, such as altering re-
action kinetics, enhancing or suppressing energy trans-
fer pathways [5], and enabling the inversion of excited-
state populations [6]. For instance, strong light-matter
coupling has been used to enhance the conductivity of
organic materials [7], modulate singlet fission rates [8],
and control selective emission pathways through polari-
ton funneling [9]. These phenomena present intriguing
opportunities for the design of next-generation materials
with tailored photonic and electronic properties.

From a theoretical perspective, strong light-matter in-
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teractions give rise to several collective and quantum ef-
fects that are not present in conventional molecular sys-
tems. These include collective enhancement in reaction
rates via superreaction mechanisms [10], Bose-enhanced
energy transfer in polariton condensates [11], cavity-
mediated superconductivity [12], and photon-coupled
chiral-induced spin selectivity [13]. However, modeling
these systems is computationally challenging due to the
sheer number of molecular degrees of freedom involved
and the complexity of their interactions with the cav-
ity mode. Full quantum dynamic simulations become
intractable as the system size increases, especially when
dealing with molecules interacting collectively with a sin-
gle cavity mode.

Given the computational limitations of fully quantum
approaches, it is necessary to develop efficient and scal-
able methods that can accurately capture the essential
quantum features of exciton-polariton dynamics while
allowing for the simulation of large molecular ensem-
bles. The semiclassical truncated Wigner approximation
(TWA) offers a promising solution to this problem [14–
16]. The TWA provides a way to approximate quan-
tum dynamics by evolving classical trajectories in phase
space while still retaining key quantum mechanical ef-
fects, such as quantum fluctuations and coherence. In
this work, we build upon the previous TWA framework
for molecular vibration-polariton dynamics [17], extend-
ing it to include quantum coherence between electronic
ground and excited states. To model a discrete set of N
electronic eigenstates in a molecule, we apply the gener-
alized discrete TWA, where the dynamic observables are
expressed as a set of N 2 Hermitian operators. These op-
erators correspond to the generalized Gell-Mann matrices
supplemented by the identity matrix [18]. For molecules
with only a single excited state (N = 2), the Gell-Mann
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matrices simplify to the three Pauli matrices, commonly
used for spin-1/2 systems [19].
To validate the TWA in this context, we first apply the

theory to a simplified model of molecules treated as two-
level systems (i.e., spin-1/2 systems), omitting vibronic
coupling. This approach allows us to focus on the purely
electronic degrees of freedom and their interaction with
the cavity mode. By comparing the semiclassical results
to full quantum dynamic simulations, we demonstrate
that the TWA yields accurate results for large molecular
systems, even in the ultrastrong coupling regime, where
the light-matter interaction strength is comparable to the
energy scales of the molecules and cavity mode. This is
due to the enhanced mean-field behavior and reduced in-
fluences of quantum correlation and nonlinearity in large
systems. However, when compared to pure mean-field
theory results, it becomes clear that omitting the sam-
pling from the Wigner distribution significantly reduces
the accuracy of the predictions. Finally, by incorporating
nuclear degrees of freedom and including vibronic cou-
pling, we extend the TWA approach to examine the decay
of quantum coherence between electronic excitations in
different molecules. Vibronic interactions introduce ad-
ditional complexity by coupling electronic excitations to
nuclear motions, leading to decoherence and energy dissi-
pation. However, we observe that strong light-mater cou-
pling suppresses the decay of quantum coherence, con-
sistent with predictions based on the dynamic polaron
decoupling effect [10, 20–23].

II. TWA THEORY OF MOLECULAR

EXCITON-POLARITON DYNAMICS

We consider a system consisting of N identical
molecules, each with electronic excitations that are
strongly coupled to a single-mode optical cavity. The
cavity mode has a frequency ωc, and the light-matter
interaction is described using the Coulomb gauge Hamil-
tonian [24, 25]

Ĥ =

N
∑

n=1







∑

j

(

P̂n,j − qjÂ
)2

2Mj
+
∑

k

(

p̂n,k + eÂ
)2

2me







+

N
∑

n=1



V̂ (n)
({

R̂n,j r̂n,k

})

+
1

2

∑

l 6=n

V̂
(nl)
int



+ ~ωcâ
†â,

(1)

where R̂n,j , P̂n,j and r̂n,j , p̂n,j represent the position
and momentum operators for the j-th nucleus and the
k-th electron in the n-th molecule, with corresponding
charges qj and −e and masses Mj and me, respectively.

The terms V̂ (n) and V̂
(nl)
int represent the intra- and inter-

molecular interactions, respectively. The cavity field is
quantized using the annihilation and creation operators
â and â†, and the vector potential operator Â for the

cavity mode is expressed as

Â = A0

(

â+ â†
)

, (2)

where A0 is the amplitude of the vector potential in the
cavity’s vacuum field.
To simplify the Hamiltonian, we eliminate the Â2 term

using the Bogoliubov transformation [26]

â = (cosh r) ĉ− (sinh r) ĉ†, (3)

with er =
√

ω̃c/ωc, where ω̃c =
√

ω2
c + 2α2, and α is

defined as

α =
√

2ωcC/~ (4)

with C given by

C = NA2
0





∑

j

q2j
2Mj

+Ne
e2

2me



 ≃ NNee
2A2

0

2me
. (5)

Here, Ne is the number of electrons in each molecule,
and in the approximation, we neglect the contribution
from the nuclei due to their significantly larger masses
compared to electrons. After applying the Bogoliubov
transformation, the total Hamiltonian is rewritten as

Ĥ =
N
∑

n=1





∑

j

P̂2
n,j

2Mj
+
∑

k

p̂2
n,k

2me





+
N
∑

n=1



V̂ (n)
({

R̂n,j r̂n,k

})

+
1

2

∑

l 6=n

V̂
(nl)
int



+ ~ω̃cĉ
†ĉ

+
e

me

√

ωc

ω̃c

(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

N
∑

n=1

A0 ·
(

∑

k

p̂n,k

)

, (6)

where the interaction of the cavity field with the nuclei
has been neglected due to the much larger nuclear masses
and the off-resonant frequency. The annihilation and cre-
ation operators ĉ and ĉ† continue to satisfy the commu-
tation relation for bosons:

[

ĉ, ĉ†
]

= 1.
For simplicity, we neglect intermolecular interactions,

though these can be included in a generalized version of
the theory. Using the Born-Oppenheimer approximation,
the electronic Hamiltonian for each molecule is diagonal-
ized for a fixed nuclear configuration {Rn,j}, yielding

a set of electronic eigenstates |u(n)ν ({Rn,j})〉 and corre-

sponding eigenvalues ǫ
(n)
ν ({Rn,j}):

Ĥ
(n)
el |u(n)ν 〉 = ǫ(n)ν |u(n)ν 〉. (7)

In the case where the system does not enter the ultra-
strong coupling regime (where the light-matter interac-
tion strength is comparable to the molecular excitation
energies), the analysis can be restricted to a limited sub-
space of N electronic eigenstates. In this subspace, the
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total Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ =

N
∑

n=1





∑

j

P̂2
n,j

2Mj
+

N
∑

ν=1

ǫ(n)ν |u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)ν |



+ ~ω̃cĉ
†ĉ

+
(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

N
∑

n=1

N
∑

ν<µ

[

g(n)νµ |u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)µ |+ h.c.
]

, (8)

where h.c. stands for Hermitian conjugate, and the light-

matter coupling strengths g
(n)
νµ are defined as

g(n)νµ ({Rn,j}) =
e

me

√

ωc

ω̃c

〈

u(n)ν

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

A0 ·
(

∑

k

p̂n,k

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

u(n)µ

〉

.

(9)

The diagonal matrix elements of the momentum operator

p̂n,k vanish, as p̂n,k = (ime/~)
[

Ĥ
(n)
el , r̂n,k

]

, leading to

〈u(n)ν |p̂n,k|u(n)µ 〉 = ime

~

(

ǫ(n)ν − ǫ(n)µ

)〈

u(n)ν

∣

∣

∣r̂n,k

∣

∣

∣u(n)µ

〉

.

(10)

For an N × N Hilbert subspace, we introduce a set

of N 2 Hermitian operators Λ̂
(n)
τ (τ = 1, · · · ,N 2, n =

1, · · · , N), using the generalized Gell-Mann matrices and

the identity matrix Î
(n)

as a complete basis for the elec-
tronic degrees of freedom in each molecule [18]:

Λ̂
(n)
τ=(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν =

1√
2
(|u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)µ |+ h.c.)

for 1 ≤ ν < µ ≤ N , (11)

Λ̂
(n)
τ=(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν+N (N−1)/2 =

1

i
√
2
(|u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)µ | − h.c.)

for 1 ≤ ν < µ ≤ N ,
(12)

Λ̂
(n)
τ=N (N−1)+µ =

1
√

µ(µ+ 1)

(

µ
∑

ν=1

|u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)ν |

− µ|u(n)µ+1〉〈u
(n)
µ+1|

)

for 1 ≤ µ ≤ N − 1, (13)

Λ̂
(n)
τ=N 2 =

√

1

N Î
(n)
. (14)

These operators are orthonormal, satisfying the relation

Tr
{

Λ̂
(n)
τ Λ̂

(n)
χ

}

= δτχ, and they follow the commutation

relation
[

Λ̂(n)
τ , Λ̂(n)

χ

]

= i
∑

ξ

sτχξΛ̂
(n)
ξ , (15)

where the structure constants sτχξ are defined by isτχξ =

Tr
{

Λ̂
(n)
ξ

[

Λ̂
(n)
τ , Λ̂

(n)
χ

]}

. Using these operators, the elec-

tronic degrees of freedom in each molecule can be fully
described. The inverse relations for the projection oper-
ators are given by

|u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)µ | = 1√
2

(

Λ̂(n)
τ + iΛ̂

(n)

τ+N(N+1)
2

)

, (16)

|u(n)µ 〉〈u(n)ν | = 1√
2

(

Λ̂(n)
τ − iΛ̂

(n)

τ+N(N+1)
2

)

(17)

for 1 ≤ ν < µ ≤ N , with τ = (µ − 2)(µ− 1)/2 + ν. The
diagonal projection operators can be written as

|u(n)ν 〉〈u(n)ν | =Î
(n)

N +

N−ν
∑

µ=1

1
√

(N − µ)(N − µ+ 1)
Λ̂
(n)
N 2−µ

−
√

ν − 1

ν
Λ̂
(n)
N 2−N+ν−1 (18)

for 1 ≤ ν ≤ N − 1, and

|u(n)N 〉〈u(n)N | =Î
(n)

N −
√

N − 1

N Λ̂
(n)
N 2−1. (19)

These relations enable the total Hamiltonian to be ex-
pressed in terms of the Λ̂

(n)
τ operators:

Ĥ =~ω̃cĉ
†ĉ+

N
∑

n=1

{

∑

j

P̂2
n,j

2Mj
+

Î
(n)

N

N
∑

ν=1

ǫ(n)ν

({

R̂n,j

})

+
N−1
∑

ν=1

Λ̂
(n)
N 2−N+νf

(n)
ν

({

R̂n,j

})

+
√
2
(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

N
∑

ν<µ

[

Λ̂
(n)
(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+νReg

(n)
νµ

({

R̂n,j

})

− Λ̂
(n)
(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν+N (N−1)/2Img

(n)
νµ

({

R̂n,j

})

]}

.

(20)

The functions f
(n)
ν are defined as

f (n)
ν =

1
√

ν(ν + 1)

ν
∑

µ=1

ǫ(n)µ −
√

ν

ν + 1
ǫ
(n)
ν+1. (21)

The Heisenberg equations of motions for the quantum
operators are

dR̂n,j

dt
=

P̂n,j

Mj
, (22)
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dP̂n,j

dt
=− Î

(n)

N

N
∑

ν=1

∇jǫ
(n)
ν −

N−1
∑

ν=1

Λ̂
(n)
N 2−N+ν∇jf

(n)
ν

−
√
2
(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

N
∑

ν<µ

[

Λ̂
(n)
(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+νRe∇jg

(n)
νµ

− Λ̂
(n)
(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν+N (N−1)/2Im∇jg

(n)
νµ

]

, (23)

dĉ

dt
=− iω̃cĉ−

√
2

N
∑

n=1

N
∑

ν<µ

[

Λ̂
(n)
(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+νReg

(n)
νµ

− Λ̂
(n)
(µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν+N (N−1)/2Img

(n)
νµ

]

, (24)

dΛ̂
(n)
τ

dt
=− 1

~

N 2
∑

ξ=1

{

N−1
∑

ν=1

s(N 2−N+ν)τξf
(n)
ν +

√
2
(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

N
∑

ν<µ

[

s((µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν)τξReg
(n)
νµ

− s((µ−2)(µ−1)/2+ν+N (N−1)/2)τξImg
(n)
νµ

]}

.

(25)

Here, ∇j represents the partial derivative with respect
to the nuclear coordinates Rn,j , and for simplicity, the

explicit dependence of ǫ
(n)
ν , f

(n)
ν , and g

(n)
νµ on the nuclear

coordinates Rn,j has been omitted.
In the TWA framework, the expectation value of an ar-

bitrary operator is approximated by averaging the corre-
sponding Weyl symbol over the phase-space distribution,
which is initially represented by the Wigner function [14–
17]. The equations of motion for the classical variables

Rn,j, Pn,j , c, and Λ
(n)
τ are obtained by replacing the

quantum operators with their classical counterparts in
the Heisenberg equations of motion. We assume that the
photonic, nuclear, and electronic degrees of freedom are
initially uncorrelated, so the total density operator fac-
torizes as

ρ̂tot(t = 0) = ρ̂ph(t = 0)⊗ ρ̂nu(t = 0)⊗ ρ̂el(t = 0). (26)

For the photonic and nuclear degrees of freedom, the ini-
tial Wigner functions are given by

Wph(c) =

∫

d2η

π2
eη

∗c−ηc∗Tr
{

ρ̂ph(t = 0)eηĉ
†−η∗ ĉ

}

(27)

and

Wnu(R,P) =~
D

∫

dDu

(2π)D

∫

dDv

(2π)D
ei(u·P+v·R)

Tr
{

ρ̂nu(t = 0)e−i(u·P̂+v·R̂)}
}

, (28)

where R = {Rn,j}, P = {Pn,j}, u = {un,j}, and
v = {vn,j} are the sets of coordinate and momentum
variables, and D is the total number of nuclear degrees
of freedom. For the electronic degrees of freedom, a dis-
crete probability distribution is used [18, 19]. Specif-

ically, each operator Λ̂
(n)
τ can be decomposed into its

eigenvectors |λ(n)τ 〉 with corresponding eigenvalues λ
(n)
τ ,

such that Λ̂
(n)
τ =

∑

λ
(n)
τ

λ
(n)
τ |λ(n)τ 〉〈λ(n)τ |. In a projective

measurement, the eigenvalues λ
(n)
τ represent the possible

outcomes of measuring Λ̂
(n)
τ . If there are no initial cor-

relations between molecules for the electronic state, the
initial density operator for the electronic degrees of free-

dom is a product state: ρ̂el(t = 0) =
∏N

n=1 ρ̂
(n)
el (t = 0),

and the probability distribution for the classical variable

Λ
(n)
τ is given by

p(n)τ

(

Λ(n)
τ = λ(n)τ

)

=Tr
{

ρ̂
(n)
el (t = 0)|λ(n)τ 〉〈λ(n)τ |

}

. (29)

Here, the possible values of the Λ
(n)
τ is limited to a set

of discrete values λ
(n)
τ . The overall distribution factor-

izes for different variables both within the same molecule
and between molecules. This means that the probabil-

ity of a specific configuration of the set
{

Λ
(n)
τ

}

being a

combination of the eigenvalues λ
(n)
τ is given by

p
({

Λ(n)
τ = λ(n)τ

})

=

N
∏

n=1

N 2−1
∏

τ=1

p(n)τ

(

Λ(n)
τ = λ(n)τ

)

.

(30)

For diagonal initial states, all initial correlations between

Λ̂
(n)
τ operators can be perfectly reproduced by this dis-

crete probability distribution [18]. Even for non-diagonal
pure states, it is possible to transform the state into a di-
agonal form via a local unitary transformation, allowing
the TWA to effectively capture the initial electronic state.

III. TWA DYNAMICS OF EXCITON

POLARITONS

For simplicity, in the following we consider a sys-
tem where the dynamics are restricted to two electronic
states: the ground state |g〉 and the first excited state
|e〉, i.e., N = 2. In this case, the three operators

Λ̂τ (τ = 1, 2, 3) correspond to the Pauli matrices:

Λ̂1 =
|e〉〈g|+ |g〉〈e|√

2
=
σ̂x√
2
, (31)

Λ̂2 =
|g〉〈e| − |e〉〈g|

i
√
2

=
σ̂y√
2
, (32)

Λ̂3 =
|g〉〈g| − |e〉〈e|√

2
=

σ̂z√
2
. (33)

We first analyze the coupled dynamics of electronic and
photonic degrees of freedom, neglecting both nuclear de-
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grees of freedom and cavity loss, where the system ex-
hibits maximum quantum behavior. The Hamiltonian in
this scenario takes the form of the quantum Rabi model:

Ĥ =~ω̃cĉ
†ĉ+ g

(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

N
∑

n=1

σ̂(n)
x − ~ωe

2

N
∑

n=1

σ̂(n)
z

=~ω̃cĉ
†ĉ+ 2g

(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

Ŝx − ~ωeŜz, (34)

where g represents the light-matter coupling strength (as-
sumed real without loss of generality) and ωe denotes the

molecular excitation energy. The operators Ŝx and Ŝz

are the collective spin operators: Ŝx,z =
∑N

n=1 σ̂
(n)
x,z/2.

In accordance with the Thomas-Reiche-Kuhn sum rule
for electronic transitions [27]:

∑

ν

|〈ν|p̂n,k|µ〉|2

ǫ
(n)
ν − ǫ

(n)
µ

=
me

2
, (35)

we establish a lower bound for the parameter α, defined
in Eq. (4):

~α ≥ g

√

2N

Ne

√

ω̃c

ωe
. (36)

For the numerical calculations in this study, we set ~α =
g
√
2N , for which ~ω̃c =

√

(~ωc)2 + 4Ng2.
In the quantum Rabi model, the system’s Hamil-

tonian commutes with the total spin operator Ŝ2 =
∑

α=x,y,z Ŝ
2
α, preserving the quantum number S. If

all the molecules are initially in their electronic ground
states, S = N/2. The quantum dynamics of the cou-
pled molecule-cavity system are obtained by solving the
Schrodinger equation i~∂|ψ〉/∂t = Ĥ |ψ〉 using the basis
states {|S, Sz〉} (Sz = S, · · · ,−S) and the initial condi-

tion |ψ〉(t = 0) = |S, S〉. The matrix elements of Ŝx and

Ŝz in this basis are

〈S, Sz|Ŝx|S, S′
z〉 =

(

δSz,S′
z
+1 + δS′

z
,Sz+1

2

)

×
√

S(S + 1)− SzS′
z, (37)

〈S, Sz|Ŝz|S, S′
z〉 =SzδSz,S′

z

. (38)

To excite the molecules with a short laser pulse, we add
the following term to the Hamiltonian:

Ĥex =~ηf(t)

N
∑

n=1

Λ̂
(n)
1 =

√
2~ηf(t)Ŝx, (39)

where η represents the excitation amplitude, propor-
tional to the laser intensity, and f(t) is a Gaussian en-
velop function:

f(t) = e−[(t−t0)/τp]
2

cos(ωpt). (40)

Here, t0, τp, and ωp are the pulse’s center, duration, and
frequency, respectively. In our calculations, the molecu-
lar excitation energy is set to ~ωe = 2 eV, and the pulse

frequency is resonant with the lower polariton energy,
which is shifted downward from the bare excitation en-
ergy by half the Rabi splitting: ~ωp = ~ωe − g

√
N . The

pulse has a duration of τp = 3 fs, center t0 = 5τp, and
amplitude ~η = 0.3 eV, corresponding to a laser pulse
energy of 1 nJ focused on an area of 10 µm2 [28].
The cavity field is initially in the vacuum state |0〉,

where â|0〉 = 0. Under the Bogoliubov transformation,
this vacuum state becomes a squeezed state

|r〉 = Ŝ(r)|0〉, (41)

where the squeezing operator is

Ŝ(r) = e−r(â†2−â2)/2. (42)

It transforms the field operator as â = Ŝ(r)ĉŜ†(r). The
squeezed state can be expanded in the Fock state basis
as [29]

|r〉 = − 1√
cosh r

∞
∑

n=0

(tanh r)n
√

(2n)!

n!2n
|2n〉. (43)

The Wigner function of the squeezed state is

W (c) =
2

π
e−2|(cosh r)c+(sinh r)c∗|2

=
2

π
exp

{

−2
[

e2r(Rea)2 + e−2r(Ima)2
]}

, (44)

where the variance of the cavity field is scaled by e±2r

along the real (imaginary) axis. The cavity photon num-
ber operator is

n̂c =â
†â

=(cosh 2r)ĉ†ĉ+ (sinh r)2 − sinh 2r

2

(

ĉ†ĉ† + ĉĉ
)

(45)

with the corresponding Weyl symbol

(n̂c)W =cosh 2r

(

|c|2 − 1

2

)

+ (sinh r)2

− sinh 2r

2

(

c∗2 + c2
)

. (46)

Under TWA, the equations of motion for the classical
variables are

dc

dt
=− iω̃cc−

i
√
2g

~

N
∑

n=1

Λn
1 , (47)

dΛn
1

dt
=ωeΛ

n
2 , (48)

dΛn
2

dt
=− ωeΛ

n
1 −

[

4gRec

~
+
√
2ηf(t)

]

Λn
3 , (49)
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dΛn
3

dt
=

[

4gRec

~
+
√
2ηf(t)

]

Λn
2 . (50)

Alternatively, when the total spin S = N/2 is suffi-
ciently large, the Holstein-Primakoff transformation [30]
and a Taylor expansion can be employed to express the
collective spin operators in terms of a bosonic operator:

Ŝz =S − b̂†b̂, (51)

Ŝ+ =

√

2S − b̂†b̂b̂ ≃
√
2S

(

1− b̂†b̂

4S

)

b̂, (52)

Ŝ− =b̂†
√

2S − b̂†b̂ ≃
√
2Sb̂†

(

1− b̂†b̂

4S

)

, (53)

Ŝx =
Ŝ+ + Ŝ−

2
, Ŝy =

Ŝ+ − Ŝ−

2i
. (54)

This allows us to rewrite the total Hamiltonian as

Ĥ =~ω̃cĉ
†ĉ+ ~ωeb̂

†b̂+
√
N

[

g
(

ĉ+ ĉ†
)

+
~η√
2
f(t)

]

×
[(

1− b̂†b̂

2N

)

b̂+ b̂†

(

1− b̂†b̂

2N

)]

, (55)

neglecting constants. When applying TWA to both the

bosonic operators b̂ and ĉ, the corresponding equations
of motion for the classical variables are

dc

dt
=− iω̃cc−

2ig
√
NReb

~

[

1− |b|2 − 1

2N

]

, (56)

db

dt
=− iωeb+ i

√
N

[

2gRec

~
+
ηf(t)√

2

]

×
[

−1 +
b2 + 2|b|2 − 1

2N

]

. (57)

Figures 1 and 2 compare the time evolution of the
number of molecular excitations, nex = 〈N/2 − Ŝz〉,
and the cavity photon number, nph = 〈n̂c〉, as obtained
from quantum dynamic simulations with the results from
applying the TWA to either the single-spin operators

Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3 (Eqs. (47)–(50)) or the bosonic operator b̂ via

the Holstein-Primakoff transformation (Eqs. (56)–(57)).
These comparisons are shown for systems with vary-
ing numbers of molecules, N , while keeping the collec-
tive light-matter coupling strength constant at g

√
N =

0.1 eV = 0.05~ωe and the resonance condition ωc = ωe.
As N increases, the agreement between the semiclassi-
cal TWA results and the exact quantum simulations im-
proves significantly. This trend is evident in the time evo-
lution of both the molecular excitation number and the
cavity photon number. For small systems (e.g., N = 1),
the agreement is poor due to the high nonlinearity as-
sociated with the two-level electronic states of a single
molecule. However, as the system size increases, the en-
hanced mean-field nature and the reduction in quantum
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c d
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FIG. 1: Time evolution of the molecular excitation num-
ber nex obtained from quantum dynamic simulations (black
solid line), compared to results from applying the truncated
Wigner approximation (TWA) to either the single spin op-

erators Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3 (red dashed line) or the bosonic operator b̂

via the Holstein-Primakoff transformation (blue dotted line).
Results are shown for systems with (a) N = 1, (b) N = 8,
(c) N = 16, and (d) N = 32 molecules. The collective light-

matter coupling strength is set to g
√
N = 0.1 eV.

correlation and nonlinear effects leads to a remarkable
improvement in the agreement between the TWA and
quantum dynamics. For N = 8, the TWA already pro-
duces fairly accurate results, and by N = 32, the agree-
ment with the quantum simulations is excellent, particu-

larly when using the single-spin operators Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3. These

results highlight the increasing mean-field character of
the system as the number of molecules grows. Notably,
applying TWA to the single-spin operators yields bet-
ter results than applying TWA to the bosonic operator

b̂, especially for larger systems. For small N , the TWA

approach using Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3 exhibits some initial unphysical

behavior in the time evolution of the cavity photon num-
ber, where negative values appear briefly before the ex-
citation pulse is applied. However, this issue is quickly
resolved as the number of molecules increases, and it be-
comes negligible in systems with larger N .
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of the cavity photon number nph ob-
tained from quantum dynamic simulations (black solid line),
compared to results from applying TWA to either the sin-

gle spin operators Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3 (red dashed line) or the bosonic

operator b̂ using the Holstein-Primakoff transformation (blue
dotted line). Data are presented for systems with (a) N = 1,
(b) N = 8, (c) N = 16, and (d) N = 32 molecules. The

collective light-matter coupling strength is g
√
N = 0.1 eV.

Although the increasing accuracy of the TWA results
in larger systems can be attributed to the enhanced
mean-field behavior, it is important to note that pure
mean-field calculations (i.e., without sampling from the
Wigner distribution) yield significantly less accurate pre-
dictions. Figure 3 illustrates this by comparing the time
evolution of both the molecular excitation number and
the cavity photon number, as obtained from quantum
dynamic simulations, with those from mean-field the-

ory applied to either the single-spin operators Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3

or the bosonic operator b̂. In the mean-field approach,
all physical observables in the classical equations of mo-
tion (Eqs. (47)–(50) and (56)–(56)) are replaced by their
average values, which are assumed to be the same for all
molecules since the molecules are equivalent. The equa-

tions of motions for the average values in Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3-mean-

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

a

80 160 2400 80 160 2400

16

12

8

4

0

b

FIG. 3: Time evolution of (a) molecular excitation number
nex and (b) cavity photon number nph, comparing quan-
tum dynamic simulations (black solid line) with pure mean-
field theory results applied to either the single-spin operators

Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3 (red dashed line) or the bosonic operator b̂ (blue dot-

ted line).

field theory are given by

dc̄

dt
=− iω̃cc̄−

i
√
2gN

~
Λ̄1, (58)

dΛ̄1

dt
=ωeΛ̄2, (59)

dΛ̄2

dt
=− ωeΛ̄1 −

[

4gRec̄

~
+
√
2ηf(t)

]

Λ̄3, (60)

dΛ̄3

dt
=

[

4gRec̄

~
+
√
2ηf(t)

]

Λ̄2. (61)

The initial values of the averages are c̄(t = 0) = 0, Λ̄1(t =

0) = Λ̄2(t = 0) = 0, and Λ̄3(t = 0) = 1/
√
2. Similarly,

the equations of motions for the average values in b̂-mean-
field theory are given by

dc̄

dt
=− iω̃cc̄−

2ig
√
NReb̄

~

[

1− |b̄|2 − 1

2N

]

, (62)

db̄

dt
=− iωeb̄+ i

√
N

[

2gRec̄

~
+
ηf(t)√

2

]

×
[

−1 +
b̄2 + 2|b̄|2 − 1

2N

]

. (63)

The initial condition is c̄(t = 0) = 0, b̄(t = 0) = 0.

For stronger collective light-matter coupling (g
√
N =

0.3 eV = 0.15~ωe), which approaches the ultrastrong
coupling regime [31], Fig. 4 shows the time evolution of
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FIG. 4: Time evolution of (a, b) molecular excitation num-
ber nex and (c, d) cavity photon number nph for systems
of (a, c) N = 32 and (b, d) N = 64 molecules. Comparisons
are shown between quantum dynamic simulations (black solid
line) and results obtained from applying TWA to either the

single-spin operators Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3 (red dashed line) or the bosonic

operator b̂ (blue dotted line). The collective light-matter cou-

pling strength is g
√
N = 0.3 eV.

the molecular excitation and cavity photon numbers for
systems with N = 32 and N = 64 molecules. While the
agreement between the semiclassical TWA results and
exact quantum dynamics is slightly reduced compared to
the weaker coupling case (g

√
N = 0.1 eV), the TWA still

provides reasonably accurate predictions. Importantly,
as with the weaker coupling case, increasing the number
of molecules further improves the agreement between the
TWA and quantum simulations.

Next, we consider systems where nuclear degrees of
freedom are included, introducing vibronic coupling be-
tween the electronic and nuclear states. The potential
energy surface of the electronic ground state is modeled
by a harmonic potential Vg(q) =Mω2

vq
2/2, whereM , ωv,

and q represent the effective mass, frequency, and coordi-
nate of a single vibrational mode. The potential energy
surface of the electronic excited state is similarly modeled

but displaced by q0 to represent vibronic coupling:

Ve(q) = ~ωe +
Mω2

v(q − q0)
2

2
. (64)

The reorganization energy λ0, which quantifies the vi-
bronic coupling strength, is related to the displacement
q0 by λ0 = Mω2

vq
2
0/2, and the Frank-Condon excitation

energy is ∆ǫ = ~ωe + λ0. For simplicity, we assume that
the transition dipole moment is independent of the nu-
clear coordinate.
In the presence of vibronic coupling, the system’s total

Hamiltonian no longer commutes with the collective spin
operator Ŝ2, meaning that the quantum number S is no
longer conserved. Thus, to account for this, we apply

the TWA to the single-spin operators Λ̂
(n)
i=1,2,3. The cor-

responding equations of motion for the classical variables
are derived from the TWA and now include terms for the
nuclear degrees of freedom. These equations describe the
time evolution of the photonic, electronic, and nuclear
variables, while accounting for the vibronic coupling:

dc

dt
= −iω̃cc−

i
√
2g

~

N
∑

n=1

Λn
1 , (65)

dΛn
1

dt
=

[

ωe −
Mω2

vq0
~

(

qn − q0
2

)

]

Λn
2 , (66)

dΛn
2

dt
=

[

−ωe +
Mω2

vq0
~

(

qn − q0
2

)

]

Λn
1

−
[

4gRec

~
+
√
2ηf(t)

]

Λn
3 , (67)

dΛn
3

dt
=

[

4gRec

~
+
√
2ηf(t)

]

Λn
2 , (68)

dqn
dt

=
pn
M
, (69)

dpn
dt

= −Mω2
v

(

qn − q0
2

)

− Mω2
vq0√
2

Λn
3 , (70)

where qn and pn are the nuclear coordinate and momen-
tum of the n-th molecule. It is assumed that there is
no initial correlation between the nuclear degrees of free-
dom of different molecules so that the nuclear Wigner
function of the total system is given by the product

Wnu =
∏N

n=1W
(n)
nu . The initial state of the nuclear de-

grees of freedom is assumed to be the vibrational ground
state of the electronic ground-state potential energy sur-
face Vg(q), with the nuclear Wigner function of each
molecule given by a Gaussian distribution:

W (n)
nu (qn, pn) =

1

πσqσp
exp

[

−
(

q2n
σ2
q

+
p2n
σ2
p

)]

, (71)
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where σq =
√

~/(Mωv) and σp =
√
~Mωv. In the fol-

lowing numerical calculations, the vibrational frequency
is set to ~ωv = 0.1 eV. The cavity frequency is taken
to be in resonance with the Frank-Condon excitation en-
ergy ~ωc = ∆ǫ, and the laser pulse frequency is set to
~ωp = ∆ǫ− g

√
N , accounting for the Rabi splitting.

To investigate the validity of the TWA approach for
molecular exciton-polariton dynamics, we focus on the
quantum coherence between electronic excitations in dif-
ferent molecules. According to polaron decoupling ef-
fect [10, 20–23], strong light-matter coupling can sup-
press the decay of quantum coherence caused by inter-
actions with nuclear degrees of freedom. The quantum
coherence operator, averaged over all pairs of molecules,
is defined as

Ĉee =
1

N(N − 1)

N
∑

n=1

∑

m 6=n

|en〉〈gn| ⊗ |gm〉〈em|

=
1

2N(N − 1)

N
∑

n=1

∑

m 6=n

(

Λ̂n
1 − iΛ̂n

2

)(

Λ̂m
1 + iΛ̂m

2

)

.

(72)

Under the TWA, the expectation value of the quantum
coherence Cee = 〈Ĉee〉 is approximated by averaging the
classical variable

Cee =
1

2N(N − 1)

N
∑

n=1

∑

m 6=n

(Λn
1 − iΛn

2 ) (Λ
m
1 + iΛm

2 )

(73)

since the single-spin operators for different molecules
commute. Moreover, Cee is a real number, as the cor-
relation function changes to its complex conjugate under
the exchange of two molecules.
Figure 5 shows the time evolution of the quantum

coherence Cee for a system of N = 32 molecules un-
der various reorganization energies and collective cou-
pling strengths. The steady-state value of Cee is found
to increase either with decreasing reorganization energy
(when the coupling strength is held constant) or with
increasing light-matter coupling (when the reorganiza-
tion energy is fixed). This behavior is consistent with
the polaron decoupling effect, where strong light-matter
coupling mitigates the decoherence caused by nuclear vi-
brational interactions.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have developed a semiclassical theory based on the
truncated Wigner approximation (TWA) to study the
dynamics of molecular exciton polaritons under strong
light-matter coupling. Initially, we applied the TWA to
a simplified system of two-level molecules (spin-1/2 sys-
tems) without vibronic coupling, focusing on the purely
electronic degrees of freedom interacting with an opti-
cal cavity mode. The results obtained from this model
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FIG. 5: Time evolution of the quantum coherence Cee between
electronic excitations of different molecules for a system with
N = 32 molecules. (a) The collective coupling strength is

fixed at g
√
N = 0.1 eV, while the reorganization energy is

varied: λ0 = 0.01 eV (black solid line), λ0 = 0.03 eV (red
dashed line), and λ0 = 0.1 eV (blue dotted line). (b) The
reorganization energy is fixed at λ0 = 0.01 eV, while the
collective coupling strength is varied: g

√
N = 0.01 eV (black

solid line), g
√
N = 0.03 eV (red dashed line), and g

√
N =

0.1 eV (blue dotted line).

were validated by comparing them with exact quantum
dynamic simulations. Notably, the TWA demonstrated
excellent agreement with quantum simulations for sys-
tems containing a large number of molecules, even in
the ultrastrong coupling regime. This is crucial, as large
molecular ensembles are typically encountered in exper-
imental setups involving optical cavities, and collective
nature of exciton polaritons becomes more pronounced
in such systems.

One of the key findings from our study is the increas-
ing accuracy of the TWA as the system size grows. This
can be attributed to the enhanced mean-field behavior
in larger systems, where quantum correlations and non-
linear effects become less prominent. The agreement be-
tween the TWA and full quantum dynamics highlights
the capability of the semiclassical approach to capture
the essential physics of molecular exciton polaritons, in-
cluding the intricate balance between collective excita-
tions and light-matter interactions.

We next extended the TWA framework to include nu-
clear degrees of freedom, incorporating vibronic coupling
into the dynamics. This extension allowed us to examine
how strong light-matter coupling influences the interac-
tion between electronic and nuclear motions in molecular
systems. The vibronic coupling introduces decoherence
and dissipation into the system, factors that are criti-
cal in determining the overall behavior of molecular ex-
citations. Our results revealed that strong light-matter
coupling can mitigate the decoherence effects typically
caused by nucelar vibrations, preserving quantum coher-
ence between molecular excitations over extended peri-
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ods. This phenomenon, known as the dynamic polaron
decoupling effect, has profound implications for the sta-
bility of quantum states in molecular systems and could
lead to enhanced control over photochemical reactions in
polaritonic environments.
Our work laid the groundwork for future research into

more complex molecular systems and light-matter inter-
actions. The TWA framework developed here can be
applied to multi-level molecular systems, where the inter-
actions between multiple excited states and cavity modes
may lead to even richer dynamics. Future applications of
this approach could provide deeper insights into the de-

sign of polaritonic materials, the control of photochemical
reactions, and the development of new technologies based
on light-matter interactions in confined environments.
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