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We investigate the dynamics of chiral edge states in topological polariton systems under laser
driving. Using a model system comprised of topolgically trivial excitons and photons with a chiral
coupling proposed by Karzig et al. [Phys. Rev. X 5, 031001 (2015)], we investigate the real-time
dynamics of a lattice version of this model driven by a laser pulse. By analyzing the time- and
momentum-resolved spectral function, measured by time- and angle-resolved photoluminescence in
analogy with time- and angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy in electronic systems, we find
that polaritonic states in a ribbon geometry are selectively excited via their resonance with the
pump laser photon frequency. This selective excitation mechanism is independent of the necessity of
strong laser pumping and polariton condensation. Our work highlights the potential of time-resolved
spectroscopy as a complementary tool to real-space imaging for the investigation of topological edge
state engineering in devices.

Light-matter interactions and nonequilibrium dynam-
ics are unifying themes connecting solid state physics,
quantum optics, and atomic and molecular physics. Pho-
tonic engineering in solids ranges from ultrafast dynamics
in pump-probe spectroscopies1–3 via Floquet topological
states4–14 and ultrafast modifications of interactions15–22

to cavity engineering of quantum materials with quantum
light23–38. These manipulations of matter with light usu-
ally involve the fermionic single-particle degrees of free-
dom. By contrast, in polaritonic systems often the de-
scription can be reduced to a purely bosonic theory, for
example of polaritonic condensates39. Here topological
states40,41 have been proposed to exist in a variety of set-
tings, including photonic systems42–45, cold atoms in op-
tical lattices46,47, acoustic48–50 and mechanical51,52 sys-
tems. Recently polaritonic systems hosting chiral topo-
logical edge states were proposed theoretically53–55 and
measured experimentally56. However, for example in the
work by Karzig et al.53 the degree of control over the edge
mode in terms of finetuning of relevant parameters was
not discussed in much detail. In the experimental work
by Klembt et al.56 it was argued that the successful popu-
lation and observation of chiral polariton edge modes was
tied to the formation of a polariton condensate above a
certain threshold power.

Here we show by calculations for a topological po-
lariton lattice model how real-space imaging and time-
resolved spectroscopy go hand-in-hand in demonstrat-
ing selective edge mode excitations by laser driving.
We demonstrate that selective excitation of chiral edge
modes is possible by laser pumping without the necessity
of polariton condensation due to nonlinearities (i.e., with-
out polariton-polariton interactions) if the pump laser
frequency is tuned in resonance with the edge mode. A
complementary real-space imaging reveals the edge local-
ization of the populated modes.

Our setup is shown in Fig. 1. A quantum well (QW)
harbors exciton modes that couple via dipole-dipole in-
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FIG. 1. Illustration of a semiconductor cavity setup. An
isolated quantum well (QW) is placed between two optical
dynamical Bragg reflectors (DBR). The cavity photon modes
are populated by optical pumping and couple to excitonic
states within the QW plane via dipole interaction. The spe-
cific coupling under consideration here yields topological edge
states which can be selectively populated.

teractions to photon modes in a cavity, leading to the
formation of exciton polaritons. As suggested for in-
stance in Ref. 53 the QW could just as well be replaced
by monolayer transition metal dichalcogenides57. We will
assume that there is a chiral coupling between excitons
and polaritons53.

For our calculations we start from a tight-binding
model on a two-dimensional square lattice in a ribbon
geometry, as shown in Fig. 2. Consider a lattice L of size
N = Nx ×Ny with two bosonic modes at each site, rep-
resenting photon and exciton populations, respectively.
In the following, â0i (â1i ) denotes the photonic (excitonic)
field operator at site i. Our model is a generalization
of the Qi-Wu-Zhang model58, also called half Bernevig-
Hughes-Zhang model59,60. We note that bosonic trans-
port in a variation of this model including a non-linear
interaction term has been studied by Weiß61. The Hamil-
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FIG. 2. (a) Real-space lattice structure of a ribbon with peri-
odic boundary conditions in x and open boundary conditions
in y direction. (b) Tight-binding topological polariton band

structure of the resulting from the Hamiltonian Ĥ0 (2) on the
ribbon geometry. The model parameters are t1 = 0.002|t0|,
g0 = 0.2|t0|, ε0 = −4|t0|, and ε1 = −1.796|t0|, with an effec-
tive photon hopping t0 < 0.

tonian has the form

Ĥ(t) = Ĥ0 + F̂ (t) (1)

with the static Hamiltonian

Ĥ0 =
∑
i∈L

∑
d∈{0,dx,dy}

∑
α,β∈{0,1}

tαβ(d)âα†i â
β
i+d (2)

where i+dν is the index of the nearest neighbor of site i in
positive ν ∈ {x, y} direction. The hopping is determined
by the matrices t(0) = diag(−ε0,−ε1) and

t(dx) =

(
t0 ig0/2

ig0/2 t1

)
, t(dy) =

(
t0 g0/2
−g0/2 t1

)
. (3)

Note that t(−dν) = t†(dν) in order for Ĥ0 to be Her-
mitian. The parameters tα are the photon and exciton
hopping amplitudes, εα a constant energy offset, and g0
the exciton-photon coupling strength. Assuming periodic
boundary conditions in both x and y direction, H0 can
be written as

Ĥ0 =
∑
k∈L′

(
â0k
â1k

)†(
τ0(k) g(k)
g∗(k) τ1(k)

)(
â0k
â1k

)
. (4)

Here, L′ denotes the discretized first Brillouin zone of the
lattice,

τα(k) = 2tα [cos(`xkx) + cos(`yky)]− εα (5)

is the tight-binding dispersion, and

g(k) = g0 [sin(`xkx) + i sin(`yky)] (6)

is the momentum-dependent exciton-photon coupling
where `x and `y denote the lattice spacing in the respec-
tive direction. The operators âαk = 1√

N

∑
j∈L e−ik·rj âαj

are obtained from the field operators by a discrete Fourier
transform. The static Hamiltonian has a band struc-
ture that corresponds to a tight-binding approximation
of the continuum model presented by Karzig et al.53. The
momentum-dependence of the coupling g(k) leads to a
non-zero Chern number C± = ∓1 of the upper (+) and
lower (−) polariton band. The time-dependent driving
is implemented by the operator

F̂ (t) = f0e−iωdt â0†i0 + H.c.. (7)

Here, for simplicity, the driving term acts directly only
on the photonic mode α = 0 at a single site i0 which is
located on the open side of the lattice boundary.

In order to show the presence of topological edge states
in the system, we now add cylindrical boundary condi-
tions, with periodic boundary conditions in x direction
and open boundary conditions in y direction (Fig. 2a).
The corresponding band structure obtained by a partial
Fourier transform in x direction is shown in Fig. 2b.

Our simulations are performed in the semi-classical
limit, where the bosonic operators are replaced by
scalar complex fields. This corresponds to restricting
the possible quantum states to the coherent states |ψ〉
parametrized by the scalar complex field ψ ∈ C2N , which
satisfies âαi |ψ〉 = ψαi |ψ〉. Since the Hamiltonian (1), in-

cluding the driving term F̂ (t), is of second order in the
creation and annihilation operators, the coherent states
are closed under the corresponding time evolution. Thus,
if started in a coherent initial state, expectation values
obtained from the semi-classical approach are exact. The
equations of motion for the fields ψαi are (~ = 1)

idtψ
α
i =

∑
β∈{0,1}

d∈{0,±dx,±dy}

tαβ(d)ψβi+d + δi,i0δα,0 f0e−iωdt

(8)

for (i, α) 6= (i0, 0). The initial state is chosen to be the
coherent polaritonic vacuum state with ψαi (0) = 0 for all
i and α.

In the semiclassical approximation, the double-time
lesser Green’s functions can be obtained directly from
the fields as

G<iα;jβ(t1, t2) := −i〈âβ†j (t2)âαi (t1)〉

= −iψαi (t1)[ψβj (t2)]∗.
(9)

From the Green’s functions, we compute the time-
resolved spectral density62

I(ω, k) = =
∫∫

dt1dt2 S(t1)S(t2)eiω(t1−t2)G̃<(k; t1, t2)

(10)
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FIG. 3. (a)–(h) Time- and momentum-resolved spectral density [Eq. (10)] of the laser-irradiated system on a ribbon-shaped
Nx × Ny = 256 × 8 lattice. The grey lines show the equilibrium band structure of the model (2). The driving frequency ωd

varies between subplots and is indicated by the blue line. The spectral density shows the excitation of the states resonant with
the driving laser frequency. Here, the driving amplitude is f0 = 0.2|t0| and the spectral density has been computed at a probe
time of tp = 1600/|t0| with σp = 500/|t0|. The model parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

with the probe shape S(t) = 1
σp

√
2π

exp
(
− (t−tp)2

2σ2
p

)
where

tp is the probe time and σp the Gaussian width of the
probe pulse. The reduced lesser Green’s function used in
Eq. (10) is given by

G̃<(k; t1, t2) = Trα,yFx→k[G<ix,y,α;ix,y,α
(t1, t2)] (11)

which is Fourier-transformed along the periodic ribbon
direction x and traced over y direction. We also trace
here over the photon and exciton index, i.e., we com-
pute the exciton-polariton spectral density. In principle,
it is easily possible to resolve the spectral contributions
of excitons and photons separately, but this will not be
crucial for our analysis of edge localization of pumped
modes below.

In Fig. 3 we present the time- and momentum-resolved
spectral functions, mimicking time-domain photolumi-
nescence spectra, of a continuously irradiated ribbon of
size Nx × Ny = 256 × 8 with laser focused to a lattice
site i0 at the lower edge (y = 0) of the ribbon. The driv-
ing frequency of the external laser is varied to be below
[Fig. 3(a-d)] the topological band gap, within the gap re-
gion [Fig. 3(e)], and above the gap [Fig. 3(g-h)]. As can
be seen from the time-resolved spectral density, the po-
lariton branches are selectively occupied by the resonant
laser excitation, which shows that the external driving
frequency is the main tuning knob for populating polari-

ton branches in the absence of polariton-polariton inter-
actions and associated mechanisms for polariton conden-
sation.

Finally, we analyze in Fig. 4 the edge localization of
the light-induced states through real-space analysis of
the light-induced populations. Fig. 4(a) shows the lo-
calization at the lower edge, i.e., the ratio of intensity at
y = 1 integrated (along the x direction) and the total in-
tensity in the system at a given point in time. A clearly
resonant resonant behavior is observed when the driving
frequency matches the edge state energy of ≈ 1.8|tC |.
The degree of localization is even more pronounced for
the excitonic component of the polariton wavefunction.
In Fig. 4(b) we analyze the localization integrated over
the lower half 1 ≤ y ≤ 4 of the ribbon, which consistently
shows same the resonant behavior. In Fig. 4(c) we show
representative real-space images for the photon and exci-
ton densities in the on-resonance case. Here, besides the
already discussed localization at the lower edge, one can
also observe the chiral propagation of the edge mode from
left to right as indicated by the arrow. By clear contrast,
in Fig. 4(d) both the edge selectivity and chirality of the
laser-pumped polariton populations are absent. These
real-space images thus provide complementary informa-
tion to the spectroscopic pictures presented in Fig. 3.

In summary we have shown lattice model simulations
for the temporally and spatially resolved dynamics of
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FIG. 4. (a)–(b) Fraction of the total population located at
the lowest layer y = 1 (top panel) and within the lower half
of the system 1 6 y 6 4 (bottom panel). The horizontal grey
lines indicate the fraction of the population located in the
same region for a uniform distribution over the full 256 × 8
lattice. (c)–(d) Real-space density of the photon and exciton
field at time t = 1.2 × 103|t0|−1 for resonant (panel c) and
off-resonant (panel d) driving frequency. The driving field is
localized at the bottom right corner of the displayed region.
The direction of chiral propagation of the polariton modes is
indicated by the purple arrow.

chiral topological exciton polaritons. We have demon-
strated the selective excitation of chiral edge modes pro-
vided that the external driving frequency is sufficiently
closely tuned to the topological band gap. An interesting
open question pertains to the role of polariton-polariton
interactions and the question of the importance of con-
densation versus resonant excitation for the experimen-
tally observed chiral edge modes56.

As an upshot from our calculations, it is straightfor-
ward to extend the formalism employed here to compute
time-resolved spectroscopy in periodically driven many-
body systems, both with continuous and ultrashort laser
pulses. Specifically for continuous driving this is the
realm of Floquet engineering63–66 of effective band struc-
tures, which is by itself a rapidly growing research field.
The interface between the different fields of quantum sim-
ulators, nonequilibrium quantum materials science, and
polaritonic condensates promises many interesting appli-
cations for future quantum technologies.
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and G. Pupillo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 223601 (2017).

27 M. A. Sentef, M. Ruggenthaler, and A. Rubio, Science
Advances 4, eaau6969 (2018).

28 M. Rösner, R. E. Groenewald, G. Schönhoff, J. Berges,
S. Haas, and T. O. Wehling, arXiv:1803.04576 [cond-mat]
(2018), arXiv: 1803.04576.

29 F. Schlawin, A. Cavalleri, and D. Jaksch, Phys. Rev. Lett.
122, 133602 (2019).

30 G. Mazza and A. Georges, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 017401
(2019).

31 J. B. Curtis, Z. M. Raines, A. A. Allocca, M. Hafezi, and
V. M. Galitski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 167002 (2019).

32 M. Kiffner, J. R. Coulthard, F. Schlawin, A. Ardavan, and
D. Jaksch, Phys. Rev. B 99, 085116 (2019).

33 D. Hagenmüller, J. Schachenmayer, C. Genet, T. W. Ebbe-
sen, and G. Pupillo, ACS Photonics 6, 1073 (2019), arXiv:
1810.10190.

34 A. A. Allocca, Z. M. Raines, J. B. Curtis, and V. M.
Galitski, Phys. Rev. B 99, 020504(R) (2019).

35 V. Rokaj, M. Penz, M. A. Sentef, M. Ruggenthaler, and
A. Rubio, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 047202 (2019).

36 S. Latini, E. Ronca, U. De Giovannini, H. Hübener, and
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