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Precise control over the electronic and optical properties of defect centers in solid-state materials
is necessary for their applications as quantum sensors, transducers, memories, and emitters. In this
study, we demonstrate, from first principles, how to tune these properties via the formation of defect
polaritons. Specifically, we investigate three defect types—CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN—in monolayer
hexagonal boron nitride (hBN). The lowest-lying electronic excitation of these systems is coupled to
an optical cavity where we explore the strong light-matter coupling regime. For all defect systems,
we show that the polaritonic splitting that shifts the absorption energy of the lower polariton is
much higher than can be expected from a Jaynes-Cummings interaction. In addition, we find that
the absorption intensity of the lower polariton increases by several orders of magnitude, suggesting a
possible route toward overcoming phonon-limited single photon emission from defect centers. Finally,
we find that initially localized electronic transition densities can become delocalized across the entire
material under strong light-matter coupling. These findings are a result of an effective continuum of
electronic transitions near the lowest-lying electronic transition for both pristine hBN and hBN with
defect centers that dramatically enhances the strength of the light-matter interaction. We expect our
findings to spur experimental investigations of strong light-matter coupling between defect centers
and cavity photons for applications in quantum technologies.

INTRODUCTION

Defect emitters in solid-state materials have wide ap-
plicability in scalable and stable solid-state quantum
technologies [1–7]. They are especially suitable as quan-
tum memories [8, 9] or as quantum transducers because
they can interact with a wide range of quantum informa-
tion carriers, such as phonons, magnons, and photons,
across a broad spectral range [10–15]. These defects—
including simple substitutional or vacancy defects, as
well as hybridized defect complexes [16–19]—can intro-
duce spatially localized electronic states whose electronic,
optical, and spin properties can be tuned by coupling
them to external fields, including electric, magnetic, and
strain fields, as well as to waveguides and cavity envi-
ronments [14, 20–26]. Due to their flexible applications,
demands to the properties of defect systems are ever-
increasing, such as specific level structures for the emis-
sion of entangled photonic states [27, 28] or implementa-
tion of multi-qubit photonic gates [29].

For inspiration for additional control over the optical
properties of defect emitters, we turn to recent experi-
ments in polaritonic systems, where the light-matter in-
teraction is strong enough to hybridize electronic exci-
tations of molecules and materials with cavity photon
modes. The light-matter coupling in polaritonic systems
can range from the weak to strong to ultrastrong cou-
pling regimes that each manifest qualitatively different
phenomena. Assuming no losses due to spontaneous emis-
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the 226-atom nanoflake of hexagonal boron
nitride (hBN) with defect centers (in the purple region) inside
an optical cavity. We simulate from first principles the coupling
between the vacuum electric field (yellow-orange) of the optical
cavity and the electronic transitions of defect centers.

sion or other processes, when the cavity loss is larger than
the light-matter coupling rate, the system is in the weak-
coupling regime, characteristically resulting in the accel-
eration of excited state decay via the Purcell effect [30].
When the light-matter coupling rate is larger than the
cavity loss rate, matter excitations hybridize with cavity
photons to form polaritonic states [31–38] that are shifted
in energy from the bare electronic excitations and pho-
ton modes. This coherent, non-perturbative regime is de-
noted as strong light-matter coupling and results in mod-
ifications of, for instance, chemical reactivity [33, 39–45],
optical properties [46–52], and energy transfer [53–57].

There has been previous interest in coupling spin states
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of individual or ensembles of defect emitters in solid-state
materials to MHz- and GHz-frequency cavities [58, 59],
demonstrating tunability of the optical emission of de-
fect centers in diamond and hBN [22, 60–64] among
other semiconducting host materials with wide band
gaps. These experiments are generally within the weak
coupling regime characterized by Purcell enhancement
and enhanced emission intensity at the original emission
frequency. While strong-coupling between optical excita-
tions of a defect and a cavity mode has not been achieved
yet [65], it is a widely sought after goal that has generated
much research interest.

In this paper we study beyond the weak-coupling
regime to the strong-coupling limit between a defect and
cavity mode that is characterized by the shift in emission
frequency due to polariton formation. We demonstrate,
from first principles, how to tune the optical properties of
defect centers by strongly coupling them to cavity pho-
tons and forming defect polaritons. Specifically, we in-
vestigate a flake of monolayer hexagonal boron nitride
(hBN) terminated with hydrogen atoms as a host ma-
terial, which has a wide band gap that is suitable for
hosting spatially localized defect orbitals [19]. In addi-
tion, quantum emission of single photons from defects in
monolayer hBN [66, 67] has been observed, paving the
way for defect centers in 2D materials to be used for
local on-chip computation and state preparation. In ad-
dition to pristine (defect-less) hBN, we study three dif-
ferent defect types: CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN. For all
these systems, we couple the lowest-lying electronic ex-
citation to a single photon mode of an optical cavity. To
quantitatively study defect polaritons in the strong cou-
pling regimes, we turn to the recently developed linear-
response quantum electrodynamical density functional
theory (QEDFT) method [38, 57, 68–70]. With only the
chemical structure and spectral profile of the cavity as
input, QEDFT predicts the effects of non-perturbative
light-matter coupling on the molecular properties, com-
bining the power of parametric cavity quantum electro-
dynamics (cQED) models, theories of open-quantum sys-
tems, and electronic structure theory.

We show that for all four systems, the polaritonic split-
ting that shifts the absorption energy of the lower polari-
ton is much higher than can be expected from a Jaynes-
Cummings-like Hamiltonian. In addition, we find that the
oscillator strength of the lower polariton increases by sev-
eral orders of magnitude while the absorption intensity of
excited states in the electronic conduction band necessar-
ily decreases due to the f-sum rule, suggesting a possible
route toward overcoming loss- and decoherence-limited
single photon emission from defect centers. We find that
transition densities, even those that are localized on de-
fect centers outside the cavity, can become delocalized
across the entire material inside the cavity. These sur-
prising discoveries are a result of a quasi-continuum of
electronic transitions to the conduction band near the
lowest-lying electronic transition for both pristine hBN
and hBN with defect centers that enhances the strength

of the light-matter interaction. We compare our first-
principles results against a cQED and show excellent
agreement. We expect our findings to spur experimen-
tal investigations into strong light-matter coupling be-
tween defect centers and cavity photons for applications
in quantum technologies.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Model defect systems

We model the system depicted schematically in Fig.
1, where a nanoflake of hBN is placed in an optical cav-
ity. In addition to pristine hBN, we simulate three de-
fect systems—CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN whose molecu-
lar structures are shown in Fig. 2—placed at the center
of the hBN nanoflake, marked as the purple region in
Fig. 1. The subscripted letters in the names of the de-
fect systems are the atoms of the hBN nanoflake that
are being replaced, and their substituents CH, C, and
V correspond to a carbon atom bonded to a hydrogen
atom, a carbon atom, and a vacancy, respectively. To the-
oretically model the electronic structure of these defect
systems, we use the pseudopotential, real-space density
functional theory method Octopus [72–74], as it has been
shown that real-space electronic structure calculations on
hexagonal boron nitride (hBN) nanoflakes can be extrap-
olated onto periodic calculations [75, 76]. For the ground
state, we use the Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof (PBE)
generalized gradient approximation exchange-correlation
functional [77], and for the excited state calculation, we
use a functional based on the local density approxima-
tion (LDA) [78, 79]. The 226-atom size of the nanoflake,
of which 34 atoms are hydrogen, supports several unit
cells of host material beyond the spatially localized de-
fect orbitals and should be large enough to simulate bulk
behavior, as discussed further in Appendix A and in Ref.
19.

As shown in Fig. 2(a), the pristine hBN nanoflake
has an energy gap (“band gap”) of 4.25 eV between
the highest-occupied (“valence band maximum (VBM)”)
and the lowest-unoccupied (“conduction band minimum
(CBM)”) Kohn-Sham state. These Kohn-Sham states are
delocalized across the nanoflake. The three defect sys-
tems CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN have an identical band
gap within 1% variation. In addition to these delocalized
electronic states, the defect systems also present 1, 2,
and 3 spatially localized defect orbitals for CHB, CB-CB,
and CB-VN, respectively, where the lowest-lying defect
orbital for each defect system is fully occupied. The na-
ture of these spatially localized defect orbitals is further
described in Refs. 16, 19.

Using the Casida equation of linear-response time-
dependent density functional theory (TDDFT) [80], we
compute the electronic excitation spectrum of the four
systems. Further details on computing the absorption
spectra are presented in Appendix A. For pristine hBN,
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FIG. 2. Energetic structure, geometry, and absorption spectra of pristine and defect systems. As depicted in (a), the nanoflake
of pristine hBN in this study has a calculated energy gap between the highest-lying occupied (“valence band”) and lowest-lying
unoccupied (“conduction band”) Kohn-Sham state of 4.25 eV. Within the band gap the defect systems (b) CHB, (c) CB-CB, and
(d) CB-VN present one, two, and three spatially localized defect orbitals, respectively, where the lowest-lying defect orbital of each is
doubly occupied. B is green, N is white, C is brown, and H is pink. All energies are in eV and are relative to the valence band maximum.
Chemical structures are plotted with VESTA [71]. Absorption spectra of the four systems outside an optical cavity are plotted on
the bottom from (e)-(h). For the pristine flake, the entire absorption spectrum is shown from 4 eV, where the electronic excitation
continuum begins, up to 9 eV, whereas for the defects CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN, the x-axis is limited to show the lowest-lying
excitation up to the electronic excitation continuum. The optical cavity mode, whose energy for each system is marked by orange
arrow, is tuned in resonance with lowest-lying electronic excitation whose character is dominated by the Kohn-Sham states spanning
the purple arrow in the energy diagram. For visual clarity, for the pristine system, ~Γ = 10 meV and ∆ω = 1 meV (as defined in the
text), and for CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN, ~Γ = 1 meV and ∆ω = 0.1 meV. The absorption intensity of the lowest-lying excitation for
CB-CB, not visible on the plot, is 1.5·10−5 eV Å2.

the lowest-lying excitation has energy of 4.25 eV, which
corresponds to a transition between VBM and CBM,
while the energies of the lowest-lying defect systems CHB,
CB-CB, and CB-VN are lower at 4.00, 1.06, and 1.92 eV,
respectively, due to states inside the band gap. For pris-
tine hBN, the lowest-lying excitation energy corresponds
closely to the difference in energy between the highest-
occupied and lowest-unoccupied Kohn-Sham states. For
all four systems, the lowest-lying many-body excitation
is dominated in character by the transition between
the highest-lying occupied and lowest-lying unoccupied
Kohn-Sham states, indicated by the purple arrows in the
energy level diagrams in Fig. 2. Finally, we note that
throughout this manuscript for the pristine hBN and the
defect systems CHB and CB-CB, we plot the x-polarized
absorption spectrum, while for CB-VN, we plot the y-
polarized absorption spectrum; we simply choose the po-
larization direction corresponding to the higher transi-
tion dipole moment in the lowest-lying excitation. The
coordinate axes are shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2(a), where
the out-of-plane direction is given in z-direction.

With these four systems, based on the energy level di-
agrams and absorption spectra in Fig. 2, we sample elec-
tronic transitions with a representative variety of energy
ranges from the near-infrared to the ultraviolet. In addi-

tion, we can investigate the difference between coupling
the cavity mode to electronic transitions of different spa-
tial character and localization, where the lowest-lying ex-
citation in pristine hBN is dominated in character by a
transition between two delocalized states and the defect
systems involve transitions with localized defect orbitals.
Within the defect systems, we note further distinctions:
in CHB and CB-CB, the electronic transition of interest
is between a spatially localized defect orbital and the va-
lence band, and in CB-VN, it is between two localized
defect orbitals and reminiscent of a canonical two-level
system given how spectrally distant it is from the quasi-
continuum of electronic transitions beginning at ∼4.25
eV. We study both CB-CB and CB-VN to understand
the impact of the additional, third defect orbital of the
latter.

Defect polaritons

To form defect polaritons, we strongly couple the four
systems to a single, lossless cavity mode resonant with the
lowest-lying transition. To understand the impact of this
coupling of the optical properties on the defects, we track
changes in the excitation or absorption spectrum. By in-
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putting only the molecular structure and cavity coupling
strength, we solve the Hamiltonian with QEDFT. The
light-matter interaction causes the M electronic excited
states to hybridize with the N photon modes to form
M +N hybrid electron-photon states experimentally ob-
servable in the excitation (or absorption) spectrum. We
briefly describe the theoretical formalism of calculating
the excitation spectrum based on this light-matter in-
teraction in Appendix A and point the reader to more
complete descriptions in Ref. 33, 57, 70.

To demonstrate how the formation of defect polari-
tons changes the optical properties, we plot the absorp-
tion spectrum of CHB inside an optical cavity in Fig. 3.
In this case, we choose an x-polarized cavity mode reso-
nant with the lowest-lying transition at 4.00 eV with x-
polarized transition dipole moment of 0.027 Å and change
the light-matter coupling strength λ from 0.001 to 0.986
eV1/2/nm. In addition, in the same plot we overlay the
logarithm of the weight of the photonic character, defined
further in Appendix A, in the observed polaritonic states.
By tracking the photonic character, we know whether the
photon field is interacting with electronic excitations at a
given energy. At the lowest coupling strength λ = 0.001
eV1/2/nm in Fig. 3(a), where the coupling energy ~gi,k,

defined as −
√

~ωk

2 λk · di for cavity mode k and exci-

tation i, is larger than the spectral broadening ~Γ, the
upper and lower polaritons are both visible as distinct
peaks with approximately equal photonic weight. As the
coupling strength is increased to λ = 0.099 eV1/2/nm in
Fig. 3(b), where the spectral broadening ~Γ is again set
to 30 meV and much greater than the coupling strength,
the lower and upper polaritons are not well resolved from
each other, resulting in a single peak of relatively higher
photonic weight affirming their polaritonic character. As
the coupling strength increases to 0.197 eV1/2/nm in Fig.
3(c), the lower polariton is relatively brighter and con-
tains more photonic character. At λ = 0.493 eV1/2/nm
in Fig. 3(d), the lower polariton becomes even brighter
and shifts lower in energy, while the upper polariton
mixes with the necessarily darker continuum of electronic
transitions >4 eV due to the sum rule [81], increasing
the weight of photonic character throughout the quasi-
continuum of the conduction band states. In Fig. 3(e), the
coupling strength is further increased to 0.986 eV1/2/nm
where we see the lower polariton continue to decrease in
energy while increasing in intensity as the upper polari-
ton quenches the intensity the continuum of electronic
transitions and contributes further to the photonic char-
acter. Here, the lower polariton is at its brightest with
an intensity 10,000 times higher than the bare lowest-
lying electronic excitation in Fig. 2(b). We note that this
change of coupling strength effectively leads to a transi-
tion from a resonant coupling in (a) to an off-resonant
coupling best exemplified in (e). In (a), the typical res-
onant coupling situation with cavity mode with energy
of 4 eV tuned in resonance with the electronic excita-
tion at 4 eV leads to distinct upper and lower polaritons
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FIG. 3. Absorption spectra of an x-polarized cavity mode reso-
nantly tuned to the lowest-lying excitation of CHB for coupling
strength λ of (a) 0.001, (b) 0.099, (c) 0.197, (d) 0.493, and

(e) 0.986 eV1/2/nm. The relative electronic and photonic weight
of each polariton state is overlaid on the absorption curves.
Note that for the top pane, the x-axis range is different and
the spectral broadening ~Γ = 10 µeV and the energy spacing
∆(~ω) = 1 µeV for visual clarity of the upper and lower polari-
tons, while ~Γ = 10 meV and ∆(~ω) = 1 meV for (b)-(e). At
the lowest coupling strength in (a), the lower and upper polari-
tons are distinct, while the quasi-continuum of electronic excita-
tions is largely unchanged relative to the absorption spectrum of
the pristine flake in Fig. 1(e). At higher coupling strengths, the
lower polariton decreases in energy and increases in intensity as
the upper polariton mixes with and quenches the optical activity
of the electronic continuum starting at ∼ 4 eV. As a guide to the
eye in (b)-(e), an arrow marks the maximum of the absorption
spectrum of the quasi-continuum from (b).

split nearly symmetrically about the original excitation
energy, as also observed in the two-level Rabi model [82].
As the coupling strength is increased in (b)-(e), the hy-
bridization of light and matter states now also includes
the states inside the conduction band with high spec-
tral amplitude, leading to an effective detuning. In this
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setup, the main intensity of the matter part is located
around ∼6.2 eV interacting with the frequency of the
photon mode at 4 eV, effectively leading to off-resonant
situation. Due to the detuning in this off-resonant situ-
ation, the photonic character of the lower polariton be-
comes very high. Finally, we note that in Appendix B,
we show how the absorption spectrum changes with non-
zero cavity loss rate κ using the formalism of Ref. [57]
that generalizes QEDFT to dissipative electronmagnetic
environments.

In summary, we observe that the character of the defect
polaritons changes drastically with increasing coupling
strength λ for CHB. The emission peak of the lower po-
lariton remains sharp and becomes orders of magnitude
brighter compared to the lowest-lying electronic transi-
tion outside of the cavity. Meanwhile, the upper polariton
couples to the electronic quasi-continuum, quenching the
optical activity of the latter and distributing photonic
character throughout until the energy of the upper po-
lariton exceeds the quasi-continuum.

In Fig. 4, we compare the changes in the lower po-
lariton upon changing the cavity strength λ for all four
defect systems resonantly tuned to a cavity mode and
note the universality of the behavior described in detail
for CHB in Fig. 3. The cavity mode is x-polarized for
pristine hBN, CHB, and CB-CB and y-polarized for CB-
VN to couple with the corresponding component of the
transition dipole moment of the lowest-lying excitation
with the higher magnitude. Starting with Fig. 4(a), we
plot the energies of the lower polariton. As expected, at
λ = 0.010 eV1/2/nm, the excitation corresponds closely
to the energy of the lowest-lying electronic excitations
plotted at the bottom of Fig. 2. For all four systems,
as the coupling strength λ is increased, the energy de-
creases. While decreasing energy of the lower polariton is
expected for increasing coupling strength, the magnitude
of the change far exceeds what one would naively expect
from a Jaynes-Cummings model. For instance, for CHB,
the coupling energy ~g from coupling only the lowest-
lying excitation with ~ω = 4.00 eV and dx = 0.027 Å to
a photon with cavity strength λ = 0.99 eV1/2/nm should
be 3.7 meV, but the lower polariton is in fact 435 meV
lower in energy compared to the bare electronic tran-
sition. The origin of the higher-than-expected polariton
splitting energy can be understood as follows: while the
cavity mode is tuned in resonance with only the lowest-
lying excitation, as the cavity strength increases and the
upper polariton shifts upward, the cavity mode can then
interact through the upper polariton with higher energy
electronic excited states, effectively enhancing the total
coupling strength and shifting the lower polariton fur-
ther than would be expected from coupling to a sin-
gle electric transition. Notably, the excitation energies
for the systems with the highest energy lowest-lying ex-
citations, pristine hBN and CHB, decrease more for a
given coupling strength λ compared to CB-CB and CB-
VN because the lowest-lying excitations of the former are
closer in energy to the bath of electronic transitions in

the >4 eV range. Due to this polariton-mediated inter-
action with higher energy excited states, we restrict the
coupling strength to 0.986 eV1/2/nm because at this cou-
pling strength, the energies of the lower polaritons have
shifted 10% or even more from the energy of the bare
electronic transition, driving the system into the ultra-
strong coupling regime. We validate our results up to this
coupling strength in Fig. 8 with those from a parametric
cQED model described in further detail in Appendix C
and note excellent agreement.

In Fig. 4(b), we plot the absorption of the lower po-
lariton for increasing cavity strength λ for all four de-
fect systems. All four systems exhibit drastic increases
in absorption and, thus, dipole moment relative to their
bare lowest-lying excitations. The maximum absorption
for each of the four systems—pristine, CHB, CB-CB, and
CB-VN—in the range of coupling strengths considered
corresponds to transition dipole moments of 3.20, 2.95,
1.24, and 1.72 Å, respectively, compared to the transi-
tion dipole moment of their respective lowest-lying exci-
tation of 0.16, 0.027, 0.015, and 0.16 Å. Assuming Fermi’s
golden rule where the emission rate ∝ |d|2, we can expect
the emission rates of these states to increase by 2-4 or-
ders of magnitude and potentially enabling the efficient
emission of single photons by emitting faster than deco-
herence and loss processes; further studies incorporating
effects known to hinder emission of quantum light from
defects, such as electron-phonon coupling, are necessary
to quantitatively predict whether the formation of defect
polaritons enables such phenomena.

We rationalize the differences in how strongly the ex-
citation energy, absorption, and photonic weight respond
to increasing coupling strength among the four systems.
For the two systems with lower lowest-lying excitation
energies that are farther from the onset of the electronic
continuum, CB-CB and CB-VN, the absorption intensities
are lower than for the two systems with higher lowest-
lying excitation energies, pristine hBN and CHB. Just as
the excitation energies of the lower polaritons for the pris-
tine hBN and CHB decrease more with increasing cou-
pling strength than those of CB-CB and CB-VN because
the former are closer in energy to the electronic contin-
uum, lower coupling strengths are necessary to mix the
upper polariton into the continuum and quench the opti-
cal activity of these electronic transitions for the higher
energy lowest-lying transitions in pristine hBN and CHB.
The relatively higher interaction of the photon with the
electronic continuum for pristine hBN and CHB can also
be seen in Fig. 4(c). While the photonic weight of all four
systems is ∼0.5-0.7 when the resonant electronic transi-
tion interacts with the cavity photon mode at the lowest
coupling strength of λ = 0.010 eV1/2/nm, splitting pho-
tonic weight roughly equally between the lower and up-
per polariton, the photonic weight of the lower polariton
decreases more quickly for increasing λ for pristine hBN
and CHB as photonic weight is transferred to the upper
polariton embedded in the electron continuum.

Fig. 4 demonstrates qualitative similarities between
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FIG. 4. Comparison among all four defect systems of the properties of the lowest-lying excitation, namely (a) excitation energy, (b)
absorption intensity, and (c) photonic weight. The coupling strength λ is swept from 0.010 to 0.986 eV1/2/nm. All four systems
exhibit similar behavior where the excitation energy decreases, absorption and thus transition dipole moment increases, and photonic
weight increases from ∼0.5-0.7 to ∼0.9-1 before decreasing with increasing λ. The pristine and CHB defect systems change most
rapidly, as the cavity mode tuned in resonance with their lowest-lying excitations is closer to the energy of and interacts more strongly
to the electronic quasi-continuum starting at ∼4 eV.

the experimentally observable absorption spectra of the
four defect systems inside an optical cavity; in Fig. 5,
we highlight a crucial difference that, from a methods
perspective, is an understanding made possible only via
a first-principles description of light-matter interactions
rooted in quantum chemistry methods. As noted in Fig.
2, the lowest-lying excitations of the four systems differ
primarily in the spatial character of their transition den-
sities. For instance, the lowest-lying excitation of CHB

is largely comprised of a transition between the spatially
localized defect orbital and spatially delocalized states
in the conduction band, resulting overall in a delocalized
transition density outside an optical cavity as shown in
Fig. 5(a). In contrast, the lowest-lying excitation of CB-
VN is between two spatially localized defect orbitals, re-
sulting in a transition density spatially localized on the
defect as shown in Fig. 5(b). The spatial localization of
the electronic transition density is generally considered
a fundamental requirement of defect centers capable of
quantum emission due to low electron-phonon coupling
and contributes to the possibility that the CB-VN defect
is a source of quantum emission in hBN [84, 85].

Inside the cavity, the spatial localization of the tran-
sition density can change: for sufficiently high coupling
strengths, the electronic character of the lowest-lying ex-
citation becomes delocalized for both CHB and CB-VN,
as we show in Fig. 5(c) and Fig. 5(d), respectively. This
change may be rationalized as follows: In Fig. 3, when
the defect systems are placed inside an optical cavity
and the coupling strength is increased, the lower po-

lariton increases in intensity as the lower and upper po-
laritons mix with and quench the oscillator strength of
the electronic quasi-continuum. Because the electronic
quasi-continuum generally corresponds to spatially delo-
calized electronic transitions from valence band and de-
fect states to conduction bands, the electronic transition
of the lower polariton also becomes spatially delocalized.
That the transition density of the lowest-lying excitation
in CB-VN is localized outside the cavity and delocalized
inside the cavity may have important practical implica-
tions on optical properties of these defect systems. For
instance, whether the emission rate of the lowest-lying
excitation or the electron-phonon coupling rate increases
more inside a cavity will affect whether the formation of
defect polaritons is a viable method for improving quan-
tum light emission and warrants further investigation. In
addition, leveraging the delocalization of the electronic
transition density may enable energy transfer among spa-
tially separated emitters.

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

The presented results demonstrate the drastic impact
of the formation of defect polaritons on the optical prop-
erties of defect systems. Using the first-principles ap-
proach of linear-response QEDFT, we couple the lowest-
lying excitations of three representative defect systems—
CHB, CB-CB, and CB-VN—and pristine hBN to an op-
tical cavity mode. The four systems are chosen to repre-
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FIG. 5. Transition densities of the lowest-lying excitation for (a)
CHB outside the cavity, (b) CHB inside the cavity with λ = 0.986

eV1/2/nm, (c) CB-VN outside the cavity, and (d) CB-VN inside

the cavity with λ = 0.986 eV1/2/nm. The boron, nitrogen, and
hydrogen atoms are gray, blue, and bright blue, respectively, and
the red and purple surfaces of the transition densities correspond
to opposite signs. Inside the cavity, the electronic transition den-
sities become more uniformly delocalized across the entire hBN
nanoflake, even for CB-VN, where the transition density is local-
ized outside the cavity. Atoms and transition densities are visu-
alized with XCrySDen [83].

sent a variety of energy ranges and transition character.
We change the coupling strength up to the ultrastrong
coupling regime and discover several qualitatively differ-
ent regimes in the experimentally observable absorption
spectra. At low coupling strengths, such that the cav-
ity mode is coupled only to the lowest-lying excitation,
we observe the emergence of lower and upper polariton
states, or electron-photon hybrid states, split in energy
symmetrically around the bare electronic transition. As
the coupling strength is increased further, the lower po-
lariton decreases much further in energy than can be
expected from a simple Jaynes-Cummings-type model
where the cavity mode is only coupled to the lowest-
lying excitation. Instead, what occurs is that the up-
per polariton interacts with the quasi-continuum of elec-
tronic states in the conduction band, effectively enhanc-
ing the coupling strength. In addition, the absorption
and, thus, magnitude of the transition dipole moment
of the lower polariton increases drastically as the upper
polariton quenches optical activity from this electronic
quasi-continuum, which will result in emission rates that
are orders of magnitude higher and potential enabling
more facile emission of quantum light from defect cen-

ters.

We find that the behavior of defect polaritons is largely
universal among the four systems studied, with the prin-
cipal difference being how far in energy the lowest-
lying excitation is from the coupling-enhancing electronic
continuum—for pristine and CHB whose lowest-lying ex-
citation energies are much closer to the electronic quasi-
continuum than those of CB-CB and CB-VN, the mag-
nitudes of the change in excitation energy, absorption
energy, and photonic weight are much higher. We there-
fore expect similar phenomena to manifest in other de-
fect systems in wide band gap semiconductors, such as
diamond and silicon carbide, or other two-dimensional
materials, such as the transition metal dichalcogenides
(TMDs). Finally, we emphasize that the enhancement of
emission intensity is a consequence of the strong coupling
regime, not the weak coupling regime that results in pre-
viously observed Purcell enhancement of defect emission,
although in principle the effects of such cavities could also
be included in the QEDFT formalism [57] to further en-
hance the decay rate of defect polaritons, as we show in
Appendix B.

We also show that the transition densities of the stud-
ied systems can be differentially impacted with an exam-
ple: the transition density of the lowest-lying excitation of
CHB is spatially delocalized across the entire hBN flake
both inside and outside of the cavity, while the transition
density of the lowest-lying excitation of CB-VN is local-
ized around the defect site outside the cavity and delocal-
ized inside the cavity. Therefore, further work studying
how the delocalization of the electronic transition density
affects losses due to, for instance, electron-phonon cou-
pling is necessary to fully predict their optical activity
ab initio. In addition, determining how to leverage de-
localization of the electronic transition density to trans-
fer energy between spatially separated emitters warrants
further investigation.

Given the large shifts in emission frequency, large in-
creases in transition dipole moments, and delocalization
of the electronic transition density due to coupling be-
tween the electronic continuum and the cavity mode,
coupling defect systems to optical cavities may be a pow-
erful control knob for tuning the optical properties of
defects for quantum technological applications. We pre-
dict these properties of defect polaritons with a first-
principles method that encapsulates the full complexity
of the electronic structure of defects in a a solid-state ma-
terial, highlighting the importance of electronic structure
techniques in the development of quantum optical mate-
rials. Looking forward, we expect further theoretical and
computational advances in generalizing QEDFT to the
ultrastrong coupling regime and to periodic systems will
enable computationally driven discoveries of further com-
plex phenomena in solid-state systems strongly coupled
to light that explore the full capability of optical cavi-
ties. In addition, we anticipate that applying these first
principles-based approaches to spin-polarized systems to
be especially fruitful for engineering quantum technolog-
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ical systems, such as NV and SiV− defect centers in dia-
mond where logical qubits are often mapped to the spin
state in the ground state manifold that operate in the
GHz range and can be coupled to host lattice phonons,
magnetic fields, and microwaves.
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Appendix A: QEDFT Details

We briefly summarize how to compute the electronic
ground state of the defect systems in the hBN flakes,
as described in further detail in Ref. [19]. We use
a pseudopotential, real-space density functional theory
(DFT) code Octopus [72–74]. To optimize chemical ge-
ometries and ground state electronic densities, we use
SG15 optimized norm-conserving Vanderbilt pseudopo-
tentials [87, 88] and the Perdew, Burke, and Ernzer-
hof (PBE) generalized gradient approximation exchange-
correlation functional [77]. The PBE functional has been
used in previous studies of defects in hBN [16, 84, 89–
91] where it has been known to underestimate the band
gap and systematically mischaracterize certain optical
properties [92], although results from PBE often quali-
tatively match those from the more accurate but compu-
tationally expensive Heyd–Scuseria–Ernzerhof functional
(HSE) functional [93]. The real-space simulation box con-
sists of spheres with 4 Å radius around each atom in a
mesh with spacing of 0.20 Å, as in Refs. [19, 91]. The
calculated bandgap agrees with the range of bandgaps
calculated for nanoflakes of hBN [94] and is close to the
calculated band gap of 4.50 eV with periodic DFT codes
and the PBE functional [91].

To compute the excitations of the system where elec-
tronic and photonic excitations are treated on the same
quantized footing [68–70, 95], we employ the linear-
response formulation of time-dependent QEDFT imple-
mented in the publicly available version of Octopus, first
introduced in Ref. [70]. This implementation has also
been applied to construct potential-energy surfaces [38],
and extended to photonic losses [57, 96]. With QEDFT,
we solve the light-matter Hamiltonian H for a non-
relativistic system of M electrons interacting with the
quantized light field of N photon modes, in the absence
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FIG. 6. Convergence. For all four systems, the upper polariton
interacts with the near-continuum of electronic transitions start-
ing from 4 eV to ∼9 eV in the coupling strength range studied.
We ensure that the total light-matter coupling is converged for
a given cavity mode and vacuum electric field by converging the
integrated absorption relative to the number of (a) occupied
and (b) unoccupied states included in the electronic component
of the Casida linear-response time-dependent density functional
theory for the pristine hBN nanoflake. At 9 eV, the integrated
absorption is converged within 1% for 80 occupied states and
100 unoccupied states.

of an external classical current and under the dipole ap-
proximation [33, 38, 68]:

H = He +

N∑
k=1

1

2

[
p2k + ω2

k

(
qk −

λk

ωk
·R
)2
]
, (A1)

where He is the electronic Hamiltonian; the kth quan-
tized photon mode is given by the operators for the pho-

ton conjugate momentum pk = i
√

~ωk

2 (ak − a†k) and the

photon displacement coordinate qk =
√

~
2ωk

(ak + a†k);

the photon annihilation (creation) operator is ak (a†k);
and ωk is the frequency of mode k. The photon modes
couple to the electronic system through the position op-

erator R =
∑M

i=1 ri of the electronic system and qk of
the photonic system. The cavity strength λk determines
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the strength of this interaction:

λk =

√
2

~ωk
Eke, (A2)

where Ek is the amplitude of the electric field at the cen-
ter of charge and e is the elementary charge. This cou-
pling strength is closely related to the commonly used
coupling rate gi,k between the cavity mode k and a elec-
tronic excitation i from the electronic ground state |g〉:

gi,k = − e
~
Ek · 〈g|R|ei〉 = −

√
ωk

2~
λk · di. (A3)

The transition dipole moments di = 〈g|R|ei〉 and ener-
gies of electronic excitations ~ωi can also be determined
with a standard linear-response time-dependent density-
functional theory (TDDFT) [80]. In the strong-coupling
limit shown in the main text, we include a single, lossless
cavity mode (N = 1), or equivalently κ = 0, such that we
are in the strong-coupling regime for g > 0. We can also
incorporate cavity losses by inputting the spectral pro-
file of a lossy cavity, as described in Ref. 57 and shown
for CHB in Appendix B, to model Purcell enhancements
simultaneously with the formation of defect polaritons.

To solve the Hamiltonian in Eq. (A1), we ap-
ply the generalized Casida equation [70, 80], where
the electron-electron interactions included in TDDFT
and the electron-photon interactions are solved simul-
taneously. We diagonalize the Casida matrix of size
NoNu+N = MN , where No is the number of occu-
pied orbitals, Nu is the number of unoccupied orbitals,
NoNu= M is the number of electronic excitations, and
N the number of photon modes, to obtain excitation en-
ergies and transition dipole moments that generate the
absorption spectrum:

Aj(~ω) = C
M+N∑
l=1

δ(ω − ωl)~ωl|
M∑
i=1

Cel
il di,j |2, (A4)

where the absorption of j-polarized light (with j ∈
{x, y, z}) is a function of a frequency-independent pre-
factor C = 2me/(3~2) (with me the electron mass);

the mode energy is ~ωi; C
el
il (Cph

kl ) is the projection of
an original, unmixed electronic (photonic) state |ei, 0〉
(|g, 1k〉) to a resulting polaritonic state |vl〉; and di,j
is the j-component of the transition dipole moment di
of electronic excitation i ∈ M excited electronic states.
For presentation purposes, we broaden the delta func-
tion δ(ω − ωl) with a discrete Lorentzian: δ(ω − ωl) →
Γ∆ω

(
2π[(ω − ωl)

2 + (Γ/2)2]
)−1

, where ∆(~ω) is the en-
ergy spacing and ~Γ is the spectral broadening. We drop
C for convenience when plotting the absorption. Using

the projections Cel
il and Cph

kl , we can additionally cal-
culate the logarithm of the weight of photon character

wph
l =

∑N
k=1W

ph
kl = 1 − wel

l where W ph
kl = |Cph

kl |2. In
the absence of cavity photons, Eq. (A4) reduces to the

standard form of absorption of an all-electronic system:

Aj(~ω) = C
M∑
i=1

δ(ω − ωi)~ωi|di,j |2. (A5)

Since the upper polariton of the defect polariton of all
four systems interacts with the near-continuum of elec-
tronic transitions starting from ∼4 to ∼9 eV within the
cavity strength range of λ considered, we ensure that the
total light-matter coupling is converged for a given cavity
mode and vacuum electric field by converging the inte-
grated absorption relative to the number of occupied and
unoccupied states included in the electronic component
of the Casida calculation for the pristine hBN nanoflake,
as shown in Fig. 6(a) and (b), respectively. At 9 eV, the
integrated absorption is converged within 1% for 80 occu-
pied states and 100 unoccupied states. We use this num-
ber of occupied and unoccupied states for all four defect
systems considered.

Appendix B: Cavity losses

As in Ref. [57], we model the effect of non-zero cavity
losses on the absorption spectrum of defect polaritons
in Fig. 7 by replacing the cavity strength λc of a cavity
with energy ~ωc with many photon modes whose spectral
density follows a Lorentzian profile:

|λk|2 = |λc|2L(∆ω, κ, ωkc), (B1)

where

L(∆ω, κ, ωkc) = ∆ω
1

2π

κ

(ωk − ωc)2 + (κ/2)2
, (B2)

where κ is the cavity loss rate. Notably, the peak inten-
sity of the lower polariton decreases and the linewidth
increases, while the quasi-continuum remains largely un-
changed.
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FIG. 7. Cavity losses. Absorption spectra of an x-polarized cavity
mode resonantly tuned to the lowest-lying excitation of CHB for
coupling strength λ of 0.493 eV1/2/nm and cavity loss rate κ of
(a) 0.00, (b) 0.05, and (c) 0.30 eV. Therefore, Fig. 7(a) corre-
sponds to Fig. 3(d). The relative electronic and photonic weight
of each polariton state is overlaid on the absorption curves. We
set ~Γ = 10 meV and ∆(~ω) = 1 meV. For increasing cou-
pling strength, for the peak corresponding to the lower polari-
ton, the linewidth increases, the maximum intensity decreases,
and the central frequency does not shift. Meanwhile, the shape
and intensity of the quasi-continuum absorption do not change
significantly, as indicated by the black arrow indicating the peak
absorption of the quasi-continuum for κ = 0 in (a), although the
relative photonic character increases.

Appendix C: Comparison with a cQED model

We compare the results in Fig. 4 calculated with first-
principles QEDFT with those from a cQED model briefly
summarized here and described in further detail in Ref.
[57]. The Hamiltonian HcQED describing the light-matter
interaction between electronic excitations and cavity pho-
ton modes, in the rotating wave approximation, is given
by

HcQED =

M∑
i=1

~ωel
i σ
†
iσi +

N∑
k=1

~ωka
†
kak

+ ~
M,N∑
i,k=1

(gi,kσ
†
i ak + H.c.), (C1)

where σ†i (σi), a
†
k (ak) are creation (annihilation) opera-

tors for the ith of M electronic excitations and kth of N
photon modes, respectively, H.c. is the Hermitian conju-
gate, and ~ωel

i and ~ωk are the mode energies.

The state of the system in the single excitation sub-
space is

|ψ〉 =c0|g, {0k}〉+

M∑
i=1

celi |ei, {0k}〉+

N∑
k=1

cphk |g, {1k}〉,

(C2)

where the coefficients c0, celi , cphk are time-dependent. We
plug this ansatz into the Schrödinger equation to obtain
a system of linear differential equations:

ċeli = −iωel
i c

el
i − i

N∑
k=1

gi,kc
ph
k , (C3)

ċphk = −i

M∑
i=1

g∗i,kc
el
i − iωkck. (C4)

This system of equations can be solved to obtain the po-
lariton energies ~ωl and polaritonic states as projections
onto the bare electronic excitations and photons, which
can be used to calculate the electronic absorption spec-
trum and weight of the original, unmixed electronic and
photonic states as described in Appendix A.

Importantly, both the cQED and QEDFT models are
within the point dipole approximation and single exci-
tation subspace. However, the QEDFT model has the
advantage of including the dipole self-energy term R2,
necessarily includes all electronic and photonic degrees
of freedom for good quantitative agreement with experi-
mental data up to the accuracy of the density functional
used, and includes counter-rotating terms typically ne-
glected in the rotating wave approximation. In contrast,
calculations based on the cQED model generally include
only a few, judiciously chosen electronic excitations to
minimize computational complexity, although in princi-
ple, many can be included, as we do in Fig. 4 where we
compare the results from the cQED and QEDFT models.
Despite the aforementioned differences in these models,
we note excellent qualitative agreement, although quanti-
tatively the results differ more strongly at higher coupling
strengths due to the inclusion of the dipole self-energy
and counter-rotating terms in QEDFT.
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FIG. 8. Comparison of QEDFT (solid lines) and cQED model (dotted lines). As in Fig. 4, for all four defect systems, we show the (a)
excitation energy, (b) absorption with zero spectral broadening, and (c) photonic weight of the lowest-lying excitation, or the lower

polariton for coupling strength λ from 0.010 to 0.986 eV1/2/nm. QEDFT and cQED model present similar results that differ more
strongly at higher coupling strengths evidently due to the inclusion of the dipole self-energy and counter-rotating terms in QEDFT.
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