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Abstract

Realizing polariton states with high levels of chi-
ral dissymmetry offers exciting prospects for quan-
tum information, sensing, and lasing applications.
Such dissymmetry must emanate from either the
involved optical resonators or the quantum emit-
ters. Here, we theoretically demonstrate how chi-
ral polaritons can be realized by combining (high
quality factor) achiral Fabry–Pérot cavities with
samples exhibiting a phenomenon known as “ap-
parent circular dichroism” (ACD), which results
from an interference between linear birefringence
and dichroic interactions. By introducing a quan-
tum electrodynamical theory of ACD, we identify
the design rules based on which the dissymmetry
of chiral polaritons can be optimized.

Keywords: Strong coupling, polaritons, circular
dichroism, thin films, quantum information

1 Introduction

With the rapid developments in the areas of quan-
tum computing, quantum sensing, and quantum
communication there is an increased interest in
photons as candidate quantum information carri-
ers.1–5 Photons are both highly mobile and weakly
interacting, as a result of which their quantum
state can be transported over long distances, while
quantum information can be conveniently stored
in their internal spin degree of freedom. Impor-
tantly, the manifestation of this spin degree of free-
dom as circularly-polarized optical polarization al-
lows this information to be transduced to mat-
ter by means of chiroptical interactions, allow-
ing photons to be straightforwardly incorporated

in quantum networks.6–11 Importantly, in addi-
tion to chiral selectivity, such implementations re-
quire the intrinsically-weak light–matter interac-
tions to be amplified. A viable means to real-
ize this is by optical resonators, through which
the strong coupling regime is readily accessible.12

Within this regime, photons hybridize with excita-
tions of the involved material (quantum emitter),
producing polaritons.13–18 Chiral polaritons, where
strong coupling is combined with chiral selectiv-
ity, would offer the ideal conditions for photon-to-
matter quantum transduction, while also being of
interest to chiral sensing19,20 and lasing.

The chiral selectivity required to produce chi-
ral polaritons should derive from either the quan-
tum emitter or the optical resonators (or both).
The latter is an interesting line of inquiry,21–29 but
involves the challenge of simultaneously optimiz-
ing for chiral selectivity and for the quality factor.
Chiral quantum emitters, on the other hand, have
been explored predominantly in the context of chi-
ral plasmonics.30–35 Perhaps due to the difficulty
of overcoming losses involved in plasmonics, recent
years have seen a particular interest in polaritons
emerging in Fabry–Pérot (FP) cavities consisting
of two parallel mirrors with minimal losses.36 Achi-
ral FP cavities with high quality factors would
be ideally-suited to support chiral polaritons, but
impose an interesting constraint on the involved
quantum emitter, namely that it not only has a
high degree of chiral selectivity,37 but that this se-
lectivity is inverted for counter-propagating pho-
tons.38 The latter is due to the photonic chirality
switching upon reflection at a mirror (i.e., switch-
ing from left- to right-handed and vice versa), as
depicted in Fig. 1 (c).39 As such, the quantum
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Figure 1: Schematic depiction of ACD resulting
from forward (a) and backward (b) propagation,
yielding absorption of right-handed (orange) and
left-handed (purple) circularly-polarized light, re-
spectively. Also shown is a depiction of the inter-
actions between an ACD sample and an achiral FP
cavity (c) involving the selective absoption of the
− polarization mode.

emitter must invert its handedness upon plane re-
flections parallel to the light propagation direc-
tion; a phenomenon referred to as two-dimensional
(2D) chirality.40,41 Optically-active samples42 in-
stead exhibit three-dimensional (3D) chirality as-
sociated with point reflections, and as such interact
identically with counter-propagating chiral light, as
a result of which they do not produce chiral polari-
tons.

In this Paper, we demonstrate a rare opportunity
for realizing quantum emitters with an inverted
chiroptical response based on “apparent circular
dichroism” (ACD). Not unlike FP cavities them-
selves, ACD as a scientific phenomenon traces back
many decades,43 but in recent years has seen a
marked increase in interest.44,45 It is a chiroptical
response of differential absorption of left-handed

and right-handed circularly-polarized light result-
ing from a macroscopic linear orientation of non-
parallel dichroic and birefringent axes of a sam-
ple, as depicted in Fig. 1 (a).43,46 Within Mueller
calculus, where light–matter interactions are de-
scribed by matrices that manipulate polarization
vectors,47 the leading contribution to ACD is given
by

ACD(ω) =
1

2
(LD′(ω) · LB(ω)− LD(ω) · LB′(ω)).

(1)
Here, LD and LB represent linear dichroism and
linear birefringence, respectively, and the prime in-
dicates a 45◦ axis rotation in the plane of polariza-
tion. ACD in principle fulfills the 2D chirality req-
uisite for inverted chiroptical response, as shown in
Fig. 1 (b). ACD is of second (or higher) order in
terms of optical interactions, such that its magni-
tude increases with sample thickness. As a result,
dissymmetry factors, which quantify chiral selec-
tivity, typically exceed those commonly found for
optical activity.48

In a recent work, we presented a microscopic the-
ory of ACD wherein the Mueller calculus treatment
embodied by Eq. 1 was combined with a Lorentz
oscillator model. This theory allowed identification
of the (supra)molecular design rules for optimizing
this chiroptical effect directly based on standard
electronic structure calculations. This work was
motivated by a recent series of systematic exper-
imental studies on the ACD of organic thin films
performed by Di Bari and coworkers.48–53 In prior
years, ACD was mostly considered to be an op-
tical artifact54–57 arising especially in dye-doped
cholesteric liquids,58–62 self-assembled fibers in so-
lution,63,64 dyes bound in a linear orientation via
a supporting matrix,65,66 and nanowires.64 Per-
haps for that reason, earlier theoretical works67–71

restricted themselves to macroscopic Mueller or
Jones72 treatments, although there are some no-
table early efforts at connecting ACD to micro-
scopic sample properties.43,73

The current Paper introduces a quantum elec-
trodynamical theory of ACD allowing us to pre-
dict and characterize chiral polaritons arising when
ACD samples are embedded in achiral FP cavi-
ties. Building on the linear response treatment
from our previous work,74 the theory is based
on an appropriately-extended Jaynes–Cummings
model,75 considering a single quantum emitter in
a perfect (lossless) cavity. It is shown that dis-
symmetries near the theoretical maximum can be
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achieved even within the single-molecule limit, as
the FP cavity allows light to repeatedly interact
with the quantum emitter, thereby increasing the
optical path length. Generic rules are presented
based on which the dissymmetry can be optimized,
while particular attention is paid to the utiliza-
tion of benzo[1,2-b:4,5-b′]dithiophene-based (BDT-
based) oligothiophene as a chiral quantum emitter.

This Paper is organized as follows. In Section 2
we introduce chiral interaction terms arising from
ACD, which govern the circularly-polarized transi-
tion dipoles through which quantum emitters cou-
ple to the optical modes of the cavity. This Sec-
tion also introduces the quantum electrodynamical
model of ACD. In Section 3 we present and discuss
chiral polariton results. In Section 4, we provide
analytical insights into these results by invoking a
truncated polaritonic basis set. Design rules are
derived from these insights, as summarized in Sec-
tion 5. Section 6 proceeds with an application to
BDT-based oligothiophene. We conclude in Sec-
tion 7.

2 Chiral Interaction Terms

Our quantum electrodynamical theory of ACD is
based on a suitably-modified Jaynes–Cummings
model.75 Accordingly, the optical polarization is
described using the natural basis of orthogo-
nal circularly-polarized modes inside an idealized
Fabry–Pérot (FP) cavity,76 one of which involves
left-handed polarization in the forwards direction
and right-handed polarization in the backwards di-
rection (referred to as λ = +), and vice versa for
the other (referred to as λ = −). Accordingly, the
light–matter interaction Hamiltonian (within the
rotating wave approximation) takes the form

Ĥint = i
∑
n

∑
λ=±

A0,λωnµ̃n,λ(â†λb̂n − âλb̂
†
n), (2)

where A0,λ is the vector potential associated with
the mode of circular polarization λ, and where
â†λ and âλ are the associated photon creation and
annihilation operators, respectively. If instead,
the light–matter interaction Hamiltonian was ex-
pressed in terms of the more commonly-used x
and y linearly polarized optical basis, our analy-
sis would not change but the resulting expressions
would be less intuitive. In Eq. 2, n runs over the
excited states of the sample, with b̂†n and b̂n as the
corresponding creation and annihilation operators,

respectively, and with h̄ωn as the associated ex-
cited state energy (where the ground state energy
is taken to be zero as a reference). The associated
transition dipole moment µ̃n,λ is defined specifi-
cally for the λ circular polarization, and there-
fore obeys the same inversion antisymmetry. No-
tably, achiral as well as 3D chiral samples have
µ̃n,+ = µ̃n,−, as a result of which there is no chiral
selectivity with regard to the circularly-polarized
modes of the FP cavity.

In order to derive µ̃n,λ resulting from ACD we
first proceed to consider this phenomenon in terms
of linear response theory where light-matter inter-
actions are treated perturbatively. For molecular
crystals where intermolecular interactions are neg-
ligible, we have previously shown the ACD transi-
tion rate to take the form74

ACD(ω) =
1

2
l2ξ2ω2 (3)

×
∑
n,m

µ2
nωnµ

2
mωmVn(ω)Wm(ω) sin(2βnm),

where ω is the optical (angular) frequency and l
is the sample thickness. Here, n and m run over
the excited states of the involved molecule, with
µ2
n = µ̃2

n,+ + µ̃2
n,− as the squared total dipole mo-

ment of state n, and βnm as the angle between the
transition dipoles associated with states n and m.
It is assumed that all transition dipoles lie in the
plane perpendicular to the light-propagation direc-
tion (xy plane), or that any transition dipoles ap-
pearing in our analysis have been projected into
this plane. In Eq. 3, ξ ≡ 1

h̄cvε0
√
ε∞

with v being

the unit cell volume of the molecular crystal and
ε∞ being its effective high-frequency dielectric con-
stant.77 Also appearing in Eq. 3 are the lineshape
functions

Wn(ω) ≡ ω2
n − ω2

(ω2
n − ω2)2 + γ2

nω
2
,

Vn(ω) ≡ γnω

(ω2
n − ω2)2 + γ2

nω
2
. (4)

These correspond to the real and imaginary
frequency-dependent components of the dielectric
susceptibility due to excited state n, respectively,
and γn is the associated damping parameter ac-
counting for lineshape broadening.

Eq. 3 embodies a Fermi’s Golden Rule treatment
of ACD, similarly to that of mean (linear) absorp-
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tion, the latter of which is given by

Ā(ω) = lξω
∑
n

µ2
nωnVn(ω). (5)

Alternatively, mean absorption can be expressed
as Ā(ω) = 1

2 (A+(ω) +A−(ω)), with the λ = ±
contributions given by

Aλ(ω) ≡ 2lξω
∑
n

µ̃2
n,λωnVn(ω). (6)

Key to establishing the form of µ̃n,λ is that
ACD can equivalently be expressed as ACD(ω) =
1
2(A+(ω) − A−(ω)). By comparison with Eq. 3, it
then follows that

µ̃n,λ ≡ µn

√
1

2
+

1

2
τλσn, (7)

where τ± = ±1 is an indexing variable, and σn is
the “chiral interaction term” defined as

σn ≡
1

2
lξω

∑
m 6=n

µ2
mωmWm(ω) sin(2βnm). (8)

Here, it can be seen that for a given excited state n,
other excited states project onto the chiral interac-
tion terms through their real dielectric dispersion,
Wm(ω). As a result, µ̃n,λ attains an ω dependence
through σn. It is also notable that σn in princi-
ple should be physically bounded by −1 and 1,
corresponding to transition dipoles being entirely
− or + polarized, respectively. However, σn de-
pends linearly on l, as a result of the second-order
Mueller calculus treatment applied in order to ar-
rive at Eq. 3, which could lead to unphysical values
of σn, as detailed below.

Having established the chiral transition dipole
moments, we will proceed to consider a quantum
electrodynamical model of ACD tailored to FP cav-
ities. Accordingly, we replace the free-field opti-
cal frequency ω by the resonance frequency of the
FP cavity Ω set by the mode volume. Here, we
will limit ourselves to the lowest-frequency reso-
nance. Furthermore, for the case of a FP cavity, l
changes meaning from sample thickness to total op-
tical path length due to the possibility of repeated
passes through the sample upon internal cavity re-
flection.78 In practice, this path length will be lim-
ited by the cavity quality factor. In this work we
will ignore this effect, reserving its inclusion to a
follow-up study. Instead, we loosely define the path
length as the distance required for electromagnetic

intensity to decay to 1/e of its original magnitude
when (repeatedly) propagating through the sam-
ple, meaning the value at which Ā(Ω) = 1 (as-
suming Arhennius-type isotropic absorption). This
yields

l =
1

Ωξ
∑

n µ
2
nωnVn(Ω)

, (9)

where we note that l attains a Ω dependence due
to the dispersion of the sample absorption. Substi-
tuting Eq. 9 into Eq. 8 then yields

σn =
1

2

∑
m 6=n µ

2
mωmWm(Ω) sin(2βnm)∑
m µ

2
mωmVm(Ω)

. (10)

Interestingly, this form of σn is independent of path
length.

It is instructive to consider σn for the case of two
transition dipoles, which is the minimal configu-
ration giving rise to finite ACD, and which elim-
inates the possibility of non-inverted ACD from
arising.63,74 In this case, Eq. 10 simplifies to

σ1 =
1

2

W2(Ω)/V2(Ω)

1 + ΓV Γµ2Γω
sin(2β12),

σ2 = −1

2

W1(Ω)/V1(Ω)

1 + Γ−1
V Γ−1

µ2
Γ−1
ω

sin(2β12), (11)

where

ΓV ≡
V1(Ω)

V2(Ω)
, Γµ2 ≡

µ2
1

µ2
2

, Γω ≡
ω1

ω2
.

We furthermore have that the numerators in Eq. 11

can be simplified as Wn(Ω)/Vn(Ω) = ω2
n−Ω2

γnΩ .
Eq. 11 elucidates how different parameters im-
pact the magnitude of the chiral interaction terms.
Specifically, |σ1| and |σ2| are both maximized when
β12 = 45◦, which was previously recognized to be
the angle of maximum ACD.49,63,74 Interestingly,
|σ1| and |σ2| are oppositely impacted by ΓV , Γµ2 ,
and Γω, as increasing their values minimizes |σ1|
while it maximizes |σ2|. It is also noteworthy that
Wn(Ω) = 0 at Ω = ωn, as a result of which σ1 = 0
at Ω = ω2 and σ2 = 0 at Ω = ω1.

All of the trends discussed in the above are cap-
tured in Fig. 2, which shows σ1 and σ2 obtained
through Eq. 11 under sweeps of the various param-
eters. Here, we have chosen the damping parame-
ter to be proportional to ωn, such that γn = γωn
for constant γ, in order to account for the life-
times of higher-lying states being typically shorter.
From Fig. 2 (a) it can be seen that σ1(Ω − ω1) ≈
σ2(ω2 − Ω), which would be a rigorous equality if
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Figure 2: Chiral interaction terms σn for two tran-
sition dipoles as a function of cavity frequency Ω
(a), transition dipole moment ratio µ2 : µ1 with µ1

fixed (b), damping parameter γ (c), and transition
frequency gap ω2 − ω1 with ω1 fixed (d). Shown
are results from a second-order Mueller calculus
treatment, using Eq. 11 (dotted curve), alongside
those from an infinite-order treatment (solid curve;
see text), with ω1 = 2.0 eV/h̄ and ω2 = 3.0 eV/h̄
[except for (d)], while the angle between transition
dipoles is set to β12 = 45◦. Unless otherwise noted,
γ = 0.10, µ2 : µ1 = 1.0, and Ω = 2.1 eV/h̄ in order
to be slightly off-resonant with ω1. Other material
parameters are set to µ1 = 10.0 D, v = 4.5 nm3,
and ε∞ = 8.0. The orange vertical line indicates
identical data slices over subplots.

we assumed γ1 = γ2. Fig. 2 (b) reflects the afore-
mentioned scaling of both chiral interaction terms
with Γµ2 . In this and the remaining Panels the
chiral interaction terms are depicted at Ω ≈ ω1,
for which ΓV increases with increasing frequency
gap, ω2 − ω1, and with decreasing γ. For the over-
all γ dependence of |σ1|, this contribution coun-
teracts that of Wn(Ω)/Vn(Ω), rendering |σ1| nearly
constant under variations of γ, as demonstrated in
Fig. 2 (c). For |σ2|, on the other hand, both con-
tributions act constructively as a result of which
this term decreases with γ. Lastly, Fig. 2 (d) de-
picts how |σ1| decreases with increasing ω2 − ω1

(through an increase in ΓV ) with the reverse de-
pendence apparent for |σ2|. These trends break

down near ω2 − ω1 = 0 at which point we instead
find that σ2 = −σ1, since all parameters appearing
in Eq. 11 are identical.

From Fig. 2 (a) it becomes obvious that Eq. 11
may yield chiral interaction terms that break the
physical bounds of −1 and 1. This is particularly
so for Ω off resonance with ω1 and ω2, where an
increasing path length l causes a failure of the un-
derlying second-order Mueller calculus treatment,
as previously mentioned. This failure can be reme-
died by replacing the second-order Mueller cal-
culus treatment by its infinite-order variant, fol-
lowing previous work by Brown.79,80 Accordingly,
1
2 l in Eq. 8 is replaced by an oscillatory function
B1(l)/l79,80 which needs to be evaluated numeri-
cally (see Supporting Information for details). Re-
sults for σn within this improved treatment are
shown alongside those from Eq. 11 in Fig. 2, and
are indeed found to obey the physical bounds. No-
tably, for Ω in resonance with ω1 and ω2, results
from Eq. 11 are seen to be in close agreement
with the infinite-order treatment. Importantly,
even when physically bounded, the chiral interac-
tion terms are seen to approach ±1 for reasonable
parameter values, meaning that levels of chirality
near the theoretical maximum can be achieved for
ACD under ideal FP cavity confinement. For the
remainder of this Paper, we exclusively employ the
infinite-order chiral interaction terms.

3 Chiral Polaritons

We will proceed to evaluate the polaritonic states
arising from ACD samples embedded in achiral
FP cavities. In doing so, we extend the light–
matter interaction Hamiltonian from Eq. 2 within
the single-molecule limit in order to include the di-
agonal photonic and molecular excitation energies,
yielding the total Hamiltonian

Ĥ = h̄Ω
∑
λ=±

â†λâλ +
∑
n

h̄ωnb̂
†
nb̂n (12)

+ i
∑
n

∑
λ=±

A0,λωnµn

√
1

2
+

1

2
τλσn(â†λb̂n − âλb̂

†
n).

Here, we introduced the chiral interaction terms
through Eq. 7. The polaritonic eigenstates of
this Hamiltonian follow from the time-independent
Schrödinger equation, Ĥ |Ψα〉 = Eα |Ψα〉. Within
the manifold of single excitations (meaning a single
photon or molecular excited state) the eigenstates
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take the general form

|Ψα〉 = Cαe |ψαe 〉+ Cαγ |ψαγ 〉 ,

|ψαe 〉 =
∑
n

dαn |n〉 , (13)

|ψαγ 〉 =
∑
λ

dαλ |λ〉 ,

where we first applied an expansion into the to-
tal contributions from the molecular excited states
(denoted “e”) and those from the optical modes
(denoted γ), effectively invoking Hopfield coeffi-
cients,81 followed by sub-expansions of each. In
the above, |n〉 ≡ b̂†n |0〉 and |λ〉 ≡ â†λ |0〉, with |0〉
representing the vacuum state without molecular
or optical excitations.

In order to characterize the polaritonic eigen-
states it proves convenient to define a set of scalar
metrics, the first of which is given by

gα ≡ 2
|dα+|2 − |dα−|2

|dα+|2 + |dα−|2
. (14)

This metric is analogous to the dissymmetry factor
commonly used to characterize chiroptical signals,
g ≡ 2A+−A−

A++A−
, and quantifies the anisotropy in the

admixture of both chiral modes into the polariton.
Note that gα is bounded as −2 ≤ gα ≤ 2. A sec-
ond metric is introduced in order to quantify the
polaritonic mixing,

χα ≡ 2|Cαe Cαγ |. (15)

This metric is maximized for eigenstates evenly
split between molecular and photonic excitations,
and is bounded as 0 ≤ χα ≤ 1. While gα and χα

quantify the degree of chirality and light–matter
hybridization, respectively, combining them yields
a single scalar metric quantifying chiral light–
matter hybridization. Accordingly, the (chiral) po-
laritonic dissymmetry factor is defined as

g̃α ≡ gαχα, (16)

which is bounded as −2 ≤ g̃α ≤ 2. Maximal |g̃α|
implies both optimal polaritonic mixing and opti-
mal chirality, whereas a vanishing g̃α implies that
either polaritonic mixing or chirality (or both) is
absent.

Shown in Fig. 3 are polariton dispersions, com-
bined with a representation of the polaritonic dis-
symmetry g̃α as a function of the cavity frequency
Ω, assuming an achiral FP cavity by setting A0,+ =

2

3
a) b)

2 3
 (eV/ )

2

3
c)

2 3
 (eV/ )

d)

2 1 0 1 2
g

E
 (e

V)
E

 (e
V)

Figure 3: (Chiral) polaritonic dissymmetry g̃α as
a function of Ω for the minimal configuration of
two transition dipoles. Shown are results for a
vector potential A0 = 35 eV/ec (a,b) and for
A0 = 70 eV/ec (c,d). Depictions of g̃α are sep-
arated over two Panels to avoid overlap, and in
each Panel correspond to the polariton dispersions
indicated by the solid curves (other polariton dis-
persions are indicated by the dashed curves as a
reference). Results are obtained by numerical di-
agonalization of the Hamiltonian given by Eq. 12,
with β12 = 45◦, ω1 = 2.0 eV/h̄, ω2 = 3.0 eV/h̄,
µ1 = µ2 = 10.0 D, v = 4.5 nm3, and ε∞ = 8.0.

A0,− = 1√
2
A0.82 These results were obtained by

solving the time-independent Schrödinger equa-
tion through numerical diagonalization of the total
Hamiltonian given by Eq. 12 while representing the
molecule by the minimal configuration of two tran-
sition dipoles with µ1 = µ2 and β12 = 45◦. Com-
bined with the two orthogonal photonic states, this
yields a total of four eigenstates. These states are
depicted in Fig. 3 for two values of A0 (the largest
of which being still amenable to the rotating-wave
approximation). The dispersions shown in Fig. 3
exhibit the known behavior of achiral polaritons,
including a Rabi splitting in the regions where Ω
crosses the excited state transitions. Unsurpris-
ingly, this Rabi splitting is seen to increase with
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2 : 1
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1
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-0.1
0.0
d)

Figure 4: Polaritonic dissymmetry for the lowest-
energy polariton, g̃α=1. Shown are results as a
function of Ω (a), µ2 : µ1 (b), γ (c) and ω2−ω1 (d).
Unless noted otherwise, parameters are identical to
Fig. 2 and with A0 = 35 eV/ec. The orange verti-
cal line indicates identical data slices over subplots,
as in Fig. 2.

A0, replicating the behavior of an achiral Jaynes–
Cummings model.75 Importantly, however, there is
an undispersed state following the light line in each
crossing region.

In Fig. 4, g̃α is seen to assume a bisignate profile
that changes minimally with increasing A0, apart
from an overall increase in amplitude. This sug-
gests that the A0 dependence is primarily confined
to the polaritonic mixing χα in Eq. 16, while the
(bare) dissymmetry gα is largely insensitive to A0.
Importantly, the polaritonic dissymmetry reaches
values of g̃α ∼ 1.0, which is a substantial fraction
of the theoretically-maximum value. This is partic-
ularly remarkable since we are considering a single
molecule which within a conventional Mueller cal-
culus treatment of absorption would not have an
ACD response (this response being a second-order
effect at the minimum) but which is allowed to
strongly and repeatedly interact with itself within
the FP cavity. Within the resulting sequence of in-
teractions the chirality continuously increases; an
effect that is limited by the optical path length, l.

Fig. 4 systematically explores the behavior of g̃α

for the lowest-energy polaritonic eigenstate, α = 1,
which is expected to be the most thermodynami-

cally stable and therefore the most likely candidate
for steady-state chiroptical applications. Shown in
Fig. 4 (a) is the Ω dependence of g̃α=1, emphasizing
the bisignate profile previously observed in Fig. 3,
and further confirming that an increase in A0 pri-
marily acts as an overall rescaling of this quantity
governed through χα=1. Based on Fig. 4 (b-d) it is
tempting to assert that the dependence of g̃α=1 on
µ2 : µ1, γ, and ω2 − ω1 is instead governed by the
bare dissymmetry gα=1, seeing the strong similar-
ities with the trends depicted in Fig. 2 (b-d), but
further analysis is necessary in order to substanti-
ate this.

4 Three-State Approximation

To better understand the computational results
shown in Figs. 3 and 4, we will proceed with a
purely-analytical treatment of the total Hamilto-
nian given by Eq. 12. This Hamiltonian generally
assumes a dimensionality of (N+2)× (N+2) for a
total of N excited states of the sample. Hence, for
the minimal configuration of two transition dipoles,
one would have to diagonalize a 4×4 matrix, which
is generally not feasible. However, to an approxi-
mation, it is possible to describe the chiral polari-
tons resulting from Eq. 12 by restricting the ex-
plicit Hilbert space to a single excited state (n),
while including the other excited states through
their contribution to the chiral interaction term
σn. This would be a good approximation provided
that excited state n mixes more strongly with the
photons than all other states due to having larger
coupling elements or due to its transition frequency
being closer in resonance with the cavity frequency,
ωn ≈ Ω. Within this “three-state approximation”
(TSA) the time-independent Schrödinger equation
takes the form

h̄Ω 0 Φn

√
1
2 + 1

2σn

0 h̄Ω Φn

√
1
2 −

1
2σn

Φn

√
1
2 + 1

2σn Φn

√
1
2 −

1
2σn h̄ωn


× |Ψα

(n)〉 = Eα(n) |Ψ
α
(n)〉 ,

(17)

where Φn ≡ |A0|ωnµn is the achiral light–matter
interaction strength, taken here to be purely real
without loss of generality, and where the subscript
(n) emphasizes the sample excited state for which
the TSA is taken.
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The eigenvalue equation given by Eq. 17 is ana-
lytically solvable due to the sparsity of the 3 × 3
Hamiltonian matrix. Three solutions are found,
one of which consists of purely-photonic contribu-
tions,

|Ψγ
(n)〉 =

−
√

1
2 −

1
2σn√

1
2 + 1

2σn

0

 , (18)

with an associated eigenenergy Eγ(n) = h̄Ω. This
explains the undispersed state observed at each
crossing in Fig. 3. The other two solutions consti-
tute an upper (u) and lower (l) polariton branch,
and are given by

|Ψu/l
(n)〉 =

1√(
Π

u/l
(n)

)2
+ 1

Π
u/l
(n)

√
1
2 + 1

2σn

Π
u/l
(n)

√
1
2 −

1
2σn

1

 , (19)

with

Π
u/l
(n) ≡

Φn

∆n ±
√

∆2
n + Φ2

n

, (20)

and where ∆n ≡ 2h̄(ωn − Ω) is twice the ener-
getic detuning. The corresponding eigenenergies
are given by

E
u/l
(n) = h̄

Ω + ωn
2

±
√

∆2
n + Φ2

n. (21)

Substituting the above eigensolutions into the
(bare) dissymmetry factor defined in Eq. 14 yields
(see Supporting Information for details)

g
u/l
(n) = 2σn. (22)

Interestingly, within the second-order Mueller cal-
culus treatment this dissymmetry factor is inde-
pendent of A0, cf. Eq. 10, with a (weak) depen-
dence only being possible through higher-order ef-
fects contained in oscillatory function B1(l)/l. This
substantiates our observations in Figs. 3 and 4 that
the effect of A0 is largely manifested in the po-
laritonic mixing. Within the TSA, this mixing is
obtained by substituting the above eigensolutions
in Eq. 15, yielding (see Supporting Information for
details)

χ
u/l
(n) =

Φn√
∆2
n + Φ2

n

. (23)

As expected, this mixing is maximized to 1, corre-
sponding to a perfect split between photonic and
electronic states at resonance, ∆n = 0, and de-
creases with increasing ∆n or decreasing Φn.

1.75 2.00 2.25
 (eV/ )

1.8

1.9

2.0

2.1

2.2

E
 (e

V)

a)

1.75 2.00 2.25
 (eV/ )

b)

0.30 0.15 0.00 0.15 0.30
g

Figure 5: Reproduction of Fig. 3 with A0 =
35 eV/ec (a) and comparative results within the
TSA (b), explicitly including only the lowest-
energy excited state (n = 1). Note the change
in colormap scaling and boundaries for easier com-
parison.

In order to assess the accuracy of the TSA, we
compare in Fig. 5 results against the numerical
solutions of the full Hilbert space for the A0 =
35 eV/ec case previously considered in Fig. 3.
Shown are the polariton dispersions and g̃α as a
function of Ω. The TSA is taken for n = 1. The re-
sulting dispersions are indistinguishable from those
predicted by the full Hilbert space, indicating that
mixing due to n = 2 has a negligible impact on

E
u/l
(n=1). In contrast, discrepancies are observed for

the polaritonic dissymmetry factors. Within the
TSA the upper and lower polariton pair have iden-
tical chirality, gu

(n=1) = gl
(n=1), while the overall

polaritonic dissymmetry is seen to be monosignate.
Within the full Hilbert space, gu

(n=1) = gl
(n=1) is vi-

olated, with discrepancies occurring exclusively for
polaritonic states close to the light line (for which

E
u/l
(n=1) ≈ Ω), giving rise to the bisignate profile

of g̃α obtained within the full Hilbert space. This
behavior is rationalized by the two excited states
of the sample coupling only indirectly to one an-
other through the photonic states. When close to
the light line polaritonic states contain a predom-
inant photonic component that couples directly to

both excited states, as a result of which g
u/l
(n) 6= σn,

whereas when separated from the light line polari-
tons consist predominantly of a single excited state
with only a minor photonic component, and thus
weak mixing of the other excited state, as a result
of which the TSA is accurate. Within these spec-

tral regions g
u/l
(n) = σn offers a direct manner by
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which one can tune the polaritonic chirality.
With the analytical insights offered by the TSA

we now revisit Fig. 4. For the lowest-energy polari-
tonic state depicted here, the regime of validity of
the TSA is where Ω > ω1 (away from the light line)
while Ω still being sufficiently separated from ω2.
Within this regime, g̃α=1 ≈ χα=1σ1, and the profile
of g̃α=1 as a function of Ω can be rationalized based
on the dispersion of σ1 in Fig. 2 (a), while appreci-
ating that χα=1 monotonically decreases away from
the resonance Ω ≈ ω1. Outside the TSA regime,
the sign change of g̃α=1 (giving rise to the bisig-
nate profile) is a direct consequence of a mixing of
the n = 2 excited state. The TSA analysis further-
more confirms that the A0 dependence is confined
to χα=1 whereas the µ2 : µ1, γ, and ω2 − ω1 de-
pendence is confined to gα=1. In particular, for the
results shown in Fig. 4 (b-d) we have χα=1 ≈ 1
(due to Ω ≈ ω1) as a result of which g̃α=1 ≈ 2σ1,
which is readily verified through a comparison with
Fig. 2 (b-d).

5 Design Rules for Chiral Polari-
tons

Through both our numerical and approximate an-
alytical treatments of the quantum electrodynam-
ical theory of ACD, we have arrived at a set of
design rules for optimizing the chiral selectivity of
polaritons, embodied by g̃α. These design rules can
be summarized as follows.

1. As with polaritonic states in general, the fre-
quency of the cavity mode should be approxi-
mately resonant with that of some transition
of the quantum emitter, Ω ≈ ωn [see Eq. 23].

2. Other quantum emitter transition frequen-
cies (ωm) must be sufficiently close to Ω for
the ACD interactions to be relevant, while
being sufficiently separated from ωn to have
well-resolved polariton states [see Fig. 4 (d)].

3. Dipole moments of those other transitions
are preferably large compared to that of the
resonant transition, µm � µn, while their
mutual angle approaches 45◦ [see Eqs. 11 and
22].

4. Lastly, there are considerations regarding en-
ergetic stability (not studied in the present
work), which suggests that the resonant

transition preferably involves the lowest-
energy quantum emitter excited state, ren-
dering the resulting polariton optimally sta-
ble against relaxation pathways.

6 Application to BDT-Based
Oligothiophene

Having in place the design rules for optimizing chi-
ral polaritons based on ACD, we now turn our at-
tention to BDT-based oligothiophene. Thin films
composed of this molecule were the specific fo-
cus of our previous work introducing a microscopic
treatment of ACD within linear response theory.74

Importantly, the intermolecular electronic interac-
tions were found to be weak for these films,74 as a
result of which our microscopic treatment was di-
rectly applicable. Excellent agreement was found
for linear absorption and ACD spectra against
experimental results49 upon including three elec-
tronic transitions coupled to a high-frequency in-
tramolecular vibration, and parametrized based
on electronic structure calculations and spectral
fitting. We will proceed to theoretically predict
the chiral polaritons that would arise when BDT-
based oligothiophene serves as a quantum emitter
in an achiral FP cavity. As in the previous Sec-
tions, we describe this setup within the limit of
a single molecule through application of the mod-
ified Jaynes–Cummings model incorporating the
quantum-electrodynamical theory of ACD.

Fig. 6 (a) shows the calculated polaritonic dis-
symmetry and dispersions. We refer to our pre-
vious work74 for the applicable model parameters,
but note that we adjusted the unit cell volume to
v = 4.46 nm3, in order to more adequately ac-
count for the oligothiophene side chains, and the
high-frequency dielectric constant to ε∞ = 8.0,
to better agree with relevant experimental high-
frequency dielectric constants.83 As previously dis-
cussed,74 ACD in BDT-based oligothiophene is
due to interactions of a strong electronic transi-
tion at ω1 = 2.6 eV (with µ1 = 13.7 D) interfering
with two weaker transitions at ω2 = 3.1 eV (with
µ2 = 6.7 D) and ω3 = 4.0 eV (with µ2 = 6.4 D)
under angles β12 = −10.5◦ and β13 = 31.5◦. The
lowest transition is furthermore coupled to a vi-
brational mode with an energy of 185 meV. The
resulting manifold of vibronic excited states gives
rise to a large number of pairwise interactions be-
tween transitions that contribute to the chiral in-
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Figure 6: Polaritonic dissymmetry g̃α for BDT-
based oligothiophene as predicted by our theory
(a). Overlapping states drawn in order of |g̃α|
such that states with greatest |g̃α| are visible.
The model of the BDT-based oligothiophene was
adopted from our previous work74 (see text for de-
tails). Molecular structure shown in (b) with tran-
sition dipoles indicated. Also shown are results
without the vibrational modes and only including
the first and third electronic transitions (c, d).

teraction terms, and thus a large number of chiral
polaritons. This is borne out in Fig. 6 (a) where
a panoply of chiral polaritons can be seen. What
is immediately obvious is that very large polari-
tonic anisotropies are reached, with values of |g̃α|
up to ∼ 1.8, which forms a stark contrast with bare
BDT-based oligotiophene thin films that reach typ-
ical dissymmetry values of ∼ 0.02.49 Similarly to
Section 3, the significant gain in dissymmetry upon
polariton formation is due to the molecule being
able to strongly and repeatedly interact with itself
within the FP cavity.

In spite of the large number of states, the regions
of large |g̃α| can largely be understood based on a
simplified model including the electronic transition
at 4.0 eV interacting with the electronic transition
at 2.6 eV (and without the inclusion of vibronic
coupling). This is borne out in Figs. 6 (b) and (c),

where we reproduce the salient features shown in
Fig. 6 (a) by restricting the model to this pair of
transitions. Both the dispersions and polaritonic
anisotropies resulting from this reduced model can
in turn be understood based on our analysis of the
two-dipole system in Fig. 3. Moreover, the involved
transitions can be shown to satisfy the majority
of the design rules presented in the previous Sec-
tion, especially with the cavity frequency in res-
onance with the molecular transition at 4.0 eV.
In that case, g̃α benefits from the comparatively
larger dipole moment of the transition at 2.6 eV,
which adds to the favorable inter-dipolar angle of
31.5◦.74 A potential pitfall would be that the res-
onant molecular transition is the higest in energy
rather than the lowest, and a reversal of these ex-
cited state properties is likely to yield chiral polari-
tons with an improved energetic stability. Regard-
less, these results offer encouraging prospects for
the practical implementation of chiral polaritons
based on existing ACD samples.

7 Conclusions and Outlook

We have predicted and characterized chiral polari-
ton states arising when ACD samples are embed-
ded in achiral FP cavities, based on a suitably-
modified Jaynes–Cummings model incorporating
a quantum electrodynamical theory of ACD. Our
results suggest the feasibility of employing ACD
for the engineering of polaritons with strong chi-
ral selectivity, with dissymmetry factors approach-
ing their theoretical maxima even when taking the
quantum emitter in the single-molecule limit. This
is due to ACD being of second or higher order in
terms of the light–matter interaction, allowing the
exceptionally-high dissymmetry factors to be real-
ized as the quantum emitter interacts with itself
through the cavity. Moreover, the inverted chirop-
tical response originating from ACD proves com-
patible with achiral FP cavities. As such, chiral po-
lariton engineering efforts can optimize exclusively
for cavity quality factor, without having to addi-
tionally achieve chiral selectivity of the cavity. We
applied our theory to BDT-based oligothiophene,
which was previously experimentally49 and theo-
retically74 scrutinized for its pronounced ACD re-
sponse, and provided indications that high dissym-
metries are attainable for experimentally realizable
samples. Future efforts will be directed towards
understanding collective effects arising from mul-
tiple optically-confined ACD quantum emitters as
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well as the role of the cavity quality factor. As
to the former, it will be interesting to see how a
helical stacking of molecules, giving rise to a 3D
form of ACD with non-inverted chiroptical selec-
tion rules,74 will inhibit the formation of chiral po-
laritons. Through these efforts, we hope to con-
tribute to the realization of chiral polaritonic phe-
nomena in order to open up new technological op-
portunities.
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(17) Keeling, J.; Kéna-Cohen, S. Bose–Einstein
Condensation of Exciton-Polaritons in Or-
ganic Microcavities. Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem.
2020, 71, 435–459.

(18) Hertzog, M.; Wang, M.; Mony, J.;
Börjesson, K. Strong light–matter inter-
actions: a new direction within chemistry.
Chem. Soc. Rev. 2019, 48, 937–961.

(19) Wolf, C.; Bentley, K. W. Chirality sensing us-
ing stereodynamic probes with distinct elec-
tronic circular dichroism output. Chem. Soc.
Rev. 2013, 42, 5408–5424.

(20) Heylman, K. D.; Knapper, K. A.; Ho-
rak, E. H.; Rea, M. T.; Vanga, S. K.;
Goldsmith, R. H. Optical Microresonators
for Sensing and Transduction: A Materials
Perspective. Advanced Materials 2017, 29,
1700037.

(21) Plum, E.; Zheludev, N. I. Chiral mirrors.
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2015, 106, 221901.

(22) Mai, W.; Zhu, D.; Gong, Z.; Lin, X.;
Chen, Y.; Hu, J.; Werner, D. H. Broadband
transparent chiral mirrors: Design methodol-
ogy and bandwidth analysis. AIP Adv. 2019,
9, 045305.

(23) Feis, J.; Beutel, D.; Köpfler, J.; Garcia-
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Di Bari, L.; Jávorfi, T.; Hussain, R.; Sili-
gardi, G. Electronic circular dichroism imag-
ing (CDi) maps local aggregation modes in
thin films of chiral oligothiophenes. New J.
Chem. 2019, 43, 14584–14593.
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