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Recent experimental advances in Positronium (Ps) physics have made it possible to produce dense
Ps ensembles in which Ps-Ps interactions may occur, leading to the production of Ps2 molecules and
paving the way to the realization of a Ps Bose-Einstein Condensate (BEC). In order to achieve this
latter goal it would be advantageous to develop new methods to measure Ps densities in real-time.
Here we describe a possible approach to do this using polaritonic methods: using realistic experi-
mental parameters we demonstrate that a dense Ps gas can be strongly coupled to the photonic field
of a distributed Bragg reflector microcavity. In this strongly coupled regime, the optical spectrum
of the system is composed of two hybrid positronium-polariton resonances separated by the vacuum
Rabi splitting, which is proportional to the square root of the Ps density. Given that polaritons
can be created on a sub-cycle timescale, a spectroscopic measurement of the vacuum Rabi splitting
could be used as an ultra-fast Ps density measurement in regimes relevant to Ps BEC formation.
Moreover, we show how positronium-polaritons could potentially enter the ultrastrong light-matter
coupling regime, introducing a novel platform to explore its non-perturbative phenomenology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Positronium (Ps), the electron-positron bound state, is
a meta-stable two-body atomic system that has a lifetime
against self-annihilation of 142 (0.125) ns in the triplet
(singlet) ground state [1]. Since Ps is composed only of
leptons it is almost fully described by bound-state quan-
tum electrodynamics (QED) [2], and can therefore be
used to test QED theory via precision measurements of
Ps energy levels or decay rates [3].

The existence of Ps atoms was first suggested by
Mohorovičić in 1934 [4], with subsequent, independent,
predictions by Pirenne [5], Ruark [6] and Wheeler [7].
Wheeler also considered what he called polyelectrons,
which are systems containing more than one electron
and/or positron, the simplest case being the Ps atom.
He showed that three-body Ps ions, comprising two elec-
trons and one positron (or two positrons and one elec-
tron), would also form meta-stable bound states. Al-
though Wheeler was unable to determine if four-body Ps2

molecules would be stable, this was subsequently shown
to be the case by Hylleraas and Ore [8].

Ps atoms were first produced experimentally in 1951
by Deutsch using a gas cell apparatus [9]. The develop-
ment of slow positron beams [10] in the 1970’s allowed for
more controlled Ps production using solid surfaces [11],
and later also the production of the negative Ps ion [12]
and Ps2 molecules [13]. In addition to creating polyelec-
trons, a long term goal of Ps physics has been the for-
mation of an ensemble of Ps atoms that are cold/dense
enough to create a Bose-Einstein Condensate (BEC) [14].
The primary motivation for producing a Ps BEC is that
such a system may exhibit the phenomenon of stimu-
lated annihilation [15, 16], allowing for the creation of a
gamma-ray laser, but the properties of a Ps BEC are also
of interest from a theoretical perspective (e.g., [17–20]).
The low mass of Ps means that the transition tempera-
ture (that is, the temperature at which a dense ensemble

will undergo a phase transition to form a condensate)
is considerably higher than it is for all other atoms; for
example room temperature Ps condensates could form
at densities on the order of 1020 cm−3 [21]. Since Ps
can be cooled via collisions to ambient cryogenic tem-
peratures in microcavities [22] this density requirement
may be reduced to the 1019 cm−3 level for experimentally
accessible temperatures. The specifics of various Ps pro-
duction methods may also allow for significant density
enhancements (e.g., [23, 24]).

It is evident that any practical scheme designed to pro-
duce a Ps BEC requires a high density positron beam,
and an efficient means to generate a correspondingly high
Ps density. Recent advances in positron trapping and
control methods [25] have made it possible to produce
Ps in porous silica films at densities that allow for Ps-Ps
interactions to occur [26], resulting in the formation of a
spin polarized Ps gas with an average density on the or-
der of 1016 cm−3 [27], with higher Ps densities expected
in the future [28].

The optimization of any experimental schemes to gen-
erate a Ps BEC would benefit from direct measurements
of the Ps temperature and density. However, these are
not trivial measurements: Ps temperatures can be di-
rectly measured using the angular correlation of annihi-
lation radiation [29], but this requires the atoms to be
magnetically quenched and decay via a two-photon anni-
hilation process. The rate of annihilation events follow-
ing Ps-Ps scattering can be measured using single-shot
lifetime methods [30], from which one may infer the Ps
density. However, once the Ps gas has become fully spin-
polarized this method no longer provides any signal [31].
Another way to determine Ps densities would be to mea-
sure the density-dependant collisional frequency shift [32]
of Ps atomic transitions. This technique has not been
demonstrated for confined Ps, and may be affected by
the detailed interactions between the Ps gas and its en-
vironment [33].
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Figure 1. (a) Sketch of Ps CQED system, representing Ps
atoms interacting with the electromagnetic field trapped in
a cavity formed by two DBRs. (b) Energy levels of Ps with
highlighted the Lyman-alpha and Rydberg-Rydberg transi-
tions explicitly considered in this paper (not to scale). (c)
Dipole moment dn→n+1 in Debyes as a function of the prin-
cipal quantum number n of the initial energy state.

In this paper we describe an alternative approach to
this problem that exploits concepts and techniques of
cavity quantum electrodynamics (CQED), the field that
investigates the interaction between dipolar active tran-
sitions in atoms, molecules or other materials, and single
photons inside an optical cavity [34]. When the light-
matter coupling strength, referred to as Vacuum Rabi
Frequency (VRF), becomes larger than the loss rates of
the light and matter excitations, the system enters the so-
called strong coupling (SC) regime [35, 36]. In this regime
the physics of the system can be correctly described only
in terms of the light–matter hybrid eigenmodes of the
coupled system, often named polaritons [37, 38], which
manifest themselves as spectral resonances split by twice
the VRF. The collective nature of light-matter coupling
inside the cavity leads to a VRF splitting that scales as
the square root of the number of optically active dipoles
within the cavity mode volume [39]. The possibility of
achieving SC between light and collective matter excita-
tions, and thus to observe polaritons in a variety of solid-
state systems, has led to the achievement of landmarks as
room-temperature BEC [40] and room-temperature su-
perfluidity [41].

Here we theoretically investigate the light-matter inter-
action between the electronic transitions of a collection of
Ps atoms and the confined electromagnetic field of an op-
tical cavity, and explore the conditions under which such
a system can access the SC regime where it would be
possible to observe positronium-polariton modes. Since

the cavity-induced splitting in the SC regime is propor-
tional to the square root of the density of the atoms,
producing a Ps ensemble inside an optical cavity would
lead us to a direct measurement of the Ps density via
spectroscopic measurements. Moreover, since the forma-
tion of polaritons can occur on sub-period time scale [42],
this mechanism can provide an ultrafast measurement of
the Ps density, allowing for real-time measurements even
under conditions where the Ps density is varying.

Distributed Bragg Reflectors (DBRs), cavities com-
posed of a pair of mirrors composed of alternating layers
of semiconductor materials, are a flexible and successful
resonator technology widely used in polaritonics [37, 43].
Although usually covering the near-infrared and visible
ranges, DBRs can also be effective at shorter and longer
wavelengths, and thus can be compatible with a wide
variety of Ps transitions. Deep-UV DBRs have been re-
cently fabricated via deposition of AlGaN/AlN alternat-
ing layers with very promising Q-factors [44]. For mid- to
far-infrared ranges, DBRs consisting of silicon slabs in air
have been used [45], with high quality factors obtained
owing to a large refractive index mismatch.

Open cavity systems have been largely employed to
overcome the issue of growing the active material on top
of the mirrors, allowing both non-invasive investigation
and good control over the microcavity resonances and
mode volumes [46, 47]. These systems are particularly
suitable to the present investigation as different kinds of
microscopic Ps producing materials, such as porous silica
layers [48] or MgO powders [49], can be placed upon a
prefabricated DBR with different thickness and surface
extension [see Fig. 1 (a)].

II. LIGHT-MATTER COUPLING IN
POSITRONIUM

A. Theoretical framework

At the Bohr level, the energy levels of Ps atoms are
formally equivalent to those of the hydrogen atom, with
reduced mass µPs = me/2 and Bohr radius aPs = 2a0,
where me is the electron mass and a0 the Bohr radius.
Fine structure corrections are considerably different in
Ps [3] but these difference are unimportant in the present
case. The Bohr energy spectrum, sketched in Fig. 1 (b),
similar to that for the hydrogen atom, becomes

En = − Ry

2n2
eV, (1)

where n refers to the principal quantum number, and
the Rydberg constant Ry ≈ 13.605 eV. We will consider
transitions between states of the form |nS〉 and |(n+1)P 〉,
corresponding to energies ~ωn→n+1 = En+1 − En and
dipoles dn→n+1 = −e〈(n + 1)P |z|nS〉. We choose the
phases to make the dipoles real and positive [see Fig.
1(c)].
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The interaction between the optically active transition
of a collection of N Ps atoms and the single-mode cavity
field oscillating at frequency ωc, can be described in the
dipolar gauge [50] by a VRF of the form

Ωn→n+1 =

√
N~ωc

2ε0εSLeff
dn→n+1, (2)

where ε is the dielectric constant of the medium in which
the Ps atoms are trapped, V = SLeff is the mode volume,
estimated as the product of the effective cavity mode
length Leff and the area S occupied by the atoms. For
λ/2 DBR cavities the effective length is Leff = Lc+LDBR

where Lc = λc/2
√
ε, with mode wavelength λc, and LDBR

is the DBR penetration depth [43].
In the following we report the results of the numerical

simulations for two distinct transitions, involving very
different setups and energy scales. The first (A) (n = 1→
2) is the Lyman-alpha transition at energy ~ωA = 5.111
eV, which includes the slight blue shift due to the pore
trapping observed in standard porous silica systems [51].
The second (B) (n = 12 → 13) is a Rydberg-Rydberg
transition at energy ~ωB = 7 meV.

B. Lyman-alpha transition (n = 1 → 2)

In order to cover the ~ωA = 5.111 eV Lyman alpha
transition we consider a resonant AlGaN/AlN DBRs cav-
ity, sketched in Fig. 2 (a) [44], with mirrors made of
r = 30 repetitions of a pair of layers with thicknesses
l1 = 22.7 nm (AlGaN) and l2 = 25.2 nm (AlN). Given
the refractive indexes n1 = 2.67 (AlGaN) and n2 = 2.42
(AlN) this choice allows us to respect the Bragg condition

n1l1 = n2l2 = λc/4, (3)

with λc = 2πc/ωA considered at the resonance point.
Lifetimes for the singlet 11S0 and the triplet 13S1

states have been calculated, and measured by QED ex-
periments [3] and are 125 ps and 142 ns respectively.
Although the decay rate of a free Ps atom in a particular
spin-state is well-defined, it may be substantially differ-
ent for atoms interacting with external surfaces. Factors
determining extrinsic properties of Ps atoms will be here
all enclosed in the phenomenological lifetimes observed
on the experimental Ps Lyman transition spectra [51],
corresponding to a FWHM linewidth ~γA = 0.64 meV,
likely dominated by Doppler broadening. Note that the
large broadening reported in Ref. [51] might be reduced
in other samples due Dicke-narrowing [52].

Panels (b-d) of Fig. 2 show the reflectance spectra
calculated by transfer matrix method (see Sec. B) as a
function of the bare cavity mode ~ωc (violet dashed line),
tuned by variation of the incident angle in proximity of
the resonance point ~ωA (green dashed line) for three dif-
ferent Ps densities: (b) ρL = 1016 cm−3, corresponding
to the present experimental record [31], (c) ρM = 1018

cm−3 and (d) ρH = 1019 cm−3, corresponding to the

approximate value expected to be required for BEC for-
mation [24].

The coupled light-matter polariton modes, the upper
one marked with blue and the lower one with red solid
curves have been calculated by diagonalising a bosonic
Hopfield Hamiltonian in the rotating wave approximation
(RWA) (see Sec. A). These curves have been plotted on
top of the reflectance data from the transfer matrix cal-
culations in panels (b-d), perfectly matching them. Fig.
2(f) displays the reflectance spectra (black curves) at the
resonance ωc = ωA for the same three densities, with res-
onances fitted by a pair of Lorentzian functions (magenta
curves), from which we can extract the linewidth γj,± of
the lower (-) and upper (+) polariton modes for each den-
sity j = [L,M,H]. In panel (e) we plot the linewidths
for the two polariton branches for the medium density,
as well as the bare linewidths of the matter (γA) and
photonic (γc) resonances, showing how the polaritonic
linewidth is matter-limited, i.e., improving the DBRs
quality factor will lead to only a marginal improvement
toward the achievement of SC.

Overall we see that in the case of low density the condi-
tion of SC is not achieved and we are unable to resolve the
resonant polaritonic splitting, but that such a splitting
becomes visible at densities which, albeit larger, remain
more than one order of magnitude smaller of what ex-
pected to be necessary to achieve BEC. This technique
is, therefore, well-suited as a diagnostic tool for the opti-
mization of such experiments.

C. Rydberg-Rydberg transitions (n = 12 → 13)

In order to address the ~ωB = 7 meV transition we
consider the same high-Q photonic crystal cavity de-
signed in Ref [45]. The resonator, sketched in Fig. 3 (a),
consists of two pairs of 13µm thick silicon (n1 = 3.4)
slabs in air (n2 = 1), with spacing between each pair of
44.4µm, satisfying Eq. 3 for ωc ≈ ωB .

It has been demonstrated that the production of Ry-
dberg Ps in vacuum can occur with an overall efficiency
of ≈ 25%, determined primarily by the spectral over-
lap of the UV excitation laser and the Doppler broad-
ened width of the 1S − 2P transition [53]. With the
aim of achieving SC, this reduction in the achievable
density is more than compensated by the fact that, as
shown in Fig. 1 (c), Rydberg states have larger dipole
moments and the corresponding transitions have much
smaller linewidths. The intrinsic annihilation rates of Ps
atoms depend upon the overlap probability of electron
and positron, which scales with n−3, and Rydberg states
between n = 10 and n = 15 maintain a narrow reso-
nance lineshape if compared to the Zeeman-mixed higher-
energy states (n > 15) [53]. For the present simulation we
use the linewidth observed in the experiments reported
in Ref. [53], obtaining ~γB = 7.86 · 10−5 meV. Fig. 3(b-
d) show the polariton resonances at the three values of
the Ps density ρ̃L = 1015 cm−3, ρ̃M = 1017 cm−3, and
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Figure 2. (a) Sketch of a proposed experimental set-up, composed by a AlGaN/AlN DBRs composed of r = 30 repetitions
embedding a Ps formation material. (b-d) Reflectance spectra of the cavity-Ps system as function of the bare cavity frequency
(violet dashed line), calculated via transfer matrix at the Ps atoms density ρL = 1016 cm−3 (b), ρM = 1018 cm−3 (c) and
ρH = 1019 cm−3 (d). The bare transition energy is marked in all the panels by a green dashed line and the calculated polariton
modes are blue (lower polariton) and red (upper polariton) solid curves. (e) Plots of polariton linewidths ~γM,± at density ρM
as function of the cavity energy (blue stars for lower polariton and red dots for upper polariton) compared to the bare cavity
(violet dashed line) and bare matter loss (green dashed line). (f) Reflectance spectra at the resonance condition ωc = ωA (black
dashed line). The polaritonic resonances have been fitted by Lorentzian functions (magenta lines) from which the linewidths
of the different resonances have been extracted.

ρ̃H = 1018 cm−3. These have been chosen a factor 10
smaller than for the Lyman-alpha transition described in
SEC II B, to take into account the efficiency of Rydberg
state creation.

As in the previous case, the calculated polariton modes
are shown as blue and red solid curves on top of the spec-
tral resonances. Note that while panel (b) shows a very
good agreement between the simulations and the analyt-
ical theory, this is less true for panel (c) and not the case
at all for panel (d). This is due to the fact that in such
a case the resonant VRF becomes a substantial fraction
of the bare resonant frequency (ΩB/ωB = 0.15). The
system is thus in the ultrastrong coupling regime [54–
56] in which antiresonant terms of the Hamiltonian start
to have a non-negligible effect. Although this is be-
yond the scope of this paper, we notice that such a
fact marks positronium-polaritons as an interesting plat-
form in which it could be possible to explore and exploit
the rich phenomenology of non-perturbative light-matter
coupling, including the presence of virtual excitations in
the ground state [57] and the possibility of modifying
the positronium wavefunction [58, 59]. Panel (d) also
shows further spectral resonances around the bare tran-
sition energy. This is due to a VRF that is large enough
to couple the Ps matter excitation to higher DBRs cav-
ity modes, as recently show in Ref. [60]. In panel (e)
we plot the linewidths of the two polariton modes and

of the bare resonances. Contrary to the Lyman-alpha
transition, in this case the very small Ps linewidth leads
to cavity-dominated polariton linewidths. While only
r = 2 repetitions are already sufficient to observe SC even
for the lowest densities considered here, this means that
positronium-polaritons could in principle be observed at
even lower densities by increasing the repetition number,
and thus the quality factor of the DBRs.

From these results it appears that the parameters re-
quired to achieve SC using Rydberg states are much less
stringent than in the previous case, although this comes
at the cost of the extra complexity required to create the
Rydberg states themselves.

III. DENSITY MEASUREMENT

In Fig. 4(a) we plot the expected resonant VRF ΩA as
a function of the Ps density and highlight in yellow the
parameter region of SC, where the Rabi splitting over-
comes the dominant effective loss rate γA. We focus here
on the 1S → 2P Lyman-alpha transition because, ow-
ing to the the smaller dipole moments and shorter life-
times, this case is more strongly affected by the den-
sity restrictions. The errors on the polariton splittings
(blue horizontal errorbars), derived from the polariton
resonances linewidths, propagate onto the estimated Ps
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Figure 3. Same as in Fig. 2 but for the 12 → 13 Rydberg-Rydberg transition, considering a DBR composed of r = 2 Si layers
in air. The used densities are one order of magnitude lower: ρ̃L = 1015 cm−3 (b), ρ̃M = 1017 cm−3 (c), and ρ̃H = 1018 cm−3

(d), in order to take into account the lower efficiency of Rydberg state creation.

density, leading to the uncertainty values marked by ma-
genta vertical errorbars. It is clear that the measurement
becomes more accurate in the high density range.

We mark with coloured symbols four densities achieved
or predicted in various experimental geometries, which
we will now briefly describe. Ps produced in meso-
porous silica films may have lifetimes that are a signifi-
cant fraction of the intrinsic vacuum lifetime, depending
on pore size [61]. Positrons implanted into such materi-
als form Ps atoms which then migrate towards the voids
of the substrate’s typical “swiss cheese” pore structure,
where they may thermalize and become trapped. The
maximum density achieved so far using this method is
ρ ≈ 1016 cm−3 [53] [see Fig. 4(b)]. This density can
be increased using higher incident positron beam densi-
ties obtained, for example, by brightness enhancement
techniques [62].

Several different Ps production arrangements have
been suggested to achieved higher Ps densities: Mills has
suggested using a collection of small disconnected cav-
ities made by seeding a porous silica target film with
monodisperse 20 nm diameter polyethylene porogen par-
ticles [see Fig. 4 (c)] to produce Ps densities on the or-
der of ρ = 3 × 1019 cm−3 [28]. Another proposed de-
sign, shown schematically in Fig. 4 (d), features a “straw
hat-shaped” cavity, in which Ps atoms would gather af-
ter thermal diffusion through the porous silica target.
This arrangement is predicted to result in a Ps density of
ρ = 2×1018 cm−3 [28]. To deal with heat dissipation the
authors of Ref. [24] have proposed a cavity fabricated at
the interface between a porous silica substrate and a thin

layer of isotopically pure diamond single crystal, where
implanted positrons may cool down before forming Ps
atoms (Fig. 4(e)) The authors estimate that the final
Ps density within the cavity walls will be ρ ≈ 4 × 1019

cm−3. Finally, Mills has also proposed a totally different
approach, in which Ps atoms may be formed in bubbles
of superfluid liquid 4He, and has suggested that densities
of ρ ≈ 1020 cm−3 may be achievable [23].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we explored the possibility of strongly
coupling a high-density Ps atomic gas to a single-mode
photonic resonator, investigating dipole-allowed transi-
tions from both the ground state and from highly ex-
cited states, thus addressing completely different en-
ergy scales. We find that positronium-polaritons may
be achievable using existing positron beam technology
in the far-infrared or ultraviolet regimes. We proposed
that the collective nature of light-matter interaction in
CQED can thus be used to provide an ultra-fast spec-
troscopic measurement of the Ps density evolution inside
a cavity in density regimes of relevence to the forma-
tion of a Ps BEC. We also demonstrated that the ultra-
strong light-matter coupling regime could be achieved in
positronium-polaritons, introducing a novel platform to
explore its non-perturbative phenomenology with poten-
tially unparalleled accuracy.
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Appendix A: Calculation of polariton modes via
bosonic diagonalization

The interaction between an optically active transition
of frequency ωt in a gas of N � 1 Ps atoms and a
single-mode cavity field oscillating at frequency ωc, can
be described in terms of two coupled harmonic oscilla-
tors, even for inhomogeneous Ps distributions [63]. The
phenomenological Hamiltonian can be written in the Ro-
tating Wave Approximation (RWA) as

H = ~ωca
†a+ ~ωtb

†b+ Ωt

(
ab† + a†b

)
, (A1)

with a and b the annihilation operators for the photonic
and matter excitations respectively, obeying the bosonic
commutation relations

[
a, a†

]
=
[
b, b†

]
= 1, and Ωt the

VRF from Eq.2. The Hamiltonian in Eq. A1 can be
diagonalised by introducing the polaritonic operators

pj = xja+ yjb, (A2)

where j = ± indexes the two polariton branches, and xj
and yj are the Hopfield coefficients obtained by solving
the eigenvalue equation for the polariton frequencies ωj

~ωjpj = [pj , H] . (A3)

The polaritonic frequencies can be written

ω± =
1

2

[
ωc + ωt ±

√
4Ω2

t + (ωc − ωt)
2

]
, (A4)

that, in the resonant case ωc = ωt, leads to a polariton
splitting

ω+ − ω− = 2Ωt. (A5)

Appendix B: Transfer Matrix Approach

The optical reflectivity spectra of a multilayer planar
Ps-material-cavity system can be predicted via transfer
matrix simulation [43]. We can model the system as a se-
ries of planar layers, including those composing the cavity
mirrors and the Ps host material. Considering the probe
electric field propagating normally to the interface plane,
the transfer matrix Tj across the jth layer of thickness
lj and frequency-independent refractive index nj can be
written as

Tj =

(
cos (kj lj) i sin (kj lj)/nj

i sin (kj lj)nj cos (kj lj)

)
, (B1)

where kj = ωnj/c with c the speed of light and j the
layer index. We can model the dielectric function of light
interacting with the transition at frequency ωt in the Ps
medium using a Lorentz dielectric function [60]

εt(ω) = ε

(
1− Leff

Lc

2Ω2
t

ω2 − ω2
t + iγtω

)
, (B2)

where γt is the effective Ps radiative decay rate for the
considered transition.

The total transfer matrix can then be expressed as the
product of the matrices for each layer

T = ΠjTj . (B3)

As an example, if we consider the optically active ma-
terial embedded between a pair of DBRs, with r Al-
GaN/AlN alternating layers, the total transfer matrix
can be written

T = (Ta · Tb·)r · Tc · Td · (Ta · Tb·)r , (B4)

with a, b, c, d corresponding respectively to the AlN and
AlGaN layers of the DBRs, the spacing medium between
the two mirrors and the Ps host material. The reflectivity
R(ω) of the whole stack embedded between two semi-
infinite media (air) of unitary reflective index in terms of
the transfer matrix elements can finally be written as

R(ω) =

∣∣∣∣T1,1 + T1,2 − T2,1 − T2,2

T1,2 − T1,1 + T2,1 − T2,2

∣∣∣∣ . (B5)
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[4] S. Mohorovičić, Möglichkeit neuer elemente und ihre be-
deutung für die astrophysik, Astronomische Nachrichten
253, 93 (1934).

[5] J. Pirenne, The proper field and the interaction of Dirac
particles, Arch. Sci. Phys. Nat. 28, 233 (1946).

[6] A. E. Ruark, Positronium, Phys. Rev. 68, 278 (1945).
[7] J. A. Wheeler, Polyelectrons, Annals of the New York

Academy of Sciences 48, 219 (1946).
[8] E. A. Hylleraas and A. Ore, Binding energy of the

positronium molecule, Phys. Rev. 71, 493 (1947).
[9] M. Deutsch, Evidence for the Formation of Positronium

in Gases, Physical Review 82, 455 (1951).
[10] P. G. Coleman, Positron beams and their applications, 1st

ed. (World Scientific Publishing Co. Singapore, 2000).
[11] P. J. Schultz and K. G. Lynn, Interaction of positron

beams with surfaces, thin films, and interfaces, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 60, 701 (1988).

[12] A. P. Mills, Jr., Observation of the positronium negative
ion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 46, 717 (1981).

[13] D. B. Cassidy and A. P. Mills, The production of molec-
ular positronium, Nature 449, 195 (2007).

[14] P. M. Platzman and A. P. Mills, Jr., Possibilities for
Bose condensation of positronium, Phys. Rev. B 49, 454
(1994).

[15] M. Bertolotti and C. Sibilia, Coherent γ-emission by
stimulated annihilation of electron-positron pairs, Ap-
plied physics 19, 127 (1979).

[16] E. P. Liang and C. D. Dermer, Laser cooling of positro-
nium, Optics Communications 65, 419 (1988).

[17] P. Froelich, S. Jonsell, V. Kharchenko, H. R. Sadeghpour,
and A. Dalgarno, On the bose–einstein condensation of
exotic atoms, Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular
and Optical Physics 39, 3889 (2006).

[18] Y.-H. Wang, B. M. Anderson, and C. W. Clark, Spinor
bose-einstein condensates of positronium, Phys. Rev. A
89, 043624 (2014).

[19] H. K. Avetissian, A. K. Avetissian, and G. F. Mkrtchian,
Self-amplified gamma-ray laser on positronium atoms
from a bose-einstein condensate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,
023904 (2014).

[20] Y. Choi, B. Hemmerling, S.-W. Tsai, and A. P. Mills,
Early-time behavior of quantum subharmonic genera-
tion, Phys. Rev. A 103, 043518 (2021).

[21] D. B. Cassidy, Experimental progress in positronium
laser physics, The European Physical Journal D 72, 53
(2018).

[22] K. Shu, A. Ishida, T. Namba, S. Asai, N. Oshima, B. E.
O’Rourke, and K. Ito, Observation of orthopositronium
thermalization in silica aerogel at cryogenic tempera-
tures, Phys. Rev. A 104, L050801 (2021).

[23] A. P. Mills, Positronium Bose-Einstein condensation in
liquid He 4 bubbles, Physical Review A 100, 063615

(2019).
[24] M. X. Asaro, S. Herrera, M. Fuentes-Garcia, G. G. Cec-

chini, E. E. Membreno, R. G. Greaves, and A. P. Mills,
Conditions for obtaining positronium Bose–Einstein con-
densation in a micron-sized cavity, The European Phys-
ical Journal D 76, 107 (2022).

[25] J. R. Danielson, D. H. E. Dubin, R. G. Greaves, and
C. M. Surko, Plasma and trap-based techniques for sci-
ence with positrons, Rev. Mod. Phys. 87, 247 (2015).

[26] D. B. Cassidy and A. P. Mills, Jr., Interactions between
positronium atoms in porous silica, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100,
013401 (2008).

[27] D. B. Cassidy and A. P. Mills, Enhanced ps-ps interac-
tions due to quantum confinement, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107,
213401 (2011).

[28] A. P. Mills, Possible experiments with high density
positronium, AIP Conference Proceedings 2182, 030001
(2019).

[29] G. G. Cecchini, A. C. L. Jones, M. Fuentes-Garcia, D. J.
Adams, M. Austin, E. Membreno, and A. P. Mills, Detec-
tor for positronium temperature measurements by two-
photon angular correlation, Review of Scientific Instru-
ments 89, 053106 (2018).

[30] D. B. Cassidy, S. H. M. Deng, H. K. M. Tanaka, and
A. P. Mills, Jr., Single shot positron annihilation lifetime
spectroscopy, Appl. Phys. Lett. 88, 194105 (2006).

[31] D. B. Cassidy, V. E. Meligne, and A. P. Mills, Produc-
tion of a Fully Spin-Polarized Ensemble of Positronium
Atoms, Physical Review Letters 104, 173401 (2010).

[32] M. D. Higgins, K. M. Daily, and C. H. Greene, Low-
energy scattering properties of ground-state and excited-
state positronium collisions, Physical Review A 100,
012711 (2019).

[33] L. Gurung, B. S. Cooper, S. D. Hogan, and D. B. Cas-
sidy, Resonant shifts of positronium energy levels in MgO
powder, Physical Review A 101, 012701 (2020).

[34] H. Walther, B. T. H. Varcoe, B.-G. Englert, and
T. Becker, Cavity quantum electrodynamics, Reports on
Progress in Physics 69, 1325 (2006).

[35] R. J. Thompson, G. Rempe, and H. J. Kimble, Observa-
tion of normal-mode splitting for an atom in an optical
cavity, Physical Review Letters 68, 1132 (1992).

[36] C. Weisbuch, M. Nishioka, A. Ishikawa, and Y. Arakawa,
Observation of the coupled exciton-photon mode split-
ting in a semiconductor quantum microcavity, Physical
Review Letters 69, 3314 (1992).

[37] D. Ballarini and S. De Liberato, Polaritonics: from mi-
crocavities to sub-wavelength confinement, Nanophoton-
ics 8, 641 (2019).

[38] D. Basov, A. Asenjo-Garcia, P. J. Schuck, X. Zhu, and
A. Rubio, Polariton panorama, Nanophotonics 10, 549
(2021).

[39] R. H. Dicke, Coherence in Spontaneous Radiation Pro-
cesses, Physical Review 93, 99 (1954).

[40] J. Kasprzak, M. Richard, S. Kundermann, A. Baas,
P. Jeambrun, J. M. J. Keeling, F. M. Marchetti, M. H.
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F. Würthner, S. Höfling, and C. P. Dietrich, Tunable
Light–Matter Hybridization in Open Organic Microcav-
ities, ACS Photonics 5, 90 (2018).

[48] D. B. Cassidy, P. Crivelli, T. H. Hisakado, L. Liszkay,
V. E. Meligne, P. Perez, H. W. K. Tom, and A. P. Mills,
Jr., Positronium cooling in porous silica measured via
Doppler spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. A 81, 012715 (2010).

[49] L. Gurung, A. M. Alonso, T. J. Babij, B. S. Cooper, A. L.
Shluger, and D. B. Cassidy, Positronium emission from
MgO smoke nanocrystals, Journal of Physics B: Atomic,
Molecular and Optical Physics 52, 105004 (2019).

[50] D. De Bernardis, P. Pilar, T. Jaako, S. De Liberato, and
P. Rabl, Breakdown of gauge invariance in ultrastrong-
coupling cavity QED, Physical Review A 98, 053819
(2018).

[51] D. B. Cassidy, M. J. Bromley, L. C. Cota, T. H. Hisakado,
H. W. K. Tom, and A. P. Mills, Cavity Induced Shift and
Narrowing of the Positronium Lyman- alpha Transition,
Physical Review Letters 106, 023401 (2011).

[52] R. H. Dicke, The Effect of Collisions upon the Doppler
Width of Spectral Lines, Physical Review 89, 472 (1953).

[53] D. B. Cassidy, T. H. Hisakado, H. W. K. Tom, and
A. P. Mills, Efficient Production of Rydberg Positron-
ium, Physical Review Letters 108, 043401 (2012).

[54] A. A. Anappara, S. De Liberato, A. Tredicucci, C. Ciuti,
G. Biasiol, L. Sorba, and F. Beltram, Signatures of the ul-
trastrong light-matter coupling regime, Physical Review
B 79, 201303 (2009).

[55] A. Frisk Kockum, A. Miranowicz, S. De Liberato,
S. Savasta, and F. Nori, Ultrastrong coupling between
light and matter, Nature Reviews Physics 1, 19 (2019).

[56] P. Forn-Dı́az, L. Lamata, E. Rico, J. Kono, and
E. Solano, Ultrastrong coupling regimes of light-matter
interaction, Reviews of Modern Physics 91, 025005
(2019).

[57] S. De Liberato, Virtual photons in the ground state of a
dissipative system, Nat. Commun. 8, 1465 (2017).

[58] J. Khurgin, Excitonic radius in the cavity polariton in
the regime of very strong coupling, Solid State Commu-
nications 117, 307 (2001).

[59] S. Brodbeck, S. De Liberato, M. Amthor, M. Klaas,
M. Kamp, L. Worschech, C. Schneider, and S. Höfling,
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