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A remote energy transfer pathway from electronic to vibrational degrees of freedom is identified
inside an infrared optical cavity under vibrational strong coupling conditions. This mechanism
relies on the dynamical Casimir effect, whereby real infrared photons are generated due to a sudden
electronic transition of anisotropic molecules. Moreover, the formation of vibrational polaritons
enables the excited photon energy to be transferred to the vibrational degrees of freedom before any
dissipation occurs. Both analytic solutions and numerical simulations reveal that the magnitude of
this electronic to vibrational energy transfer depends quadratically on the number of molecules and
resonantly on the vibration-cavity detuning. During this “supervibronic” transition process, because
the vibrational energy gain per molecule can be meaningful in the macroscopic limit, this process
may potentially be observed using conventional vibrational strong coupling devices.

Introduction. Exploring novel collective effects in
light-matter interactions is a key research topic in the
fields of quantum optics and chemical physics. One early
example is Dicke’s superradiance [1–3], where the spon-
taneous emission rate of N emitters interacting with a
common electromagnetic field can be enhanced by a fac-
tor of N . Beyond superradiance, when polaritons, the
hybrid light-matter states, are formed under strong light-
matter interactions, the Rabi splitting between a photon
mode and N molecular transitions can depend collec-
tively on

√
N [4–11]. One popular experimental setup for

preparing the polariton states is a planar Fabry–Pérot
microcavity, where a cavity photon mode confined be-
tween a pair of parallel mirrors is tuned near resonance
with a molecular transition inside the cavity. More re-
cently, under vibrational strong coupling (VSC) between
a molecular vibrational mode and an infrared (IR) cav-
ity photon mode [12, 13], thermally-activated ground-
state chemical reaction rates have been found to exhibit a
nonlinear dependence on the concentration of molecules
in the Fabry–Pérot cavity [14–17]. Collective effects in
polariton-induced vibrational or electronic energy trans-
fer rates have also been observed experimentally [18–23].

A large amount of theoretical work has been reported
in the past few years on the search of novel reaction or en-
ergy transfer pathways enabled by cavities [24–47]. For
one example, Mandel et al. [36] numerically observed
that, for a single LiH model molecule coupled to a cav-
ity mode at electronic transition frequencies, the perma-
nent dipole moments of the molecule may generate pho-
tons during electronic excitations. This photon genera-
tion process is reminiscent of the dynamical Casimir ef-
fect [48–52], a mechanism stating that real photons may
be generated from the vacuum due to a fast change of
boundary conditions or dielectric properties of the mat-
ter. Because most strong coupling experiments are per-
formed in the collective regime with the molecular num-
ber N = 106 ∼ 1012, [4, 7, 10] the transferability of
these theoretical predictions made under single-molecule

FIG. 1. The underlying mechanism of “supervibronic” tran-
sitions between two different species (part c) can be decom-
posed to two more fundamental mechanisms: (a) dynamical
Casimir effect whereby IR photons are generated due to the
permanent dipole change during a sudden coherent electronic
transition of Ne TLSs; and (b) collective VSC.

strong coupling to the collective regime remains unclear.
In this Letter, we theoretically report a remote energy

transfer pathway from electronic to vibrational degrees
of freedom enabled by collective VSC conditions. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 1, this energy transfer pathway relies
on the dynamical Casimir effect which generates IR cav-
ity photons due to the permanent dipole change after a
sudden electronic excitation of the molecules. Moreover,
under collective VSC conditions, the excited IR photon
mode can efficiently transfer energy to the vibrational
degrees of freedom, thus achieving a remote electronic to
vibrational energy transfer, or a remote vibronic transi-
tion.

Theory. We start with the widely applied Pauli–Fierz
Hamiltonian [31, 38] for describing molecules coupled to
a single-mode cavity:

ĤPF = ĤM +
1

2
p̂2c +

1

2
ω2
c

(
q̂c +

λc

ωc
· µ̂
)2

. (1)
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Here, ĤM denotes the standard molecular (kinetic + po-
tential) Hamiltonian; p̂c, q̂c, and ωc denote the momen-
tum operator, position operator, and frequency of the
cavity mode, respectively; λc denotes the cavity coupling
strength vector, which is oriented along the polarization
direction of the cavity mode; µ̂ denotes the total molec-
ular dipole operator.

We consider a molecular system composed of Ne elec-
tronic two-level systems (TLSs) plus Nv vibrational har-
monic oscillators (Fig. 1c). The associated molecular
Hamiltonian ĤM can be written as

ĤM = ωe

Ne∑

i=1

σ̂i
+σ̂

i
− + ωv

Nv∑

j=1

b̂†j b̂j . (2)

In this non-interacting model Hamiltonian, both elec-
tronic and vibrational transition frequencies are uniform,
equalling to ωe and ωv, respectively. For each TLS in-
dexed by i, the ground state and the excited state are
labeled as |gi⟩ and |ei⟩, respectively; σ̂i

− = |gi⟩⟨ei|, and
σ̂i
+ = |ei⟩⟨gi|. For each vibrational harmonic oscillator

indexed by j, the creation and annihilation operators are
denoted by b̂†j and b̂j , respectively.

The dipole moment directions of all electronic TLSs
and vibrational harmonic oscillators are assumed to be
aligned in parallel with the cavity polarization direction.
With this important approximation in mind, below λc

and µ̂ in Eq. (1) will be replaced by the corresponding
scalar quantities λc and µ̂, respectively. µ̂ is represented
as the sum of the electronic and vibrational components:
µ̂ = µ̂e + µ̂v. The electronic dipole operator is [36]

µ̂e =

Ne∑

i=1

deg(σ̂
i
+ + σ̂i

−) +
Ne∑

i=1

(
d̄1̂i − ∆d

2
σ̂i
z

)
. (3)

Here, 1̂i = |gi⟩⟨gi| + |ei⟩⟨ei|; σ̂i
z = |gi⟩⟨gi| − |ei⟩⟨ei|; deg

denotes the transition dipole moment; d̄ ≡ (dgg + dee)/2
and ∆d ≡ dee−dgg, where dgg and dee denote the perma-
nent dipole moments of the ground and the excited state,
respectively. For the vibrational harmonic oscillators, the
dipole operator µ̂v is

µ̂v =

Nv∑

j=1

1√
2ωv

dv

(
b̂†j + b̂j

)
, (4)

where dv denotes the transition dipole moment for each
vibrational harmonic oscillator.

Analytic solution. For our problem, because the pho-
tonic and vibrational degrees of freedom have similar
transition frequencies, we may generalize the Ehrenfest
approximation used in nonadiabatic molecular dynam-
ics [53] and treat both the photonic and vibrational dy-
namics classically, leaving only the electronic dynam-
ics quantum-mechanically. With this cavity Ehrenfest
approximation [54–56] in mind, now, let us consider a

scenario in which the coupled electron-vibration-cavity
system starts from the global ground state and then a
delta pulse suddenly excites the electronic TLSs. Under
this case, due to the timescale separation, the photonic
and vibrational degrees of freedom can be assumed to
be frozen during the electronic transition, an approxima-
tion which may be called as the cavity Frank–Condon
transition. Then, the change of photonic energy [11, 57–
59] during this electronic transition, according to Eq.

(1), can be written as ∆Ec = 1
2ω

2
c

(
qc +

λc

ωc
⟨µ̂⟩t0+

)2
−

1
2ω

2
c

(
qc +

λc

ωc
⟨µ̂⟩t0−

)2
[60], where ⟨µ̂⟩t0− and ⟨µ̂⟩t0+ de-

note the mean-field average of the total molecular dipole
moments before and after the electronic transition at
time t0, respectively. Due to the use of the cavity Frank–
Condon approximation, the cavity photon position qc is
assumed fixed during the electronic transition process,
the value of which is qc = −λc

ωc
⟨µ̂⟩t0− . This is because

at the global ground state (before the electronic excita-
tion), the minimization of total energy requires the cavity
photon position to be displaced by the molecular polar-
ization [36, 57]. Substituting the value of qc into the form
of ∆Ec, we find

∆Ec =
1

2
λ2c(⟨µ̂⟩t0+ − ⟨µ̂⟩t0− )2. (5)

Say, if the electronic density matrix per TLS changes
from

(
1 0
0 0

)
to
( 1−Pe ρge

ρeg Pe

)
during the electronic transi-

tion, using Eq. (3), we may write ⟨µ̂⟩t0+ − ⟨µ̂⟩t0− =

Ne(Pe∆d+2degℜρeg), where ℜρeg denotes the real com-
ponent of the off-diagnoal electronic coherence. There-
fore, the final change of photonic energy becomes

∆Ec =
1

2
λ2cN

2
e (Pe∆d+ 2degℜρeg)2 . (6)

Because the molecular number is large under collective
strong coupling, it becomes hard to maintain a signifi-
cant electronic coherence among all TLSs over long times.
Therefore, one may treat ℜρeg → 0 as the long-time limit
and obtain a simpler form of the photonic energy change:

∆Ec →
1

2
λ2cN

2
e P

2
e ∆d

2. (7)

Eq. (7) suggests that a sudden change in the permanent
dipole moment (∆d) may generate real photons in IR
cavities. Our simulations below show that ∆Ec/ωc ≫ 1,
indicating the generation of a substantial number of IR
photon quanta. This photon generation process can be
interpreted as the release of the dipole self-energy con-
tribution ( 12λ

2
c ⟨µ̂⟩2) in the IR photon energy via sud-

den electronic transitions. Because the permanent dipole
moment determines the dielectric properties, this finding
aligns with previous theoretical work on the dynamical
Casimir effect [50, 51] discussing generating real photons
via fast changes of the dielectric properties of the ma-
terial, which requires further experimental verification.
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A more intuitive understanding of our Casimir photon
generation process is shown in Fig. 1a.

Under VSC, because the IR photon mode is hybridized
with the vibrational bright mode, the sudden electronic
transition can directly excite vibrational polaritons with
the dynamical Casimir effect. These excited polaritons
can be called as Casimir polaritons. At resonance condi-
tions (i.e., when ωv = ωc), because the polaritons are an
equal mixture of photonic and vibrational components
(Fig. 1b), the vibrational degrees of freedom may receive
a total amount of energy ∆Ev ≈ ∆Ec/2 [61]. When the
photonic frequency is very different from the vibrational
frequency, vibrational polaritons are no longer formed,
so ∆Ev → 0. With these two limits in mind, we can
approximately write the energy gain in the vibrational
degrees of freedom as

∆Ev ≈ 1

2
∆Ecρ(ωv − ωc), (8)

where the density of states ρ(ωv − ωc) = 1 at reso-
nance and ρ(ωv − ωc) → 0 when |ωv − ωc| becomes
large. Per vibrational degree of freedom, the energy
gain is ∆Ev/Nv ≈ 1

2Nv
∆Ecρ(ωv − ωc) ∝ N2

e /Nv. If
Ne ∼ Nv, each vibrational harmonic oscillator may re-
ceive an energy gain proportionally to the total molec-
ular number in the cavity. This analysis indicates the
existence of a remote, collective transition from the elec-
tronic to the vibrational degrees of freedom bridged by
the IR cavity mode (or Casimir polaritons). An intuitive
understanding of this dynamical-Casimir-effect-induced
vibronic transition is given in the energy diagram of Fig.
1c. Here, under an external pulse excitation, the IR pho-
ton mode experiences a vertical transition from the vibra-
tional polariton states dressed by the electronic ground
state (black curves) to the vibrational polariton states
dressed by the electronic excited state (red curves), thus
driving the oscillations of molecular vibrations. For want
of a better term, this collective vibronic transition pro-
cess can be called as “supervibronic” transitions.

Simulation results. To better investigate the possi-
bility of supervibronic transitions under realistic exper-
imental conditions, we now perform numerical investi-
gation by including three possible relaxation channels
of the system: electronic depopulation and decoherence,
cavity loss, and polariton dephasing to the dark modes
[62, 63]. Due to the symmetry of the system, the elec-
tronic subsystem is represented by the density matrix of
a single TLS ρ̂e,s, an assumption which is justified by
comparing to the results from an explicit simulation of
Ne TLSs when Ne is small. The dynamics of ρ̂e,s is gov-
erned by the mean-field Hamiltonian: Ĥsc,s = ωeσ̂+σ̂− +
ωcλcqcµ̂e,s + 1

2λ
2
c

[
µ̂2
e,s + 2(Ne − 1) ⟨µ̂e,s⟩ µ̂e,s + 2µvµ̂e,s

]
,

where µ̂e,s and µv denote the single-body electronic
dipole operator and the total vibrational dipole moment,
respectively. The vibrational dynamics are explicitly
propagated in a basis of vibrational bright and dark
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FIG. 2. Electronic excited-state population Pe dynamics (left
panel) and energy dynamics of each component (right panel)
during a Gaussian pulse excitation under different scenarios:
(a,b) Ne isolated electronic TLSs; (c,d) Ne electronic TLSs
coupled to an IR cavity mode; (e,f) Ne electronic TLSs plus
Nv vibrational harmonic oscillators coupled to an IR cavity
mode. Lines of different colors are used to represent the en-
ergy of different components: electronic TLSs (blue); cavity
mode (red); bright mode of vibrations (green); dark modes of
vibrations (black). For better visualization, the energy of the
bright and the dark modes is amplified by a factor of 10 and
102, respectively.

modes. See the SI for details on numerical simulations.
To start with, we analyze the time-dependent dynam-

ics for an elementary process: Ne isolated electronic TLSs
under a Gaussian pulse excitation. This Gaussian pulse
is applied at t = 12.1 fs with a width of 2.4 fs and an
amplitude of E0 = 0.01 a.u. The role of this pulse is
to induce a sudden electronic transition. Fig. 2a,b plot
the corresponding excited-state population (Pe) dynam-
ics per TLS and the total energy dynamics of all the
TLSs, respectively. Not surprisingly, due to the elec-
tronic depopulation and decoherence, both signals expe-
rience an exponential decay with a lifetime τe ∼ 2.4 ps
after the pulse pumping.

Then, we study the case when the electronic TLSs
are coupled to the IR cavity mode (Fig. 1a). After an
initial Gaussian pulse excitation, the electronic excited-
state population Pe and the total electronic energy ex-
perience an exponential decay modulated by fast oscil-
lations, as shown in Figs. 2c,d. At the same time, the
photonic energy (red line in Fig. 2d), as calculated by
1
2p

2
c+

1
2ω

2
c (qc+λc ⟨µ̂⟩ /ωc)

2, is also excited and modulated
by fast oscillations. The similar fast-oscillation patterns
in electronic and photonic energy dynamics (see the in-
sets) can be understood from Eq. (6). This equation im-
plies that the photonic energy change is determined by
the ℜρeg term, which exhibits fast oscillations. In later
times, due to the electronic relaxation and decoherence as
well as the cavity loss, both the electronic and photonic
energies are quenched. Overall, Figs. 2c,d confirms the
dynamical Casimir effect that the IR photon mode can be
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transiently excited during a sudden electronic excitation
of the TLSs.

After studying the above two processes, we study the
case of our interest — both Ne electronic TLSs and Nv

harmonic oscillators are coupled to the IR cavity mode.
Fig. 2e plots the dynamics of the electronic excited-state
population Pe after an initial Gaussian pulse excitation
of the TLSs. This pattern is similar to the case of the
coupled electron-cavity system in Fig. 2c. As far as the
energy dynamics of different subsystems are considered,
while the electronic and photonic responses are also simi-
lar to the case of the coupled electron-cavity system (Fig.
2d), the vibrational bright mode (green line) is also ini-
tially excited during the electronic excitation. This is be-
cause, at resonance conditions, the cavity mode forms po-
laritons with the vibrational bright mode. Thus, the IR
mode excited due to the dynamical Casimir effect coher-
ently transfers its energy to the vibrational bright mode
before any dissipation occurs. The signature of vibra-
tional polaritons can be found in the oscillation pattern
of the bright mode, which exhibits a period of ∼ 78 fs,
corresponding to the Rabi splitting of 430 cm−1.

As shown in Fig. 2f, during the relaxation of the elec-
tronic, photonic, and bright-mode signals, the vibrational
dark modes (black line) gradually gain energy due to the
polariton dephasing mechanism. At t = 5 ps, the energy
gain of the vibrational dark modes reaches 7.6 × 1010

cm−1. Because Nv = 1010 is used during the simulation
(see the SI for details), the energy gain per vibrational
harmonic oscillator is 7.6 cm−1 (= 11 K). This result
numerically validates the existence of a remote energy
transfer pathway from the electronic to the vibrational
degrees of freedom, in spite of the inclusion of three dis-
sipation channels.

In Figs. 3, we perform additional numerical simula-
tions to examine the analytic solution of the long-time
vibrational energy gain (∆Ev) in Eqs. (7) and (8), using
the energy gain of vibrational dark modes at t = 5 ps
[ED(t = 5 ps)] to measure the long-time ∆Ev. Figs. 3a-
e plot ED(t = 5 ps) against the cavity-matter coupling
(λc), the number of electronic TLSs (Ne), the external
driving field amplitude (E0), the permanent dipole dif-
ference between the electronic ground and the excited
state (∆d), and the vibration-cavity detuning (ωv − ωc).
Overall, the parameter dependence agrees well with Eqs.
(7) and (8), exhibiting a scaling depending quadratically
on λc, Ne, and ∆d, fourth-order on E0, in addition to a
resonant dependence on ωv − ωc. Here, the E4

0 depen-
dence is equivalent to a quadratic dependence on Pe in
Eq. (7). This is because, before saturation, Pe depends
linearly against the pulse power, and the pulse power is
proportional to E2

0 . The parameter dependence against
the number of vibrational harmonic oscillators Nv is also
plotted in Fig. 3f, showing a null dependence against Nv

when Nv is sufficiently large, in agreement with Eqs. (7)
and (8).
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FIG. 3. Transient energy of the vibrational dark modes at
t = 5 ps [ED(t = 5 ps)] against different parameters in the
logarithmic scale: (a) λc; (b) Ne; (c) E0; (d) ∆d; (e) ωc −ωv;
(f) Nv. Open circles are the simulation data, and blue dashed
lines are the corresponding asymptotes defined by Eqs. (7)
and (8).

However, in Figs. 3, the only discrepancy with the
analytic solution occurs at the limit when λc or Ne be-
comes very large (the red circles). In these situations, the
simulation data show that ED(t = 5 ps) decreases when
λc or Ne further increases. These inversion regimes arise
because the pulse excitation of the electronic population
(Pe) becomes less efficient as the electron-cavity coupling
strength (which depends on either λc orNe) increases due
to a deviation from the resonant excitation condition, an
effect not accounted for in the derivation of Eqs. (7) and
(8). See also the SI for additional discussions on the in-
version regimes. Fig. S2 in the SI also demonstrates that
this supervibronic transition pathway is robust under a
very wide range of the dissipative rates.

Our calculations above assume that the orientations of
both the electronic and the vibrational dipole moments
align in parallel with the cavity polarization direction.
Additional calculations in the SI show that, to preserve
this supervibronic transition mechanism, only the elec-
tronic dipole orientations need to exhibit anisotropy. The
magnitude of this energy transfer scales proportionally to
⟨cos θ⟩2, where θ represents the angle between the dipole
vector of an electronic TLS and the cavity polarization
direction.

This supervibronic transition mechanism might ad-
vance vibronic transition processes that are typically lo-
cal and short-ranged, such as proton-coupled electron
transfer [64], to be nonlocal and collective. Our pro-
posal can be tested by performing UV-vis-pump IR-probe
ultrafast experiments with a planar Fabry–Pérot cav-
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ity composed of three layers: one middle layer made
of inert materials, one side layer with the aligned elec-
tronic TLSs [65, 66], as well as the opposite layer uti-
lized to form VSC. Observing remote vibrational exci-
tations of the vibrational layer after UV-vis pumping of
the electronic subsystem would be a strong endorsement
of this proposed mechanism. This observation provides
advantageous experimental evidence for the dynamical
Casimir effect without directly detecting the emission of
the Casimir photons, which have a much shorter life-
time than the vibrational excitations. Of course, a nega-
tive experimental observation may suggest the limitation
of employing the Pauli–Fierz Hamiltonian for describing
electronic nonadiabatic dynamics under VSC conditions.
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I. DETAILS OF NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

With the cavity Ehrenfest approximation, we may rewrite the molecular Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) as

ĤM = ωe

Ne∑

i=1

σ̂i
+σ̂

i
− +

Nv∑

j=1

(
p2j
2

+
1

2
ω2
vq

2
j

)
, (S1)

where the classical momentum and position variables pj and qj have been used to replace b̂j and b̂†j with the well-
known relations b̂ = 1√

2ω
(ωq̂ + ip̂) and b̂† = 1√

2ω
(ωq̂ − ip̂). Similarly, the quantum vibrational dipole operator in Eq.

(4) can also be replaced by the classical variable

µv =

Nv∑

j=1

dvqj . (S2)

The coupled electron-vibration-photon system is thus governed by the following semiclassical Pauli–Fierz Hamiltonian:

ĤPF = ĤM +
1

2
p2c +

1

2
ω2
c

(
qc +

λc
ωc
µ̂

)2

, (S3)

where µ̂ = µv + µ̂e, and µ̂e and µv have been defined in Eqs. (3) and (S2), respectively. The corresponding energy
expectation value of Eq. (S3) is

〈
ĤPF

〉
=
〈
ĤM

〉
+

1

2
p2c +

1

2
ω2
c

(
qc +

λc
ωc

⟨µ̂⟩
)2

. (S4)

When evaluating the energy expectation value of the dipole self-energy term (i.e., the term containing µ̂2 in Eq. (S3)),
we use ⟨µ̂⟩2 instead of

〈
µ̂2
〉
. Similar suggestions have been made in a recent work [S1] discussing gauge invariance in

molecular quantum electrodynamics.
According to Eqs. (S3) and (S4), the corresponding semiclassical equations of motion become:

∂

∂t
|ψe⟩ = −iĤsc|ψe⟩, (S5a)

q̈c = −ω2
cqc − ωcλc ⟨µ̂⟩ , (S5b)

q̈j = −ω2
vqj − ωcλcqc

∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qj

− λ2c ⟨µ̂⟩
∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qj

. (S5c)

In Eq. (S5a), |ψe⟩ denotes the wavefunction for the whole electronic subsystem, and

Ĥsc = ωe

Ne∑

i=1

σ̂i
+σ̂

i
− + ωcλcqcµ̂+

1

2
λ2c µ̂

2 (S6)
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S2

is Eq. (S3) excluding scalar terms. In Eq. (S5b), the classical cavity photon interacts with the mean-field value of the
total dipole moment averaged over different electronic states: ⟨µ̂⟩ = µv + ⟨ψe|µ̂e|ψe⟩. In Eq. (S5c), ∂ ⟨µ̂⟩ /∂qj = dv
according to Eq. (S2).

In the collective regime, because both Ne and Nv can be macroscopically large, a direct propagation of Eq. (S5)
is computationally demanding. Instead, due to the symmetry of the system, we may efficiently simulate the above
many-body dynamics with much fewer degrees of freedom. For example, in Eq. (S5a), assuming working under the
symmetric Dicke superradiant states, we may use a density matrix of a single TLS ρ̂e,s to represent the average state
of Ne-TLS wavefunction |ψe⟩ by taking the partial trace over Ne − 1 TLSs: ρ̂e,s = TrNe−1 (|ψe⟩⟨ψe|); see also Ref.
[S2] on the use of an effective single-TLS Hamiltonian to describe the Dicke’s superradiance process. Likewise, we
can also obtain the single-molecule semiclassical Hamiltonian Ĥsc,s by taking the partial trace over Ne − 1 TLSs, i.e.,
Ĥsc,s =

〈
Ĥsc

〉
Ne−1

. Using the definition of Ĥsc in Eq. (S6), we obtain

Ĥsc,s = ωeσ̂+σ̂− + ωcλcqcµ̂e,s +
1

2
λ2c
[
µ̂2
e,s + 2(Ne − 1) ⟨µ̂e,s⟩ µ̂e,s + 2µvµ̂e,s

]
, (S7)

where µ̂e,s = deg(σ̂+ + σ̂−) +
(
d̄1̂ + ∆d

2 σ̂z
)

denotes the single-molecule electronic dipole operator and ⟨µ̂e,s⟩ =
Tr (ρe,sµ̂e,s). Hence, in the single-TLS basis, with the assumption that the electronic dynamics are evolved under
the symmetric Dicke superradiant states, the electronic equations of motion become

∂

∂t
ρ̂e,s = −i

[
Ĥsc,s, ρ̂e,s

]
. (S8)

Moreover, for the vibrational dynamics in Eq. (S5c), the vibrational variables can be separated to one bright state qB =∑
j qj/

√
Nv (which is coupled to the cavity mode) and Nv−1 asymmetric dark states qD,k =

∑
j exp(2πjk/Nv)qj/

√
Nv

for k = 1, 2, · · · , Nv (which are decoupled from the cavity mode). With this collective variable transformation, Eq.
(S5c) becomes

q̈B = −ω2
vqB − ωcλcqc

∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qB

− λ2c ⟨µ̂⟩
∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qB

, (S9a)

q̈D,k = −ω2
vqD,k. (S9b)

where ⟨µ̂⟩ = √
NvdvqB +NeTr (ρ̂e,sµ̂e,s) and ∂ ⟨µ̂⟩ /∂qB =

√
Nvdv.

With Eqs. (S8) and (S9), we can replace the equations of motion in Eq. (S5) by:

∂

∂t
ρ̂e,s = −i

[
Ĥsc,s, ρ̂e,s

]
, (S10a)

q̈c = −ω2
cqc − ωcλc ⟨µ̂⟩ , (S10b)

q̈B = −ω2
vqB − ωcλcqc

∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qB

− λ2c ⟨µ̂⟩
∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qB

, (S10c)

q̈D,k = −ω2
vqD,k. (S10d)

At this moment, Eq. (S10) does not contain any relaxation pathway. In reality, the electronic subsystem is not
always evolved under the symmetric Dicke superradiant states and its relaxation and decoherence should be taken
into account; due to the imperfectness of the cavity mirrors, the cavity photon has a lifetime from hundreds of fs to
a few ps (for VSC systems) [S3–S5]; as far as the dynamics of the bright and the dark modes are concerned, it is well
studied that the bright mode (or vibrational polaritons) can quickly dephase to the dark modes with a lifetime of a
few ps [S3].

Taking these relaxation pathways into account, we can add a few phenomenological terms on top of Eq. (S10):

∂

∂t
ρ̂e,s = −i

[
Ĥsc,s, ρ̂e,s

]
+ L̂dmp[ρ̂e,s] + L̂drv[ρ̂e,s], (S11a)

q̈c = −ω2
cqc − ωcλc ⟨µ̂⟩ − γcpc, (S11b)

q̈B = −ω2
vqB − ωcλcqc

∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qB

− λ2c ⟨µ̂⟩
∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qB

− γv
∑

k

qD,k, (S11c)

q̈D,k = −ω2
D,kqD,k − γvqB. (S11d)
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FIG. S1. Electronic energy dynamics of Ne TLSs during an Gaussian pulse excitation for the coupled electron-vibration-cavity
system. Lines with different colors represent simulations with varied cavity-matter coupling strength λc from zero (black) to
4× 10−6 a.u. Increasing λc leads to suppressed electronic excitations.

Here, for the electronic dynamics in Eq. (S10a), L̂dmp[ρ̂e,s] denotes the electronic depopulation and decoherence
Lindbladian: L̂dmp[ρ̂e,s] ≡ γe

(
σ̂+ρ̂e,sσ̂− − 1

2 σ̂+σ̂−ρ̂e,s − 1
2 ρ̂e,sσ̂+σ̂−

)
with the damping coefficient denoted as γe;

L̂drv[ρ̂e,s] = degE(t)(σ̂+ + σ̂−) is the additional external driving due to the coupling with the external pulse de-
fined by E(t). Because this pulse will be operated in the electronic frequency domain, it is assumed to be decoupled
from the vibrational and the photonic degrees of freedom. In Eq. (S11b), the −γcpc term is added phenomenologically
to account for the cavity loss due to the imperfectness of the cavity mirrors, where γc denotes the cavity loss rate.
In Eqs. (S11c) and (S11d), the terms containing γv are introduced to describe the polariton dephasing to the dark
modes, where γv characterizes the coupling strength between the bright and the dark states. If γv = 0, the bright
state would be completely decoupled from the dark modes. For the dark-mode dynamics, because in experiments the
dissipation lifetime of vibrational dark modes to the ground state can take hundreds of ps to even tens of ns (which
is much longer than the timescale we are interested in) [S3], here the dissipation of vibrational dark modes is not
considered. In Eq. (S11d), the vibrational frequencies of different dark modes are ωD,k. The dark-mode frequencies
will be sampled from a uniform distribution around ωv (the bright-mode frequency). Such a frequency distribution
[S6] will allow an efficient simulation of the dissipation from the bight to the dark modes with an affordable number
of dark modes.

The following set of parameters was used by default. For the electronic subsystem, Ne = 1010, ωe = 0.1 a.u. = 2.7
eV, deg = 0.5 a.u., dgg = 0, dee = 1.0 a.u., and γe = 10−5 a.u. (1/γe = 2.4 ps). For the photon mode, ωc = 0.01 a.u.
= 2195 cm−1, λc = 2× 10−6 a.u., and γc = 2× 10−5 a.u. (1/γc = 1.2 ps). For the vibrational subsystem, Nv = 1010,
ωv = 0.01 a.u. = 2195 cm−1, and dv = 0.01 a.u.; for the dark states, instead of directly simulating Nv − 1 dark states
directly, we used Ndark = 500 harmonic oscillators with a uniform frequency distribution between 0.007 and 0.013
a.u., and the coupling strength between the bright and the dark states was set as γv = 2× 10−6/

√
Ndark a.u. For the

external pulse, E(t) = E0 sin(ωet) exp[−(t − tstart)
2/σ2], where E0 = 0.01 a.u., tstart = 5 × 102 a.u. = 12.1 fs, and

σ = 100 a.u. = 2.4 fs. In the manuscript, when the simulation results were scanned against one parameter, all other
parameters were kept the same as the default values. Note that the simulation results have already converged when
Ndark = 500, and further increasing Ndark would not lead to any meaningful change of the data, in agreement with our
previous simulations of polariton relaxation [S5]. After all, simulating polariton relaxation to the dark modes alone
does not require a macroscopically large number of molecules. Additionally, setting the coupling γv = 2×10−6/

√
Ndark

a.u., i.e., an inverse dependence on
√
Ndark, was to ensure that the polariton dephasing lifetime did not change when

only Ndark was tuned.

II. THE INVERSION REGIMES IN FIGS. 3A,B

The inversion regimes in Figs. 3a,b, which are not predicted in Eqs. (7) and (8), are worthy of further investigation.
For a better understanding of the inversion regimes, Fig. S1 plots the electronic energy dynamics of all TLSs under
different cavity-matter coupling strengths λc. Very interestingly, increasing λc causes a suppression of the electronic
energy gain under the same Gaussian pulse excitation. This electron-energy suppression at large λc values were not
considered during the derivation of Eqs. (7) and (8), which assumed that the electronic TLSs were excited equally if
the pulse excitation was the same, in spite of the change of any other parameters. If the electron-energy suppression
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FIG. S2. ED(t = 5 ps) against different relaxation parameters in the logarithmic scale: (a) electronic relaxation lifetime 1/γe;
(b) cavity loss lifetime 1/γc; (c) coupling strength between the vibrational bright and the dark modes γv. The red circle in
each subplot represents the data point corresponding to the simulation in Figs. 2e,f with the default parameters.

under large λc values were considered, Eqs. (7) and (8) would have suggested that the cavity or vibrational energy
gain becomes less efficient when λc becomes very large.

The electron-energy suppression can be understood as follows. As shown in Eq. (S7), the terms containing λc or
Nv can renormalize the electronic transition frequency ωe, in a manner similarly as the Lamb shift outside the cavity.
When λc or Nv is increased, the effective electronic transition frequency will be tuned away from ωe. Because the
external pulse frequency is always centered at ωe, increasing λc or Nv would reduce the excitation of the electronic
system, thus suppressing the supervibronic transition process.

III. INFLUENCE OF RELAXATION PATHWAYS

Finally, Fig. S2 plots the ED(t = 5 ps) dependence on the three dissipation channels: the electronic relaxation rate
γe, the cavity loss rate γc, as well as the coupling strength between the vibrational bright and dark modes γv. Clearly,
ED(t = 5 ps) can range from 1010 to 1011 cm−1 for a very wide range of dissipative rates. Because Nv = 1010 has
been taken as the simulation value, it suggests that each vibrational harmonic oscillator could be excited by 1 ∼ 10
cm−1. This value indicates that the supervibronic transition mechanism may potentially be experimentally verified
at room temperature, although at lower temperatures this mechanism would be more easily identified.

IV. MORE REALISTIC SIMULATIONS OF THE ELECTRONIC SUBSYSTEM

In the manuscript, we have restricted ourselves to the Dicke’s superradiant states, i.e., assuming that the electronic
dynamics of Ne TLSs can be propagated using the density matrix of a single TLS. This assumption can break down
if the electronic TLSs experience different local environments, e.g., if the dipole orientations of the TLSs are not
uniform. To examine this critical assumption, below we consider two approaches to evaluate the electronic dynamics
of the system more realistically.

A. Direct propagation of the full electronic density matrix

For the electronic dynamics, instead of propagating Eq. (S11a), we can directly propagate the density matrix for
the whole electronic subsystem ρ̂e using:

∂

∂t
ρ̂e = −i

[
Ĥsc, ρ̂e

]
+ L̂dmp[ρ̂e] + L̂drv[ρ̂e]. (S12)

Here, the electronic Hamiltonian Ĥsc has been defined in Eq. (S6):

Ĥsc = ωe

Ne∑

i=1

σ̂i
+σ̂

i
− + ωcλcqcµ̂+

1

2
λ2c µ̂

2,



S5

where we have defined the semiclassical total dipole operator as

µ̂ = µv + µ̂e =

Nv∑

j=1

dvqj +

Ne∑

i=1

cos θi

[
deg(σ̂

i
+ + σ̂i

−) +

(
d̄1̂i − ∆d

2
σ̂i
z

)]
. (S13)

Here, θi denotes the angle between the electronic dipole orientation of each TLS and the cavity polarization direction. If
the dipole orientations of all the TLSs align with the cavity polarization direction uniformly, θi ≡ 0 for i = 1, 2 · · · , Ne.
For simplicity, the transition dipole moments of Nv vibrational harmonic oscillators have been assumed to align with
the cavity polarization direction uniformly (for now). The expectation value of the total dipole moment is

⟨µ̂⟩ = µv + Tr (ρ̂eµ̂e) . (S14)

In Eq. (S12), L̂dmp[ρ̂e] denotes the electronic depopulation and decoherence Lindbladian for Ne TLSs: L̂dmp[ρ̂e] ≡∑Ne

i=1 γe
(
σ̂i
+ρ̂eσ̂

i
− − 1

2 σ̂
i
+σ̂

i
−ρ̂e − 1

2 ρ̂eσ̂
i
+σ̂

i
−
)

with the damping coefficient γe; L̂drv[ρ̂e] =
∑Ne

i=1 degE(t) cos θi(σ̂
i
+ + σ̂i

−)
is the additional external driving due to the coupling with the external pulse defined by E(t). Because the dipole
orientations of the TLSs have been taken into account, the prefactor cos θi appears also in L̂drv[ρ̂e].

At the beginning of the dynamics, the electronic density matrix is assumed to be the matrix product of the density
matrices of all the TLSs:

ρ̂e(t = 0) =

Ne∏

i=1

ρ̂ie(t = 0), (S15)

where ρ̂ie(t = 0) = |gi⟩⟨gi|, i.e., all the TLSs start in their electronic ground states. Because the full electronic density
matrix of size 2Ne × 2Ne is propagated, during the simulation, quantum entanglement between different TLSs can be
naturally captured.

B. The assumption of matrix product state

The above brute-force simulation of the electronic TLSs is computationally very demanding, as the dimension of
the electronic Hilbert space grows as 2Ne . A less expensive propagation of the electronic TLSs can be obtained by
assuming that the electronic density matrix takes the following matrix product form during the dynamics:

ρ̂e(t) =

Ne∏

i=1

ρ̂ie(t). (S16)

With this matrix-product-state approximation, the electronic dynamics can be described by Ne 2×2 density matrices
ρ̂ie (for i = 1, 2, · · · , Ne) obeying:

∂

∂t
ρ̂ie = −i

[
Ĥi

sc, ρ̂
i
e

]
+ L̂dmp[ρ̂

i
e] + L̂drv[ρ̂

i
e]. (S17)

Here, the single-body semiclassical Hamiltonian Ĥi
sc reads

Ĥi
sc = ωeσ̂

i
+σ̂

i
− + ωcλcqcµ̂

i
e +

1

2
λ2c


(µ̂i

e)
2 + 2

∑

i′ ̸=i

〈
µ̂i′
e

〉
µ̂i
e + 2µvµ̂

i
e


 , (S18)

where the single-body electronic dipole operator is

µ̂i
e = cos θi

[
deg(σ̂

i
+ + σ̂i

−) +

(
d̄1̂i − ∆d

2
σ̂i
z

)]
, (S19)

and
〈
µ̂i
e

〉
= Tr

(
ρ̂ieµ̂

i
e

)
. The expectation value of the total dipole moment is

⟨µ̂⟩ = µv +

Ne∑

i=1

Tr
(
ρ̂ieµ̂

i
e

)
. (S20)

In Eq. (S17), L̂dmp[ρ̂
i
e] denotes the electronic depopulation and decoherence Lindbladian for the i-th TLS: L̂dmp[ρ̂

i
e] ≡

γe
(
σ̂i
+ρ̂eσ̂

i
− − 1

2 σ̂
i
+σ̂

i
−ρ̂e − 1

2 ρ̂eσ̂
i
+σ̂

i
−
)
; the external driving is represented by L̂drv[ρ̂e] = degE(t) cos θi(σ̂

i
+ + σ̂i

−).
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FIG. S3. Energy dynamics of different subsystems divided by the number of electronic TLSs. The electronic subsystem is
propagated by (a,b) the density matrix of a single TLS; (c,d) a 2Ne × 2Ne full density matrix; (e,f) Ne 2× 2 density matrices.
For parameters, Ne = Nv = 4 and the light-matter coupling λc = 0.1 a.u. is unphysically large; all the other parameters remain
the same as the default setting. The three approaches yield the same results.

C. Comparison of the three approaches on propagating electronic dynamics

Assuming uniform dipole orientations for all the TLSs (i.e., θi ≡ 0), we can directly compare the three approaches
above for propagating the electronic dynamics: Dicke’s superradiant states (i.e., using the density matrix of a single
TLS), the full density matrix, and the matrix product state (i.e., using Ne 2× 2 density matrices). The photonic and
vibrational degrees of freedom are still governed by the equations of motion in Eq. (S11).

However, due to the high computational cost of simulating the full density matrix, the three approaches can only be
compared together when Ne is very small. Hence, we set Ne = Nv = 4. Because the molecular number is very small,
to reproduce similar dynamics as in the manuscript, we have to choose a unphysically large light-matter coupling
strength: λc = 0.1 a.u. by rescaling the default value of λc: λc = λdefaultc

√
Ndefault

e /Ne. With this rescaling, the Rabi
splitting remained the same. All the other parameters were the same as the default setting.

Fig. S3 plots the energy dynamics of different degrees of freedom using the three different approaches for propagating
the electronic dynamics: (a,b) using the Dicke’s superradiant states (i.e., the single 2× 2 density matrix calculation);
(c,d) using the full 2Ne × 2Ne density matrix; and (e,f) using the matrix product state (i.e., using Ne 2 × 2 density
matrices). Their agreement on the dynamics validates the use of the Dicke’s superradiant states in the manuscript,
where the electronic TLSs are oriented uniformly and all the TLSs starts from the ground state.

D. Effects of electronic dipole orientations

To study the effects of electronic dipole orientations on the dynamics, we use the matrix product state approach (i.e.,
using Ne 2×2 density matrices). In this calculation, we use a set of parameters that are nonphysical: Ne = Nv = 100,
and the light-matter coupling strength is λc = 0.02 a.u. Similar to the case discussed above, here the coupling strength
is rescaled as λc = λdefaultc

√
Ndefault

e /Ne to ensure similar overall dynamics to those in the manuscript. The electronic
dipole angles θi obey a uniform distribution in the range of [−θm, θm], where θm is the threshold angle of the dipole
orientation disorder. If the electronic dipole orientations are completely random, θm = π; if the electronic dipole
orientations are uniform, θm = 0. All the other parameters remain the same as the default setting.

Fig. S4 plots ED(t = 5 ps)/Ne, the long-time energy gain of vibrational dark modes divided by the number of
electronic TLSs, as a function of the electronic dipole angle threshold θm. The simulation data scale with ⟨cos θ⟩2 (the
dashed blue line), indicating that the supervibronic transition mechanism disappears if the electronic dipoles have
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FIG. S4. Long-time energy gain of vibrational dark modes divided by the number of electronic TLSs [ED(t = 5 ps)/Ne] as
a function of the electronic dipole angle threshold θm. The electronic dipole angles (with respect to the cavity polarization
direction) are distributed uniformly in the range of [−θm, θm]. The electronic subsystem is propagated with Ne 2 × 2 density
matrices. For parameters, Ne = Nv = 100 and the light-matter coupling λc = 0.02 a.u. is unphysically large; all the other
parameters remain the same as the default setting. The results scale with ⟨cos θ⟩2 (dashed blue line).

random orientations. However, if the electronic dipole orientations are anisotropic (⟨cos θ⟩2 ̸= 0), the supervibronic
transition mechanism can still be preserved. The ⟨cos θ⟩2 scaling is not surprising, as the supervibronic transition
mechanism scales quadratically with the permanent dipole change in the electronic subsystem: (

∑Ne

i=1 cos θ∆d)
2 ∝

⟨cos θ⟩2.

V. EFFECTS OF VIBRATIONAL DIPOLE ORIENTATIONS

After quantifying the effects of electronic dipole orientations on the dynamics, we are also interested in the role
of vibrational dipole orientations. Because the equations of motion in Eq. (S11) propagate the collective vibrational
bright and dark modes, this approach cannot account for the explicit role of the vibrational dipole orientations.

For a explicit simulation of the vibrational dipole orientations, the vibrational dynamics of each vibrational harmonic
oscillator can be propagated directly:

q̈j = −ω2
vqj − ωcλcqc

∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qj

− λ2c ⟨µ̂⟩
∂ ⟨µ̂⟩
∂qj

. (S21)

Assuming that the electronic and photonic dynamics still obey Eq. (S11) (and the electronic dipole orientations
are still uniform), we can calculate the expectation value of the total dipole moment with ⟨µ̂⟩ = ∑Nv

j=1 cosαjdvqj +

NeTr (ρ̂e,sµ̂e,s), where αj denotes the angle between each vibrational transition dipole orientation and the cavity
polarization direction. The dipole derivative can then be evaluated as ∂ ⟨µ̂⟩ /∂qj = cosαjdv.

The disadvantage of using Eq. (S21) is that it cannot easily describe the mechanism of vibrational polariton
dephasing to the dark modes under the basis of individual sites. In contrast, with the basis of the collective bright
and dark modes, the dephasing can be described with a simple coupling term between the bright and the dark modes
[see Eq. (S11)]. With the basis of individual vibrational harmonic oscillators, however, additional disorder or the
coupling to independent thermal baths [S7] may be necessary to recover the dephasing. Due to the complexity of
considering these factors, we now compare the results obtained from Eq. (S21) with those from Eqs. (S11c) and
(S11d) by turning off this dephasing channel. In other words, with the basis of independent vibrational harmonic
oscillators, Eq. (S21) is directly propagated, whereas with the basis of the vibrational bright and the dark modes,
Eqs. (S11c) and (S11d) are propagated with the coupling between the bright and the dark modes turned off (γv = 0).

Fig. S5 depicts the energy dynamics of different degrees of freedom under three conditions: uniformly distributed
vibrational dipole orientations (a,b) when the bright and the dark modes are simulated [Eqs. (S11c) and (S11d)] or
(c,d) when individual vibrational harmonic oscillators are simulated [(S21)]; (e,f) randomly distributed vibrational
dipole orientations when individual vibrational harmonic oscillators are simulated [(S21)]. Here, in the case where
the vibrational dipole orientations are random, the amount of energy received by the vibrational degrees of freedom is
not altered. However, the Rabi oscillation period is shortened when the dipole orientations become random. Hence,
the vibrational dipole orientations do not significantly alter the energy transfer.
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FIG. S5. Energy dynamics of different subsystems divided by the number of electronic TLSs. Energy of the photonic (red),
electronic (blue), and vibrational (brown, bright + dark modes) degrees of freedom is shown under different conditions: (a,b)
simulating the bright and the dark modes with uniformly distributed vibrational dipoles; directly simulating Nv vibrational
harmonic oscillators with (c,d) uniformly and (e,f) randomly distributed vibrational dipoles. For parameters, Ne = Nv = 500
and the light-matter coupling λc = 8.935 × 10−3 a.u. is unphysically large. Due to the difficulty of simulating the polariton
dephasing to the dark modes when propagating individual vibrational harmonic oscillators, this dephasing channel is turned off
for all the calculations. All the other parameters remain the same as the default setting. Clearly, with a random distribution
of the vibrational dipole orientations, the Rabi oscillation period is increased, but the magnitude of energy transfer to the
vibrational degrees of freedom is not changed.

This behavior can be understood as follows. The excitation of the Casimir IR photons, according to Eq. (7) in
the manuscript, is independent of the vibrational dipole orientations. Hence, the energy received by the vibrational
degrees of freedom is independent of these orientations. The orientations of the vibrational dipole would only change
the coupling to the IR photon mode, or the Rabi splitting.

VI. THE IMPORTANCE OF TIMESCALE SEPARATION AND THE PERMANENT DIPOLE
DIFFERENCE ∆d

In contrast to conventional energy transfer mechanisms which require a resonance condition between the initial
and final states, the supervibronic transition mechanism reported in the manuscript requires a timescale separation
between the electronic and vibrational (or photonic) degrees of freedom.

Fig. S6a plots the long-time vibrational energy gain [ED(t = 5 ps)] as a function of the electronic transition
frequency ωe when ∆d = 1.0 a.u. In two parameter limits vibronic transitions occur: near resonance (ωe/ωv → 1,
the dashed red line) and when the timescale separation becomes valid (ωe/ωv > 5). However, as shown in Fig. S6b,
when the electronic permanent dipole difference ∆d = 0, the supervibronic transition process no longer occur when
ωe/ωv ≫ 1. Overall, Fig. S6 highlights the important roles of both the timescale separation and the permanent dipole
difference ∆d on facilitating the supervibronic transition mechanism.
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