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Emergent Haldane Model and Photon-Valley Locking in Chiral Cavities
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The realization of Haldane’s topological graphene model in practical materials has presented

significant challenges.

Here, we propose achieving this model by embedding graphene in chiral

cavities, using the asymptotically decoupled framework detailed in Ref. [Phys. Rev. Lett. 126,
153603 (2021)]. Additionally, we introduce an equilibrium strategy for achieving valley polarization
in this system with Cs-symmetry breaking. Through numerical methods, we quantify the locking
of photon numbers with Bloch electrons and calculate the topology-induced imbalance of valley
photons. Furthermore, we elucidate that topological phase transition is characterized by the sign
change of photon numbers during interband excitation. These findings underscore the remarkable
potential of utilizing cavity quantum fluctuations to engineer electronic and photonic properties
specific to valleys and topologies, particularly within the realm of strong light-matter coupling.

Introduction.—Haldane’s topological graphene model
stands as the pioneering model capable of inducing the
quantum Hall effect without the reliance of Landau lev-
els [1-4]. Formulated on a honeycomb lattice, this model
reveals the behavior of non-interacting electrons with
staggered flux, which averages to zero in each unit cell.
Despite the absence of total magnetic flux, a topological
bands with nonzero Chern numbers can still emerge due
to an intrinsic time-reversal symmetry breaking [5, 6].
It demonstrates that, in the realization of topological
phases, time-reversal symmetry breaking is more fun-
damental than external magnetic fields. The Haldane
model plays an essential role in the theoretical under-
standing of topological phases of matter [3, 4, 7]. Al-
though its experimental realization has been achieved in
artificial lattices like ultra-cold atom and superconduct-
ing circuit systems [8, 9], implementing it in real materi-
als is a formidable task due to the tiny scale of material
lattice.

To circumvent the challenge of realizing a unit-cell
sized staggered flux configuration required by Haldane’s
original model, physicists have proposed alternative
methods to achieve the quantum anomalous Hall effect,
incorporating ingredients such as spin-orbital coupling,
magnetism, disorder, spontaneous time-reversal symme-
try breaking, or laser radiation [10-22]. In sharp con-
trast, our work aims at realizing the original Haldane
model in pure graphene, where the emergence of stag-
gered flux is provided by the unique environment of a
vacuum chiral cavity.

In recent years, both experimental and theoretical in-
vestigations have shown the effective manipulation of
material properties by utilizing vacuum cavities [23-27].
The underlying idea is that when a material is placed
inside a cavity, the vacuum cavity’s electromagnetic fluc-
tuations become sufficiently strong to modify the ma-

* gingdong.jiang@sjtu.edu.cn

terial’s physical properties [28, 29]. Compared to the
conventional method of engineering material properties
through laser irradiation [30], employing cavity vacuum
to, for example, design band structures, conductance,
and superconductivity offers the distinct advantage of
avoiding heat generation and inexplicable nonequilibrium
phenomena [31-43].

We unequivocally prove the emergence of the Haldane
model from single-layer graphene within a chiral cav-
ity [25, 44-47]. The vacuum chiral cavity provides the
source of time-reversal symmetry breaking without in-
troducing magnetic fields. Physicists have recognized
the significant potential of utilizing electromagnetic fluc-
tuations in proximity to symmetry-broken materials or
within symmetry-broken cavities to tailor the properties
of materials or molecules [45, 48-51]. For example, stud-
ies have shown that electromagnetic fluctuations in chiral
cavities is capable of engineering the topology of mate-
rials [25, 34, 47, 52, 53]. Furthermore, references such
as [33, 53] have illustrated how quantum fluctuations
within a chiral cavity can yield an integer Chern number
in single-layer graphene. While scholars in Ref. [33] spec-
ulate on the potential connection between this emerging
phenomenon and the Haldane model, a definitive equiv-
alence has yet to be established.

In the first part of this Letter, we derive the emer-
gent stagger-flux gauge field in graphene induced by cav-
ity electromagnetic fluctuations by employing the effec-
tive Hamiltonian in the asymptotically decoupled (AD)
frame [33, 54]. With additional sublattice-symmetry
breaking, we then propose an equilibrium route for gen-
erating valley polarization. In the second part, we inves-
tigate graphene’s reciprocal influence on cavity photons.
We derive a neat formula to quantify the average photon
number per unit cell associated with a Bloch electron.
Through numerical analysis, we investigate the valley-
dependent photonic distribution in various topological
phases, revealing the potential to engineer cavity photon-
ics through the topology of the light-matter interacting



states.

Effective Hamiltonian in the AD frame.—The advance-
ment of strong light-matter coupling within cavities [45,
46, 55-62] has led to the development of efficient theoret-
ical frameworks across all interaction strengths [33, 54].
Following the derivation outlined in Ref. [33], we intro-
duce the effective Hamiltonian in the AD frame. Con-
sidering non-interacting electrons in the material embed-
ded in a single-mode chiral cavity, the Hamiltonian for
an electron coupled with chiral photons in the Coulomb
gauge is given by:

AC = % V() + e <a*a+ ;) )
A = A (ea+e€*al) (2)

Here, e (> 0) and m represent the electric charge and
mass, respectively. w, is the frequency of the cavity pho-
tons, and A denotes the quantized vector potential of
the photonic field. af (a) corresponds to the creation
(annihilation) operator associated with the circular po-
larization € = (1, —i)T/v/2. Additionally, G signifies a
reciprocal lattice vector of the material, with a periodic
potential V(r) = Y, Vge'®". The coupling strength of
the light-matter interaction is captured by a dimension-
less factor g/w. = eAg(mhw,)~'/2. For HEC, we apply a
unitary transformation [33, 54, 63]:

U = exp [igg : 7T:| , (3)

and project the transformed Hamiltonian onto the pho-
ton vacuum as an approximation

HU = <Ophot0n|UT}AICU|Ophoton>

P’ = £,
where meg = m(l + g*/w?), € = m’lng/wc[l +
(9/we)?)™t, & = i(ea—eal) and V(r) =
Yo Ve € /AHGT Ly (1 + ¢2/w?)/2.  The ad-

vantage to use this effective Hamiltonian HU is that it
does not contain the degree of freedom of photons. As
¢ is usually small [33, 54], we can expand the Hamil-
tonian to the first-order of ¢ and obtain the effective
Hamiltonian as

[p+eA(r)]
2Tn/eff

HY ~ + Vege(r). (5)

Here, we define a gauge potential

B
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and an effective periodic scalar potential Veg(r) = V(r)—
BAIVV(r)[?/(8mg?), where B = (g/we)*[1 + (g/we)] >

We observe an emergent vector potential A(r) associated
with the periodic scalar potential function. It induces an
effective magnetic field with the same crystalline period-
icity, given by

Our work uses a two-dimensional potential to mimic
graphene [33, 64], termed the continuum graphene model.
The potential is described by

6
V(r) = Z (Vo + ge_ibi"s> exp(ib; - ), (8)

i=1

where § = (1,0), the reciprocal lattice vector b; =
47(3ag) "t (cos 2mi/3,sin 27i/3). Throughout our work,
we set ag = 1, h =1, and e = 1. For later convenience,
we fix the material parameters Vy = m = 1.5 and the
cavity parameter w., = 2. We show the potential func-
tion V(r) and the effective potential Vog(7) at the cou-
pling strength g/w. = 1 in the supplementary material
(SM) [65].

By plane-wave expansion technique [65], we compute
the material spectra modified by the chiral cavity. The
energy distributions are plotted along the trajectory I' =
0 > K = 2(b1 +b2)/3 — K' = (b1 —|—b2)/3 — I''in
Figs. 1 (a). Dashed (solid) lines represent the bare (cavity
quantum-fluctuations-modified) graphene. We observe
two Dirac points in the lowest two bands of the bare
graphene, attributed to the nearest-neighbor hopping in
honeycomb lattice. Additionally, the sublattice symme-
try is slightly broken around the I' point because of the
non-vanishing next-nearest hopping. In contrast, in the
chiral cavity, the energy gap is opened around the K and
K’ valleys due to the time-reversal symmetry breaking.
In Fig. 1 (b), we show the first energy gap AE and width
of the lowest band §F as a function of g/w,. ranging from
0 to 2. We observe that the bandwidth decreases as the
coupling strength increases, and the first energy gap ini-
tially reaches a maximum value before decreasing.

Emergent Haldane model—We now prove that
graphene in a chiral cavity is equivalent to the Haldane
model (Details of the Haldane’s model are reviewed in
SM [65]). The emergence of a gauge potential A(r) in
the AD frame leads to a periodic magnetic field B(r),
thereby inducing a phase in the next-nearest hopping.
Figs. 2 (a) and (b) show the emergent gauge potential
and magnetic field, respectively. The emergent magnetic
field exhibits negative around the center of a unit cell
and positive around the lattice points. Due to period-
icity, the magnetic flux in a whole unit cell is zero. A
recent proposal for realizing the Haldane model in ar-
tificial graphene has also presented the same pattern of
an external magnetic potential [66]. Therefore, the emer-
gent magnetic field Eq. (7) in the AD frame manifests the
magnetic field pattern required by the Haldane model.
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FIG. 1. (a): The two lowest-energy bands of the bare

graphene (dashed lines, g/w. = 0) and graphene in a chiral
cavity (solid lines, g/w. = 1). We see that the Dirac points
at valleys are opened for the cavity graphene. For numerical
calculation, we have chosen ap =1, Ai=1,e=1, w. = 2, and
the material parameters Vo = m = 1.5 and A = 0. (b) Energy
gap (AFE) of the lowest two bands and the lowest bandwidth
(6F) for the cavity graphene as a function of the light-matter
coupling strength g/we.
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FIG. 2. (a)-(b) Emergent vector potential (see Eq. 6) and
magnetic field (see Eq. 7) in the effective Hamiltonian Eq. 5
of the cavity graphene. The magnetic field around the sub-
lattices A and B (see the locations in Fig. 1) is positive,
while it is negative around the center of one hexagon unit
cell. (c)-(e): Quantum geometry of the lowest energy band
of the emergent Haldane model. (c), (d) and (e) correspond
to distributions of the Berry curvature, trace of the quantum
metric, and volume form of the quantum metric over the Bril-
louin zone, respectively.

Principally, the continuum graphene model can be de-
scribed by a two-band tight-binding model with the near-
est and second neighbor hopping amplitudes. We denote
the hopping amplitude as t;;, where 7 and j labels the
orbitals at the places 7; and 7;. Then, a straightforward
way to incorporate gauge potential A(r) is by using the

Peierls substitution, replacing t;; by t;; exp(—ip;;) [67],
where the phase factor ¢;; is defined as
e ™
pij=—5 | Alr)-dr. (9)

Ti

By using the potential Eq. (8), we find that ¢;; =
0 for the nearest neighbor hopping and ¢;; = ¢ =
21 BVp exp(—412€2/9) /(hw,) for the next-nearest hop-
ping, assuming the same parameters as those under
Eq. (8), ¢ = 3m/4exp(—n?/27) at g/w. = 1. Adding
such a phase to the second-neighbor hopping, we there-
fore prove that the minimum two-band model of the ef-
fective Hamiltonian Eq. (5) is a Haldane model [2, 65].

To further analyze the emergent model in the chi-
ral cavity, we study its topology and quantum geome-
try. The quantum geometric tensor, also known as the
Fubini-Study metric, describes the associated topological
and geometrical properties of the band structures [68—72]
(reviewed in SM [65]). For a single-occupied band, it is
defined as

Quuv (k) = (Ok, un(k)|0r, un(k)) — A (k) Ay (), (10)

where |u,(k)) is the periodic part of the Bloch state
and the Abelian Berry connection A, (k) is defined as
i(un (k)|Ok,un(k)). Specifically, the real part of the quan-
tum geometric tensor g, is termed the quantum met-
ric. For the emergent Haldane model in the chiral cavity,
we show the Berry curvature, trace, and volume form of
the quantum metric over the lowest band for the cav-
ity graphene in Figs. 2 (c)-(e) (with same parameters
as used in Fig. 1). We observe that the Berry cur-
vature over the BZ is positive, indicating a non-trivial
Chern number +1. To confirm the exact value of the
Chern number, we calculate the phase flow of the Wilson
loops [65]. Also, we have checked the inequality rela-
tion Tr(g) > 2y/det(g) > |Fuy| between the trace of the
quantum metric and the volume form y/det(g) [71, 73—
75].  This lower bound has recently been used to ex-
plain the superfluid phase stiffness of the twisted bilayer
graphene [73, 75, 76]. Unlike the Landau level, which
has constant Berry curvature and quantum geometric
metric over BZ, the Haldane model has a non-uniform
distribution of the geometric tensor in the momentum
space[71, 74]. For the quantum geometry of the tight-
binding Haldane model, one can refer to SM [65].

Valley splitting of graphene in chiral cavities.—In the
previous analysis, our focus has been on cavity graphene
with Co symmetry, where the energies of the two valleys
around the K and K’ points remain degenerate. How-
ever, when the sub-lattice energies split, the valley en-
ergies shift to different values. In Figs. 3 (a) and (b)
show the influence of onsite energy difference A of A-
sites and B-sites and coupling strength g/w. on these
valley energies. In Fig. 3(a), we observe that the val-
ley splitting ratio (defined as the ratio of valley energy
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FIG. 3. The ratio of valley energy split Ex — Ex/ to the
lowest bandwidth JE, in the function of sub-lattice energy
splitting A or g/w.. In (a), g/we = 1. In (b), A = 0.6. C
is the Chern number of the labeled domains, and the dashed
lines label the topological transition points.

split Exr — Fk to the bandwidth §F) increases contin-
uously with respect to the onsite energy splitting A in
the topological phase (A = 0.926 marks the topologi-
cal phase transition point), and it remains at a plateau
in the topologically trivial phase. For a specific system
with a fixed A, the valley splitting can be engineered by
adjusting the coupling strength g/w.. In Fig. 3(b), we
notice two topological phase transitions occurring as the
coupling strength g/w,. surpasses 0.453 and 1.301. Before
the re-entrant transition at g/w. = 1.301, as observed in
Ref. [33], the valley splitting ratio undergoes a contin-
uous rise, only to subsequently decrease after entering
the second topologically trivial phase. It is worth noting
that the valley splitting ratio always experiences abrupt
changes in its derivatives associated with the topological
transition.

When the Fermi energy is between Fx and Fg/, the
number of electrons in the two valleys will differ when
the light-matter interacting state holds. Thus, using the
chiral cavity to generate the valley splitting can be a
promising approach to generate valley polarization at the
equilibrium. Compared with the classical optical pump-
ing method in the mono-layer MoSy [77-84], which is
a non-equilibrium process, using quantum equilibrium
state avoids heating issues [43, 85-89].

Reversing the chirality of cavity photons should cause
the valley energy differences to change smoothly between
their value and inverse. To observe this transition, we in-
troduce a hybrid polarization € cosf + €* sin 6 in a gener-
alized cavity and analyze the valley splitting as a function
of # in SM [65].

The photon number locking in the chiral cavity.—Due
to strong light-matter interaction, the ground state of
the hybridized system deviates from the vacuum state
of photons, leading to a stable confinement of a finite
number of photons within the cavity. Upon transforming
the state to the AD frame, we obtain the photon number
n, (per unit cell) of the lowest-energy band bounded with

a Bloch electron at momentum k:

_ BTk

where the parameter S has been defined under Eq. (6)
and Ty, is the average kinetic energy (p?/(2meg)) v of the
Bloch state at momentum k in the AD frame. In de-
riving this result, we assumed that the photon part of
the state in the AD frame is approximated as the zero-
photon state [33, 54]. Eq. (11) shows that the average
photon number in the chiral cavity is determined by the
electron’s kinetic energy rather than the state’s total en-
ergy.

In Figs. 4 (a)-(c), we exhibit the locked photon number
density n,(k) over the BZ of three systems with A =
0,0.6,1.2. Here, we focus on the strong coupling regime
and fix g/w. to be 1, and we observe that the electrons
at K and K’ points can couple more photons than other
states.

While the valley energy splitting occurs in both (b)
and (c), the imbalance in valley photon numbers (i.e.,
ny(K) — ny(K')) is more noticeable in (c¢) than in (b).
This discrepancy is attributed to the system’s topology:
cases (a) and (b) exhibit a +1 Chern number, whereas
case (c) has a zero Chern number. In Fig. 4 (d), we plot
the kinetic and potential energy split of the lowest-band
valleys in the AD frame as a function of the sub-lattice
energy splitting A. Notably, when the Chern number
C = 1, the energy difference between K and K’ points
is primarily due to the potential energy Vi, = (V(r +
g—;f) xe.))y of the Bloch state at k(where V (r) is defined
under Eq. (4)), while the kinetic energy split dominates
the total valley energy split after the transition point.
Thus, the distinct kinetic energy splittings in different
topological phases explain the varying photon number
imbalances at K and K'.

We now focus on the photonic features associated the
two valleys induced by interband excitation. We define
An,, (k) as the change in photon numbers during the tran-
sition from the lowest to the upper band at momentum
k. In Fig. 4 (e), we display An,(K) and An,(K') as
functions of sub-lattice split A at fixed light-matter cou-
pling g/w. = 1. Here, we consider the off-resonant case
where AE < w, [33, 90] (see the inset figure in (e)),
meaning that the interband excitation costs less energy
than photon excitation in the AD frame. Fig. 4 (e) shows
Any(K') maintains its sign across the entire phase dia-
gram whereas An,(K’) flips sign at topological transition
point [2, 65]. This indicates the cavity vacuum annihi-
lates (produces) photons during the interband excitation
at K’ in the topological (trivial) phase. Further anal-
ysis on the photon number change as a function of the
coupling strength g/w. can be referred to SM [65].

Conclusion.—We have derived an emergent Haldane
model from a continuum graphene model in a chiral cav-
ity and analyzed the photon-valley locking by the lowest-

np(k) = (a'a)c (11)



FIG. 4. (a)-(c) The coupled photon number n,(k) by a Bloch
electron at momentum k in the lowest-energy band of the
cavity graphene with different sub-lattice energy splits A (la-
beled upon the figures). (d) The proportions of the kinetic
and potential energy splits (in the AD frame) to the total en-
ergy difference between K and K’ points in a function of A
(from 0 to 2). The kinetic energy part dominates the total
valley energy split in the region A < 0.926 and C = 1. (e)
The change of the coupled photon numbers An, at K and
K’ points when the light-matter interacting state is excited
from the lowest band to the upper band in a function of A at
g/we = 1. We see that the sign of the Chern number deter-
mines the sign of An,. The inset figure shows the energy gap
is much smaller than wc.

energy light-matter interacting band. Particularly, we
have unambiguously explained how the non-trivial topol-
ogy of cavity graphene emerges from an emergent peri-
odic magnetic field. In our investigations of valley en-
ergy splitting in models with finite sublattice energy dif-
ference, we propose an equilibrium pathway to achieve
valley polarization. Furthermore, we have examined the
reciprocal influence of graphene on cavity photons, re-
vealing distinct characteristics of photon-valley locking
in both topological and trivial phases. In addition, we
have obtained the valley-specified photon number change
during interband excitation. Unlike previous studies fo-
cusing solely on total energy bands, our work highlights
the significance of kinetic bands in manipulating cavity
light-matter hybridized quantum states related to geo-
metric and topological properties.
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I. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN IN THE ASYMPTOTICALLY DECOUPLED FRAME

The Hamiltonian for materials in a general single-mode cavity can be written as

o (P + eA)? w1
HC—T—FV(T)‘FHLUC (&Ta+2), (Sl)
A=Ay (fa+ frah). (S2)

Here, the vector potential A is quantized in the Coulomb gauge. If we consider a generalized polarization as a
superposition of right- and left-handed directions, f can be defined as

f =e€cosf + €*sinf

=e, cos(% - 0) —iey sin(% - 9), (S3)
I ;E (S4)

When 6 =0 (7/2), f corresponds to the right-handed (left-handed) circular polarization. When 6 = 7 /4, f = e,.
Then, we rewrite the gauge potential operator as

A= Ao (cmewqﬂ + cyeyéy) , (S5)
N _aT—i—a 5 _.aT—a

bz = BV ¢y = 17 (S6)
Cy = \/icos(g —0),¢cy = \@Sin(g —0). (ST7)
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Here, gﬁx and gZA)y satisfy

The unitary transformation U that decouples the light-matter interaction asymptotically is

0 = exp [i(6d,h — &,0:0,)]

€, - h cug/we
PV mwe 1+ 2 g? fw?’

Here ]%u = —i0,,. We then obtain the Hamiltonian in the asymptotically decoupled (AD) frame:

000 = s P v+ i (82407),
where
Q= wevzVy,
va=1+ Cf‘f,

and @, and <i>y are defined as
by =\ [4, b, = [124,.
Yy Yz
The commutation relation between Ci)z and éy is normalized as
[@,,d,] = i.
We define a characteristic length

h g/we
MWe Vo Yy

&=

Using &, we can express the operator 7 as follow

2 A~ A
T = %005(29)16 x e, + I

where the operator IT is defined as

My = —czy [ — Dy,
’y A
Il = ¢y Tz%

Note that the commutation relation between the operators I, and fly is
[, 11,] =i cos(26).
By the above notations, the unitary transformation Eq. (S9) can be rewritten as

U= exp [—iff[ . lAc] .

(59)
(S10)

(S11)

(S12)

(S13)

(S14)

(S15)

(S16)

(S17)

(S18)

(S19)

(S20)

(S21)

(S22)



We now introduce the crystalline potential of the material by the Fourier series

V(r)=> Ve®, (523)
b

where b are the reciprocal lattice vectors. By the photon vacuum approximation in the AD frame, we derive the
effective Hamiltonian as follows

}AIU = <0photon|ﬁTﬁCU|0photon>
A2 52 2
_ Pz py 17 g 7
= o2 + 2 +V (r +t5 cos(20)k x ez> ) (S24)

where the modified potential function is defined as

~ b b T hQ
V(T) = Xb: Vbelb <0photon|€ 4 H|Ophoton> + 7
~ . h)
_ Z Vieldr o+ 5 (S25)
b
2 Jy Yz
T = Voo T (BE3H003) (S26)
For standard chiral cavities, § = 0. The effective Hamiltonian (which we used in the main text) is
HU = <Ophot0n‘UTE[CU|0photon>
P s &
_ [P 2
S +V(r+ T e.), (S27)
where
g2
Meff = m(l + wig)a (828)
h c
€= _9/we (S29)

mwe 1+ g2 /w?’

As € is usually small [1, 2], we can expand this Hamiltonian to the first-order of £ and obtain the effective Hamiltonian
as

o 2
et REEATL o), (830)
where
A(r) = 3 i e. x VV, (S31)
BS

Ver(r) = V(r) - YV (r). (S32)

8mg?

II. THE MODIFIED AND EFFECTIVE POTENTIALS OF GRAPHENE IN CHIRAL CAVITIES

We show the graphene lattices in Fig. S1, where the lattice and reciprocal lattice bases are defined as

a; = \/gao(cosz,sinz),
6 6
as = V/3ao(cos 5€7T,sin5—w)7

6
4
b, = i(cos z,sin E),
3ag 3 3
47 2 . 27

by = —(cos —, sin

3ag 3 s =), (S33)
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FIG. S1. Lattices and reciprocal lattices of graphene.

where aq is the lattice constant, and we set it to be 1 for convenience. These vectors satisfy the orthonormalization
relation

a; - bj = 27T5ij (834)

Any crystal momentum k in the Brillouin zone (BZ) can be expressed as

ki
k= —b,.
Z 21 " (S35)
1=1,2
To cover the whole first BZ, the value of the coordinate k; should be taken from 0 to 2.
For the graphene continuum model we use in the main text, the potential function for the honeycomb lattices can
be described by

6
V(r) = Z (Vo + ﬁe_ibi"s) exp(ib; - r), (536)

where § = (1,0), the reciprocal lattice vector b; = 4m(3ag)~*(cos 27i /3, sin 27i /3).

In the effective Hamiltonians Eqgs. S24 and (S30), we have defined a modified potential function V() and an effective
potential Vog(r). We now check whether these two potential functions still hold the honeycomb lattice structure as the
original V(7). In Figs. S2 (a)-(b), we show these potential functions at the coupling strength g/w. = 1. Throughout
our work, we set ag = 1, A = 1, and e = 1 for convenience. Also, We will fix the material parameters Vy = m = 1.5,
and the cavity parameter w. = 2 in the later discussion. The sub-lattice onsite energy split A is 0 or 2 in (a) or (b),
respectively. We see that the modified and effective potential functions still hold the same pattern as the potential of
the bare graphene.

IIT. PLANE WAVE EXPANSION OF THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

For the numerical calculation of the spectrum and the quantum geometric tensor of the cavity materials, we use
plane-wave states |K) (K =3_,_, , K;b; = (K, K,)) to expand the periodic Bloch states |unk) (k= (kz, ky)) as

unk) =Y cx|K). (S37)
K

Thus, the effective Hamiltonian at momentum k becomes

A (K +ke)?  R2(Ky, + ky)?
eff _ z o Y )
i = ;{ ot o | K]

~ . 2005( )
+3 T Y T kRO xes b |4 by (K. (S38)
b K
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FIG. S2. The potential functions of the cavity graphene at the coupling strength g/w. = 1. V(r), V(r) and Veg(r) are defined
in Eqgs. (S36), (S25) and (S32), respectively. We have chosen the material parameters Vo = m = 1.5, and the cavity parameter
we = 2. The corresponding sub-lattice split A in (a) and (b) have been written in the figures.

The corresponding derivative of Heft & along p direction is

o0, HE" = Z [hz(K;;- kw) R (K, + ky)] K (K|

x my

&% cos(26 ;62 cos(20) el
+ Zv,, < ( )em,b,, D e R HROxed b g by (K. (S39)
K

IV. BRIEF REVIEW OF THE QUANTUM GEOMETRIC TENSOR

The quantum geometric tensor (QGT), or the Fubini-Study metric, describes the associated geometric and topo-
logical properties of the band structures. For the single occupied band, it is defined as

Quu (k) = (Ok, un (k) |0k, un(k)) — A, (k) Ay (K), (540)
where
Ap(k) = i(un (k)|Ok, un (k). (541)
Since the periodic Bloch wave function can be made orthonormalized as
/ dPrul s (P Uunk (1) = O, (542)
unit cell

we can prove A, is real. The real part of the quantum geometric tensor, which is also called the quantum metric, can
be expressed as

Juv = Re[Q;w]
= —(un(k)|Ok, Ok, un (k) — Au(k) A, (k), (543)



which can be derived by calculating the differential change of the transition probability between |u,(k)) at k and
|un (k)Y at k + Ak:

1 — [(un (k) |un (k + AR))|* = g, (K)dkHdk". (S44)
The imaginary part of the quantum geometric tensor is proportional to the Berry curvature

Fuv(k) = —21m[Q . ]
= O, Ay — O, A, (S45)

While the integral of the Berry curvature is a topological invariant, the integral of the quantum metric can be related to
the spread of the Wannier states[3—6], which is regarded as a geometrical property. Interestingly, there are inequality
relations between the real and imaginary part of the quantum geometric tensor as follows [7],

Tr(g) > 2v/det(g) > |Fay- (546)

The first and second inequalities above are caused by the semi-definitive properties of the tensor g,, and Q.,
respectively. These inequality relations give the lower bound of the integral of the quantum metric [7]. This lower
bound recently has been used to explain the phase stiffness of the twisted bilayer graphene flat band [8].

Now, we introduce a useful formula to calculate the quantum geometric tensor of a single band (labeled by n):

m#n S 2
D 1 (0] Bt ()t ()0, 0 ()
Q=2 (Enlk) — En(k))?

m

: (S47)

where Hj, = exp(—ik - 7)H exp(ik - 7). The power of this formula in the numerical calculation is that the Bloch wave
functions do not need to have a smooth gauge at different crystal momentum k.

To compare the geometric tensor of the cavity graphene and the Haldane model, we show the tensor for a general
two-band model. If we consider a two-band Dirac-type Hamiltonian

H(k) =d(k) o (S48)

Here all components of d are real functions. Normally, we call d the characteristic vector. First, we show the
eigenstates of Eq. (S48) as follows

—i¢ )

o= (Tt (549)
—id i 6

o= (Tame). (550)

where the eigenstates |11 ) have the eigenenergies Ey (k) = *|d(k)|. The characteristic vector d is parameterized by
the spherical angles 6 and ¢. Then the quantum geometric tensor for the lowest band can be expressed as

10n JOn
Juw = ——— - , (S51)
M40k, Ok,
1 dn on
Ty — = _) s 2
Fay >(on, X 6ky) n (S52)
d
n=—. Sh3
d] (S53)
The imaginary part of @, is related to a topological number C [9], which is the first Chern number [10]:
1 9 1 5, {On  On
= = — | -n. 4
Cy 5 FBZd k Fay g /FBZd k (8/4:1; X o, n (S54)

The integrand element (ng X ng) -n in Eq. (S54) is the differential solid angle on the unit sphere formed by n,
o ”

which maps the FBZ (a Torus manifold) to a sphere. Hence, the first Chern number counts how many times 72
wraps around S? through the mapping f. The phases with non-zero C; are non-trivial topological phases, while
C1 = 0 corresponds to the trivial phase. However, the integral of the quantum metric tensor g, is not quantized by
a topological invariant, which is thus a geometric quantity.



For a general Dirac Hamiltonian

H(k) = Z fi(k)Ly, (S55)

where f;(k) is a real function and dj;-dimensional I'; matrices satisfy the Clifford’s algebra {I';,T;}, Q.. has the
following form [11]

(035 — ]Ezfg — ieijkfk).

3 (S56)

d
Q,ul/ = Zapfiaufj M

4,9
V. QUANTUM GEOMETRY OF GRAPHENE AND HALDANE MODEL

This section will discuss the quantum geometry of the single-layer graphene lattice models. First, we introduce the
tight-binding model of graphene with nearest-neighbor hopping ¢ and onsite energy split A. The Hamiltonian of the
graphene is

A tll+T(ar) + TT(as)] ) ’ (S57)

h= ( {1+ Tt (a1) + T(a2)] —A

where T'(a;) is the translation operator for a; displacement, which can be expressed as ) p |[R+a;)(R|. In momentum
space, the Hamiltonian becomes

hk) = ( t[1+ eiklA—F e ik2] e ej’Z et ) ) (S58)
where
k=3 My, (859)
- 2m
ki=a;- k. (S60)
The corresponding characteristic vector is
d(k) = (t(1 + cosky + coska),t(1 +sink; —sinks),A). (S61)

There are two important points in the Brillouin zone called K and K’ where the two energy bands touch, and the
direction of the characteristic vector becomes ill-defined. The position vectors of K and K’ are K = 2(b; + b2)/3
and K’ = (b + b3)/3 = —K + by + by, respectively. Around K and K’ points, the Hamiltonian becomes a massive
Dirac Hamiltonian:

hi(k)=h(K+K)~ Ao, — %(nzay — KyOg), (562)
hig'(k) =K'+ K) ~ Ao, — %(/ﬁzay + KyOz). (S63)

We see that at K and K’, there is an energy gap 2A. When A — 0, these Hamiltonians approximately describe
Dirac-Weyl particles. The Berry curvature at K (K) or K’ (—K) point is approximated as

1,0d _od, d _ 5

TR R = 5 G X omy) @~ T oo

(S64)

where § = 2A/(3|t|). States around K (K) or K’ (—K) point have opposite signs of the Berry curvature and will
produce inverse Berry phases as follows

/ P Foy(£K + 1) = 1 sign(0), (S65)

When summarizing the Berry phases at K and K’, one observes zero since the time-reversal symmetry always makes
the total Berry phase vanish.



We use the same way to calculate the quantum metric of Dirac particles around K and K’ points. Let us first
derive the results around K point,

on €uv€y Kum

Oy VRE1 o2 R+ (596)
1 R4

Jzz = 122 (S67)
1 K2+ 62

Jyy = 4 (K2 + 02)2’ (S68)
1 kKgk

Yoy = 73 (K2 + (7;2)2‘ (S69)

We can see that all of the g,, components have the order 1/ k% as k — oo. Thus, the integrals of them all have

ultraviolet divergence. However, we find that the quantum geometric volume d?k+/det(g) for the Dirac particles has
a convergent value after integrating over the total momentum space since the volume form

VA GER + ) = 5| Foy (K +5) (s70)

is equal to the absolute value of the Berry curvature. Unlike the total Berry phase, which vanishes, the quantum
geometric volume

V= %/ d*k+/det(g(k)) (ST1)
BZ
for the graphene is approximated as 1.

So far, we have looked at the quantum geometric phases produced by the particles around K and K’ points when
A — 0. For a finite split energy A, we use a numerical calculation to study the quantum geometry. By discretizing
the BZ by 200 x 200 lattices, we calculate the QGT of graphene with parameters ¢t = —1 and A = 0.1,0.2,0.6. We
show the distributions of the QGT for the lowest band in Figs. S3 (a)-(c). We can see that as A increases, which
makes the energy band more flat, the quantum geometry becomes more flattened.

Let us review the Haldane model on honeycomb lattices. We can obtain the Haldane model with a non-trivial
Chern number by generalizing the graphene model shown in Fig. S1 with next-nearest hopping carrying magnetic flux
. Here, we first write its lattice Hamiltonian as follows

H=h+ u{( € oi¢ ) [T(a1) + T(az) +T'(a; + az)] +h.c.}. (S72)

Here, h is the graphene lattice Hamiltonian Eq. (S57), and we have removed the onsite energy. By using discrete
Fourier transformation, we obtain the Bloch Hamiltonian as

3
H(k) = h(k) + Z 2ucospcos (k- a;)oo —2usingsin (k- a;) 05, (S73)
i=1

where h(k) is defined in Eq. (S58) and a; = v/3ag(cos(m/6 + 2iw/3),sin(r/6 + 2i7/3)) (i = 1,2). The characteristic

vector is

3
d(k) = (t(l + cosky + cosks), t(1 4+ sinky — sinks), A — 2using Z sin (k - ai)> . (S74)
i=1
Around K and K’ points, the Hamiltonian becomes
3t 3
hx(k) =h(K + k) ~ Ao, — E(ﬁway — KyOg) — Jucosy, (S75)
3t 3
hig'(k) = WK'+ k) ~ Agro, — 5 (Kgoy + Kyog) — Jucos . (S76)
Here, we define
. 3|t]
Ag = A+ 2uV3sing = 7510 (S77)
3t
Agr = A —2uV/3singp = | |(5_K. (S78)

2
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FIG. S3. The components of the quantum geometric tensor of the graphene lowest band. The on-site energy split is set as
A =0.1,0.2,0.6 in (a), (b) and (c), respectively. The nearest-neighboring hopping ¢t = —1.

By replacing the ¢ in Eq. (S64) by dx or §_k, we obtain the quantum geometric tensor around K or K’ point:

)
+K +K
=t S79
]:xy (H/) 2(,{.‘/2 + 5:2tK)3/27 ( )
1 K2 +62
+K _ "y +K
Yzz (K) = I (S80)
1 K2 +63
+K _ - T +K
1 Kgk
+K vy
and the corresponding total Chern number
sign(dx) —sign(d_x) _ sign(A + 2uv/3sinp) — sign(A — 2uy/3sin p) (383)

2 2

We now show the quantum geometries of the Haldane model in the Brillouin zone in Fig. S4. The hopping
amplitudes used in Fig. S4 are chosen as ¢t = —1 and u = 0.14. The corresponding onsite energy split of the
sublattices in (a)-(c) is written underneath the label. Unlike the Landau level, which has constant Berry curvature
and quantum geometric metric over BZ, the Haldane model has a non-uniform distribution of the geometric tensor
in the momentum space [7, 12, 13]. When A crosses A, = v/6u = 0.343, the Chern number becomes trivial. Thus,
the Berry curvature around K’ point becomes negative when A =1 > A..

In the main text, we have used the emergent gauge field and Peierls substitution to derive the Hamildane model.
For the fixed parameters (we mentioned under Eq. (S36)) in the main text, we obtain ¢ = 37/4exp(—7%/27) at
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FIG. S4. Quantum geometric tensor of the lowest band of the Haldane model described by the Hamiltonian Eq. (S73). The
fixed parameters are t = —1, u = 0.14, » = 3w/4. We have chosen different onsite energy splits A as 0, 0.2, and 1 in (a)-(c)
respectively.

g/w. = 1. In principle, increasing the coupling strength can increase the magnetic flux and probably lead to the
topological phase transition based on Eq. (S83) [14]. However, it does not happen in the numerical results as we see
the reentrant trivial phase when g/w. is high in the main text and in Ref. [2]. We argue that this is because Peierl
substitution is a qualitative approximation to deal with the classical vector potential in the Hamiltonian, and the
accurate phase factor of the hoppings may deviate from the magnetic flux ¢ [15]. In the tight-binding Hamiltonian
built from the lattice model, ¢, u, and ¢ in Eq. (S73) are independent parameters. However, they are all related to
the more fundamental parameters of the system, especially the coupling strength g/we.

VI. CHERN NUMBER CALCULATION THROUGH WILSON LOOP FORMALISM

If we numerically integrate the discrete values of the Berry curvatures over the BZ mesh, we will not get an exact
integer Chern number. To confirm the non-trivial Chern number in Fig. 2 in the main text, one should resort to the
Wilson loop formalism [3, 16]. The (abelian) Wilson loop over the n-th band along the loop k2 : 0 — 27 is defined as
follow

2(m — 1)

)] (334)

NQ‘)OO

Na
. 2mm
Wi, (k1) = lim H<un(k1,k2+72)|un(k1,k2+
m=1
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FIG. S5. Phase flow of the Wilson loop along k1 : 0 — 27 of the lowest band of the cavity graphene. The cavity parameter
used here are w. = 2, g/w. = 1, and the material parameters are set as Vo = m = 1.5 and A = 0 (left) or 1 (right). We can see
that the smooth change of the phase is 27 for the left figure and 0 for the right.

where k; is defined through Eq. (S35), and |u,(k)) is the Bloch wave function with the gauge |u,(k)) = |u,(k + K)).
Then, the Chern number of the n-th band is related to the phase flow of the Wilson loop from ky to ki + 27

p(k1) = arg(Wh, (k1)). (S86)

Note that ¢(k1) should be made continuous. In Fig. S5, we show the numerical results of ¢(k;) for the lowest band of
the cavity graphene model in the domain k; € [0, 27]. The corresponding parameters are chosen as w. = 2, g/w. = 1,
Vo=m=15and A =0 (left) or A =1 (right). In the numerical calculation, we discretize the loops of k1 : 0 — 27
and kg : 0 — 27 by Ny = 100 and N, = 30 lattice points. We see that the smooth change of the phase ¢ over the
loop k1 : 0 — 27 is 27 for the left figure, and 0 for the right figure, respectively. This confirms the non-trivial Chern
number of the lowest-band Berry curvature in Fig. 2 of the main text.

VII. VALLEY ENERGY SPLITTING IN A GENERAL CAVITY WITH HYBRID CHIRALITY

We numerically calculate the lowest energy band of the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (S24) with different hybrid degree
6. In Fig. S6 (a), we show the energy shift of valleys K and K’ for the system with A = 0.6. We find that if the
cavity photon has net chiral component, the energy shift of valleys becomes different. Apart from that, K’ (K) valley
becomes more energetic in the hybrid-chiral cavity when 0 < § < 7/4 (w/4 < 0 < 7/2). However, if the photon is
linearly polarized at 6 = /4, the two valleys are degenerate since the time reversal symmetry holds again.

For more details about how the valley energy split can be changed by the hybrid degree of the photon chirality, we
calculate the ratio of the energy difference Ex — Ex to the bandwidth 6 E'; which is estimated by max(Ey, Ex/) — Er.
The calculation is processed with fixed sub-lattice energy split A = 0.6 at several coupling strength factors g/w. =
0.5,0.75,1. In Fig. S6) (b), we see that the split of the two valleys changes the sign as 6 exceeds 7/4. Also, for the
chiral cavities, the ratio (Ex — Fk/)/dE is increased if the coupling strength becomes larger. This means that for
a Cy-symmetry-breaking material in a chiral cavity, the energy imbalance of the two valleys can be increased if one
makes the light-matter coupling stronger.

VIII. THE PHOTON NUMBER CHANGE IN A FUNCTION OF THE COUPLING STRENGTH

In the main text, we have analyzed the photon number of the light-matter interacting bands. Here, we complement
the results of the photon number change during the interband excitation in a function of the coupling strength g/w.
with a fixed sub-lattice split A. In Fig. S7 (a), we present the change of photon numbers An, for a light-matter
interacting state at K and K’ points during the transition from the lowest to the upper band for A = 0.6 across a
range of g/w. from 0 to 2. The associated energy gap within the same range is illustrated in (b), aiding in identifying
points of topological phase transition where the gap closes. Through (a), we observe that An,(K) consistently remains
positive with increasing g/w., while An,(K”) changes sign as the Chern number becomes zero. The transition in Chern
number aligns with the sign change of Berry curvature around K’ (refer to Egs. (S79) and (S83)). Consequently, we
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FIG. S6. (a) The lowest energy band of the graphene in a cavity with hybrid chirality defined in Eq. S4. The onsite energy
split here is A = 0.6. By tuning 6 from 0 to w/2, the energy difference of the two valleys changes the sign. At § = 7/4 when
the photons in the cavity become all linearly polarized, the two valleys become degenerate. (b) The valley energy split ratio
(Fx — FEx/)/0FE as 6 changes. We show the results with different coupling strength factors g/w. = 0.5,0.75, 1.
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FIG. S7. (a): The photon number changes during the interband excitation from the lowest band to the upper band in a
function of the coupling strength g/w. ranging from 0 to 2. The sub-lattice split is set to be A = 0.6. The dashed lines label
two topological transition points at g/w. = 0.453 and g/w. = 1.301. (b): The energy gap between the lowest energy band and
the upper band. We observe that the system is off-resonant, indicated by the condition AE <« hw,, and thus the tunneling
from the lower band to the upper band at K’ point cost the minimal excitation energy.

can conclude that the signs of An,(K) and An,(K') are governed by the Berry curvature’s signs in that region. Note
that this conclusion is within the regime where the energy gap is much smaller than the single-photon energy hw,. (see
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