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We develop a linear response theory for materials collectively coupled to a cavity that is valid in all
regimes of light-matter coupling, including symmetry-broken phases. We present and compare two
different approaches. First, using a coherent path integral formulation for the partition function to
obtain thermal Green functions. This approach relies on a saddle point expansion for the action, that
can be truncated in the thermodynamic limit. Second, by formulating the equations of motion for
the retarded Green functions and solving them. We use a mean-field decoupling of high-order Green
functions in order to obtain a closed, solvable system of equations. Both approaches yield identical
results in the calculation of response functions for the cavity and material. These are obtained in
terms of the bare cavity and material responses. In combination, the two techniques clarify the
validity of a mean-field decoupling in correlated light-matter systems and provide complementary
means to compute finite-size corrections to the thermodynamic limit. The theory is formulated for
a general model that encompasses most of the systems typically considered in the field of cavity
QED materials, within a long-wavelength approximation. Finally, we provide a detailed application
of the theory to the Quantum Hall effect and to a collection of magnetic models. We validate our

predictions against analytical and finite-size exact-diagonalization results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Linear Response Theory (LRT) is an elegant tool for
understanding how systems at equilibrium respond when
they are perturbed. The linearity refers to the condi-
tion that the perturbation is sufficiently weak, allowing
the system’s dynamics to be treated to first order in the
perturbation. This framework yields various relations
that determine response properties, regardless of the spe-
cific situation or model considered. Fundamentally, it
relates equilibrium fluctuations and dissipation through
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [1][Chap. 7].

In this paper, we investigate a particular scenario
where a system containing N local degrees of freedom
is coupled to a single-mode cavity. The coupling is as-
sumed to be collective, and our theory yields exact results
in the thermodynamic limit for the matter, N — oo.
This is the typical limit considered in cavity QED ma-
terials, on which we will elaborate below [2-4]. Beyond
the assumption of collective coupling and the thermody-
namic limit, our approach is general. We obtain formulas
for the response of both the material and the cavity in
terms of the bare photonic and material response func-
tions, for any light-matter coupling strength. At equilib-
rium, it has been shown that the N — oo limit simplifies
the problem, allowing for exact results, particularly fa-
mous is the existence (or lack thereof) of the superradi-
ant phase transition. Various techniques have been em-
ployed, including thermodynamic inequalities [5], scaling
arguments [6], the stiffness theorem [7], and path integral
methods [8]. In this work, we are interested in perturb-
ing the equilibrium to build an equally rigorous result

for LRT. To achieve this, we use two independent but
complementary approaches: one based on a path inte-
gral formulation of the partition function and the other
on the equations of motion for the correlators. The main
idea underpinning our derivation is the fact that collec-
tive interactions can be exactly decoupled by an auxil-
iary mean-field variable. This is a common resource in
large-N theories in quantum field theory which is used
in combination with a saddle-point approximation for the
action [9]. The complementary formulation in terms of
the equations of motion for the correlators renounces the
provable exactness afforded by the path integral in ex-
change for a simpler derivation where the mean-field de-
coupling is explicit.

Cavity QED materials are actively discussed in the
literature, particularly the possibility of modifying the
properties of matter using quantum light [2, 3]. This
is pertinent in the regime of strong light-matter correla-
tions, which is why a non-perturbative approach is rel-
evant. The problem is far from being a theoretical cu-
riosity, as initial experiments have reported modifications
in conductivity [10, 11], magnetism [12], and metal-to-
insulator transition [13]. Remarkably, one way to observe
these modifications is through the hybrid light-matter
response, which is where our work fits, providing a gen-
eral theory for such situations. In this context, our work
presents the LRT for cavity materials using both a path-
integral and an equations-of-motion approach. We dis-
cuss their relationship and the application of our the-
ory. We demonstrate that our theory recovers previous
results on the cavity-modified quantum Hall effect and
explore the response of magnetic materials in cavities,



discussing dipolar Ising systems with longitudinal and
transverse coupling to the cavity, Heisenberg ferromag-
netism, and the Dicke-Ising model. The latter involves a
one-dimensional Ising chain coupled to a cavity, allowing
for finite-size numerical simulations to validate our gen-
eral theory. It should be noted that this paper is quite
technical and is accompanied by a letter focusing on the
presentation of the main formulas and their use [14]. In
the letter, we also discuss the emergence of a new type
of bound polariton state in the Dicke-Ising model. Here,
we delve into all the theoretical details and provide the
aforementioned examples not fully covered in the letter.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present
the Hamiltonian and discuss its validity to describe the
typical models of cavity QED materials. In Sec. IIT we
develop and compare two distinct linear response theo-
ries. We provide expressions for different response func-
tions of the hybrid light-matter system in terms of the
bare response functions of the cavity and the material.
Section IV is dedicated to the application of the LRT to
the quantum Hall effect. More precisely to a 2D elec-
tron gas subject a homogeneous perpendicular classical
magnetic field. In Sec. V we apply the theory to several
magnetic models: the Dicke model, the LMG model with
longitudinal coupling to a cavity, the Dicke-LMG model,
the Dicke-Ising model and the Heisenberg model. We
end the paper with some Conclusions and relegate some
technical details to the Appendices.

II. MODELS IN CAVITY QED MATERIALS

We will consider a Hamiltonian of the form
g2
H:Hm+QaTa+g(a+aT)Cm+c§C§. (1)

Here the bare material system is described by H, and
remains unspecified. Likewise C, is an unspecified Her-
mitian matter coupling operator. The light matter cou-
pling constant g = A/ V/N represents the coupling per
particle, with A the collective coupling. The last term is
an optional P? term, toggled by ¢ € {0,1}.

Depending on the choice of Hy,, C;, €, g and ( this
Hamiltonian can describe several distinct microscopic
systems. The Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian can be brought
to the form of Hamiltonian (1) by invoking the long-
wavelength approximation and diagonalizing the pho-
tonic sector with a Bogoliubov transformation to elim-
inate the A% term [7, 8, 15]. It would correspond to set-
ting ¢ = 0 and associating the electronic collective mo-
menta to C, and renormalized frequency and couplings,
stemming from the Bogoliubov transform, to 2 and g
(See Sec. IV for an example). Fermi-Hubbard models
cannot be cast to the form of Hamiltonian (1) due to
the non-linear nature of the Peierls coupling, unless it is
linearized by considering the weak coupling limit or by
moving to the dipole gauge [16-18]. Localized electric

dipoles can be described by setting ( = 1 and associat-
ing the collective dipole operator to C;, [8, 19]. Since the
inclusion of the P? term to ensure gauge invariance is a
relatively recent mandate and many common models do
not incorporate it, toggling off ¢ will clarify its effects
within linear response theory [20]. Furthermore, we con-
sider ( a binary parameter here, but promoting it to take
arbitrary values also allows to study a model where the
P2 term amplitude is not fixed by the light-matter cou-
pling and cavity frequency. To describe magnetic dipoles
instead, one can associate a collective spin operator to
C, and toggle off the P? term by setting ¢ = 1 [21-23].
Finally, a system of coupled oscillators is also compatible
with Hamiltonian (1), although solving it with the theory
described in this paper would be overkill.

IIT. LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY

Throughout this text, we will compute linear response
functions, i.e. retarded Green functions, for the light
and matter subsystems. In our derivation, we will not
specify the matter subsystem; instead, we will derive re-
lationships between the Green functions for the hybrid
light-matter system with the bare matter and photonic
Green functions. The bare photonic Green function is a
well know quantity that is trivial to compute. A full so-
lution will thus be contingent on being able to compute
the Green function of the bare matter, possibly subject
to some additional mean fields, as we will gather from the
derivation. The retarded Green function for operators A
and B is defined as

a,p(tt) = —if(t — t'){[A(t), B(t')]) (2)

We will be particularly concerned with the photonic
propagator

D(t) = Gy 4t (t,0) 3)

and matter response functions

Xa(t) = -G, (1,0), @)

where C, might be C, or any other collective matter
operator.

A. Imaginary-time path integral: Thermal Green
function

One way to compute retarded Green functions is to
obtain them by analytic continuation from the ther-
mal Green function, which can be computed from an
imaginary-time path integral formulation of the partition
function of the system. The thermal Green function for
operators A and B reads

Gl plr—7) = —~(T-A(r)B(7")) ()



Within the imaginary-time formalism, we will obtain the
thermal Green functions in terms of imaginary time, 7, or
Matsubara frequencies, w,,,. The retarded Green function
is then obtained with the replacement

2,3(“) = GZ,B(Wm)|z'wm—>w+:w+io+ ) (6)

for all positive Matsubara frequencies [1][Chap. 7].

1. Effective action

We formulate the partition function as a path integral

over coherent states
Z::%‘ 5 (7)
a,a,c
with

S =S+ / a()(0- — Na(r)
+9 [ aln) + el + ¢ [ €20)

Here § _ = [Dla,a]Dld] is the functional integral over

coherent-state paths and [ = foﬂ dr is the integral over
imaginary time. A partial integration over the photonic
fields, which is but a collection of Gaussian integrals,
yields an effective action Seg = Sp+Sing with an induced
retarded collective interaction [24, 25]

)+ L / C2(r

Swa=g* [ Calr)Dalr = 7)C

)

Here Dy is the free photon propagator

e—TQ
Do(7) = Ep—rk (10)
or in Matsubara frequency space
1
Do(wy,) = ———— . 11
oleom) = 5 (1)

It is convenient to write

md - / O 1nd(

)\2
) 250, (13)
or in Matsubara frequency space

Q*(C—1) + (wp,
Qw2+ 02)

—7)Cu(7'), (12)
with

Vina (1) = A*(Do(7) + Do(8

Vind (W) = 222 (14)
Note that we symmetrize Vi q with respect to 7. It can
be seen that the odd part of Vj,q does not contribute to
the action. This will be justified later, when we relate
Vina to the propagator of an auxiliary real scalar field,
which must be even.

2. Auziliary field decoupling

The induced interaction can be decoupled with a
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation that introduces an
auxiliary scalar field, ¢:

e Sind — ZL?{exp - fN/
-if w(r)@(r)) .

We define the propagator of the auxiliary field as
W(r) = (e(1)¢(0))°. (16)

The generating functional for bare connected correlation
functions of the matter coupling operator, C,, is G2 [¢] =
—N~1log Z,[€] with

(r = )olr)

(15)

Zlé] = %e—(smﬂ' [ 0 (17)
such that
1) 1)
55(7_1) t 6§(Tn) Hl[é]‘f:o =
= _(_]\Zf) (Co(m1) -+ Co(T))S, (18)
- anc O( )

In the following we will denote Xii)’o = Xaa,0. With this,
after partial integration over the matter degrees of free-

dom, we can write [26]

7 = % e NIl (19)
7]

fliel=3 [ emVadr =)+ Ghll.  (20)

The exponent is proportional to N, suggesting that it
can be treated with the saddle-point method for large N.
The number of terms required for a good approximation
will be determined by the value of N. In the thermo-
dynamic limit, N — oo, it will be justified to truncate
the expansion at the quadratic term, which will reveal
what is the free propagator of the auxiliary field ¢. The
condition that the functional derivative of f with respect
to ¢ vanishes

5g [‘Psp] _
Spsp(T)

)up(r') + 5 (Cal))g, = 0

/
[ Vi =) +
!/ .

[ ikt -

or in Matsubara frequency space

(21)

1

Psp(wm) = _Nvind(wmxcz (Wm»sasp (22)



formally defines ¢gp,. Let us postpone the issue of finding
¢sp for now and continue on by expanding f in powers of
@ around ¢gp,. It is convenient to note that, by definition,

1 .
ROy R CARCACRENS

even (29)
Odd terms are absent because the model is invariant un-
der a sign flip of C,. Therefore

fle = flowl =5 | So(m) (N W)~ ( — 7)ol
+O0(ph).
(24)
Here 6 = ¢ — g and
(NWO)_I = V;;dl + Xzz,0 (25)
with
. N0 ) 0
XM’O(T’ T ) 76@5?(7) 5%0sp(7") gm[@sp] (26)
:%wzmcz(f»;sp .

Note that if ¢s, = 0 then Xz20 = Xzaz,0- At this point we
note that Wy, which is the free propagator of ¢, a real
scalar field, is a function of Vihq. It now clear why we
symmetrize Vinq, Wo must be even in time. The impor-
tance of Eq. (25) stems from the fact that for N — oo one
can safely truncate the saddle-point expansion to second
order, which implies that W = W,. We can now obtain
relations between the auxiliary field propagator, W, the
photonic propagator, D, and matter response functions.

8. Dressed response functions in terms of bare response
functions

In the following we will define generating functionals
for connected correlators in imaginary time. These differ
from the thermal Green function as defined in Eq. (5) in
symmetry broken phases when the expectation value of
the operator for which one is computing the connected
correlator acquires a finite value. However, this difference
only affects the zero frequency component of the correla-
tor and is thus unimportant for the analytic continuation
to real frequencies.

Let us define the generating functional for photonic
connected correlators by introducing a complex field in

Eq. (7): Gpn[n, 7] = —log Z[n, 7], with

Z[n7ﬁ]=j{7

After partial integration of the cavity fields, this yields

e~ (SH@OAD+ED) - (o7)

Z[n,n]=j£exp—(5m+cg/702(ﬂ

(28)

+ / m(r)Do(7 = 7)m(7))

with m(7) =n(r) + ng?TT). With this
no 0 0 .
PO=m) = Sy sy o |
=Do(T —1')
— )\2/ Do(7 — u)Xga(u —v)Do(v —7'),
| (29)

or in Matsubara frequency space
D(wn) = Do(wm) — )‘QDO(Wm)Xx:r(wm)DO(Wm) . (30)

Likewise, we can define the generating functional for mat-
ter connected correlators. Since we are interested in re-
sponse functions, i.e. two point-correlators, we can rather
generally consider correlations of three distinct matter
operators, the matter coupling operator, C,, and two
others, that we label C, and C,. Note that z,y and
z are simply indices here and they do not necessarily
indicate spatial direction. The generating functional is
Gunla €y, €] = N~ log Z[€,, &, €], with

Z[fr; gyv gz] = f ei(SCferi ff >0 €a(7)Ca(7)) . (31)
P
After partial integration over the cavity fields, this yields
Z[£$7£y762] = % 67Nf[51+90’5y7‘52] , (32)
©
with

flee+ 06l =5 | WVl (r = 7)elr)

+ ggl[gﬂf + w’€y752] Y

(33)

Here ggl[gra fy, Ez] =-N"! log Zm['f:m Eya gz] is the gen-
eralization of G [¢] (17), with

Tl 6, &:] = e RGO

Then a second-order expansion of f[&; + ¢, &y, &.] around
sp yields



fléz + @75@;552} - f[‘ﬂspaovo] =

)

+ do(T

%/TT,(&O(T)(NWY (1 —7")dp(r —|—Z§a ) Xavo(T — 7)&(77)
ZanO T—7 §a

(35)
+Z€a XaacO 7—_7-)530( ))

The functional integral over the auxiliary-field displacements dy is just a Gaussian integral that we can perform,

yielding

gm[gl’a gyv gz] = cst. + % azb: /7_77_/ 53(7-) <>~(ab70(7' — 7-/) _ A’U 5((12,0(7- - U)NW(U - U)f(xb,o(u — T’)) &,(7") . (36)

With this
0 0

55@( )5&)( " Gl€as y, €]

Xap(T —7T') =

£.=0Va

or in Matsubara frequency space

— Xazx,0 (wm)NW(wm)an,O (wm) .
(38)
) we arrive at the

Xab (Wm) = )NCab,O (Wm)

Putting together Egs. (25) and (38

relations
Xwa O(wm)
za\Wm) = - = 3 39
X ( ) 1+Vind(wm)X3:x,0(wm) ( )
Xa:r, Wm
Yo (6m) = oltm) (10)

14+ Vina (wm)iwz,o(wm) ’
Xab|a7b¢w (wm) = )NCab,O(wm)

Xaz.0 (W) Vind (@m) Xebo(wm) — (41)
1+ Vind (W) Xewo(@m)

which together with Eq. (30) give us the dependence of
the photonic propagator and matter response functions
on the bare matter response function and the free photon
propagator. Note from Eqs. (A16) and (34) that X0 1S
simply the response function of the bare matter subject
to an external field ¢y, the saddle point. Equations (39),
(39) and (41) exhibit a structure similar to the response
functions commonly derived using the random phase ap-
proximation, such as those found in [26]. It is important
to highlight that these equations remain valid for all pa-
rameter ranges and are applicable to both normal and
superradiant phases.

4. Computing the saddle point psp.

We should now tackle the issue of finding ¢g,. Without
specifying the matter subsystem it is reasonable to as-
sume a constant solution, i.e. Ysp(T) = Ysp = Psp(Wm =

0) (all other frequency components being zero). Then,
from Eq. 22 we find
1
Psp = _Nvind(wm = 0)<Cz><psp . (42)

= Xab,o(T — 7') —/ Xaz,0(T
u,v

w)NW (u —v)Xapo(u—7'), (37)

)

(

This tells us that ¢g, is self-consistently proportional to
(C2)p.y» 1. to the expectation value of C, for the bare
matter subject to a field ipy, = & Vina(wm = 0)(Cy).
This is precisely the self-consistent condition that arises
from computing (C,,) from the mean-field Hamiltonian
2X%(¢ - 1) N(C=1), 2

(€O O (43)
This is the mean-field theory of the effective Hamiltonian
that arises from taking the static limit in Vi,q in the
effective action [8], justifying (42). Thus, if we assume
sp constant, Yap,0 are just the response functions of the
mean field matter Hamiltonian of Eq. (43). Thus, Xab,0
are obtained as functions of (C,) which can be computed
by solving HMY variationaly with respect to (C,). Note
that in the absence of symmetry breaking, i.e. when
(Cy) =0, or if ¢ = 1, the effective matter Hamiltonian is
just the bare matter Hamiltonian and thus Xq5,0 = Xab,0
is just the bare matter response.

HMF = H,+

B. Equations of motion for the retarded Green
functions

An alternative way to compute retarded Green func-
tions is by formulating their equations of motion and, un-
der some assumptions, solving them. Defining G 5(t) =

5 (t,0) we have from Eq. (2) that

i0tGy p(t) = 0(t)([A, B]) = Giy a,5(1)  (44)
or in frequency space
wy Gy p(w) = ([A, B]) = Gl 4 p(w),  (45)

with wy = w +107T.

1. Solving the equations of motion

Let {|a)} be a basis of the Hilbert space of the mat-
ter subsystem and let us define the Hubbard operators



X8 = |a)(B]. We start by computing the matter corre-
lation function y,;. Note that

1 T 1 « T
Xab = TN T CaiCh = N Z CaﬁGXaﬁ7Cb (46)
a,B

where C2# = (a|C,|B). Then

Wi Gxan o, (W) =X, Co]) = Gl xos) 0, (@)

af T
=-Iy" = Gy, xor),c, (W)

’ 47
_ gG(aﬂf)[cmxaﬁch (w) ( )
2

9" v
- CEG[C§7X“f3],Cb (w) -

Here Ty = ([Cy, XF]) = 32, (CL*(X1P) — G (Xom)).
The last two terms of Eq. (47) correspond to three-point
Green functions. One could now write the equations of
motion for such three-point Green functions, which would
in turn depend on four-point Green functions, and so
on and so forth. This infinite hierarchy of n-point cor-
relators involves light-matter interactions, as discussed
in the context of lasing physics [27, Chapter 9] or light
emission [28]. At some point, the hierarchy needs to
be truncated. The crudest approximation is to restrict
the theory to two-point Green functions, assuming that

Yo ~ (A)Gg o + (B)GY ¢, which amounts to ne-
glecting correlations of order higher than two for all terms
stemming from light-matter interaction. In terms of fluc-
tuations, this means that only linear fluctuations between
the two systems are relevant, and that correlated fluctu-
ations are largely suppressed. This approach is reminis-
cent of RPA or mean-field approximations, which need
to be justified. This has indeed been discussed within
the Dicke model, where the traditional educated guess
that quantum fluctuations vanish in the N — oo limit
[27, Chapter 9] [Cf. with the equilibrium argument in
[6]] has been rigorously demonstrated recently [29]. In
that work, the proof was restricted to the Dicke model
and within the Lindblad framework, i.e., adding dissi-
pation in a Markovian manner. This result is relevant
to us since LRT falls within the conditions of the theo-
rem demonstrated in that reference, which requires the
dynamics to start with an uncorrelated initial condition
between light and matter. This can be safely assumed
here since the response is independent of the excitation
and can be obtained from excitation functions where the
initial condition is assumed to be at equilibrium, which

J

can be well approximated by uncorrelated light-matter
states [7, 23]. It is true, however, that in our case we are
not considering dissipative Lindblad dynamics and we in-
clude potential matter-matter interactions. In any case,
we believe that restricting to two-point Green functions
can be proven to be exact, as it agrees with the exactness
of the saddle-point solution for N — oo discussed in the
previous section. Additionally, this section concludes by
obtaining the same response functions as within the path
integral formalism. This suggests that generalizing Ref.
[29] might be possible in a future work. With this,

w+G§<aﬁ,Cb (w) =— ngﬁ - Gme,X“‘*]»Cb (@)

—gla+ aT>chw,XaB],cb (w)
2g ,
- Cﬁ<cw> (. xo8,0, (W) (48)
— 9037 (G, (@) + Gl g, (@)
26° g o
- Cﬁrzﬁacm,cb(u’) :

We can put together the second, third and fourth ele-
ments in the right-hand side to build a mean field matter
Hamiltonian

2 2
HYE = Hy = gla+al)C = (T(C)Co. (49)

Note that the constant terms in this mean-field Hamil-
tonian are omitted here. We will show later that this
Hamiltonian is equivalent to the mean-field effective
Hamiltonian (43) obtained with the path integral ap-
proach under a mean-field decoupling of full light-matter
Hamiltonian. At this point we can assume that the basis
that we have been using, {|)}, is precisely the eigenbasis
of HM¥  with eigenenergies {E,}, obtaining

Wi Gap o, (W) = =T3P — (Ba — Bp)Gyas ¢, ()
7% (G, () + G @) (50)
29% op
- Cﬁrz’gacx,cb(u’) :

We can compute the photon-matter Green functions that
appear on the second line obtaining

(wy — Q)sz,cb (w) = gGTCI,Cb (w), (51)
(wy + Q)Gfﬁ,cb (w) = —9GE, o, (W) - (52)

Putting together Egs. (50), (51) and (52) we get

(@t + Ea = Eg)Glyas ¢, () = ~T3” = TeVia(w) 56, 0, @) (53)



with Vina(w) = Vind (Wm)liw,, swrio+- Together with Eq. (46) this gives

1’\0&
Xab(w NZ wi+Ba—E; N

From the definition of F?’H and noting that (X)) =

1y ot 11
N2 G B, B, NZZ

Note here the abuse of notation by using 8 both as an
index and as inverse temperature. With this and Eq.
(54), we finally obtain

)Za:mO(w)

Xaa(w) = 1+ Vina(w)Xaz,0(w) ’ 7
. )Zax,()(w)

Xax(w) N 1+ Vvind(w)féxw,O(w) ’ (57)

Xaa|a,b7éﬂc (w) = Xab,O(w)

. Xaz,o(w)‘/ind(w)f(zb,o(w) (58>
1+ Mnd(w))zwz,()(w)

which coincide with the analytic continuation of Egs.
(39), (40) and (41).

Proceeding in a similar fashion, we can now compute
D and Dy = Gy; ;- First we have

(W =) D(w) = 1+ 9Gg, 4t (W), (59)
(Wi + Dy (w) = —9Ge, 41 (W) (60)
Again we use the decomposition G

Cyiaf

(w+ + Ea - Eﬁ)GIkQB7aT =

s ot and compute
— 9Ty (D(w) + Dy (w))

— Ciraﬁ CI,aT (w) ,

(61)
such that
f = eol) oy ap W) (62)

1+ C%f{mx,o(w)
Plugging this into Egs. (59) and (60) we get
(w—Q)D(w) =1

o )‘2>~(zaz,0(w)
14 (2 Xawo(w)

(D) + Dy (w))

>‘ )NCMUO( )
1+ (2 V0 0(w)

@+ QD1 (w) =

Z_léag exp(—BEy)

e BEs _ o—BE

UJ++E

res

B S /4 :

a W, +Ea *Eﬁ lnd(w)wa(w> (54)
we find that

Wﬂcwwmmm Kabo(@) . (55)

(

We can now solve for D and D to get

W++Q+)\2wxrxo( )

D(w) = 3 , (65)
Q2 2/\24(#%%0(60)
)\2 Nl‘x
D.(w) = Xenol) - (66)
2 - 02 + QAQ%wa,O(QO

Although not immediately obvious, Eq. (65) is precisely
the analytic continuation of Eq. (30).

2. Mean field decoupling of the light-matter Hamiltonian

Let us consider the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) with a
mean-field decoupling of the light-matter interaction and
P? terms. We expand C, = (C,) + §C, and a + al =
{a+a')+6(a+a’) and neglect terms quadratic in fluctu-
ations, obtaining two decoupled Hamiltonians and some
constants: H = HMF + H F 1 cst. with

HYY = Hy, + gla+a')C, Ci< 2)Cey  (67)
H)F =Qala+ gla+d")(Cy), (68)
ost. = —gla + aT)(CL) — <%<cx>2. (69)

The mean-field photonic Hamiltonian H%F can be diag-
onalized with a displacement, a = b — g/Q(C,,), yielding
Hé\/}[lF = Qbb, a new constant —g?/Q(C,)? and the rela-
tion {a + a') = —2¢g/Q(C,). Plucking this relation into
the mean-field matter Hamiltonian, HMY  and all the
constants gathered in the different steps yields precisely
the mean-field effective Hamiltonian, HM, of Eq. (43).
The constants are important for a potential variational
solution.

C. Comparing the two theories

In this section we have shown the equivalence between
two different approaches to address the linear response
regime of cavity QED materials. Although seemingly
very different, the path-integral in imaginary time and



the equation of motion in real time provide exact analyt-
ical results in the thermodynamic limit, N — oco. The ef-
fect of the thermodynamic limit is clearly identified in the
path integral approach when the saddle point method is
invoked. Instead, with the equation of motion method it
requires an analysis of the scaling of the correlated parts
of higher-order correlation functions with N. On the
other hand, the equations-of-motion approach does not
require the auxiliary field of the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation, which allows us to interpret the steps
used to calculate its propagator W. We can see that the
auxiliary field yg, plays the same role as the mean-field
background in the equation of motion, which couples to
the fluctuations. Together, the two approaches cement
the understanding that mean-field approaches are exact
in the thermodynamic limit for Dicke-like models, even if
matter interactions are considered. This has been stud-
ied and exploited before at equilibrium [6-8, 23, 30] and
in the dynamics [29] and in Refs. [26, 31] and now here
for the LRT. Beyond the LRT, the equations-of-motion
approach opens the possibility of studying real-time dy-
namics.

Finally, the comparison between the two approaches is
not just an academic exercise. In many cases it can be
interesting to go beyond the N — oo limit. This would
be the case in topological systems, where boundaries play
an important role. In that case the two approaches of-
fer complementary methods incorporate finite-size cor-
rections. In the path integral approach, corrections are
computed by extending the saddle-point expansion to
higher orders, and thus relaxing W = Wy for the weaker
W-! = Wy + 1I, where II can be computed with
standard diagrammatic techniques in terms of fourth-
and higher-order matter response functions [26]. In the
equations-of-motion approach, corrections are introduced
by expanding the theory from two- to three- and higher-
order Green functions before invoking the mean-field fac-
toring of the correlators.

IV. INTEGER QUANTUM HALL EFFECT IN A
CAVITY

A. The Hamiltonian

To demonstrate the applicability of our theory, we will
use it to study the modification of the integer quantum
Hall effect. The matter system under consideration is a
two-dimensional electron gas subject to a perpendicular
classical magnetic field. This model has been used to
explain the breakdown of topological protection that un-
derlies the observed modifications of the quantum Hall
effect by coupling to a cavity [11, 32-34]. The Hamilto-
nian of the electron gas coupled to a single-mode cavity

reads
I (p; — eAexi(r;) — eAg(b+ b1))?
o 2m
(70)
- Z V(ri—r;) + QbTb.

i>7

Here r;, p; are respectively the position and momentum
operators of the i-th electron. Both the external classical
vector potential and the cavity’s vector potential point
along the z-direction: A (r;) = —Byje, and Ay =
V1/(260VQ)e,. The V and ¢, are respectively the cavity
mode volume and the dielectric constant. V(r; — ;) is
the Coulomb interaction between the electrons. After
some manipulation, we can write the Hamiltonian as

e R <\F i \/§y> = (1)

i i
+Qb'b + Q(b+b)

where H,, is the bare (without cavity) electron gas
Hamiltonian

H, — Z (PJ eAext 7'] Z V

J i>]

= 1) (72)

and p, and y are adimensionalized collective operators

-1 A
Pz = /72mwp ;pw,j ) (73)

5= (74

We have defined the plasma frequency, w, = /€2p/(meg)
with p = N/V the density of electrons is the cavity, and
the cyclotron frequency w. = eB/m. The photonic terms
of the Hamiltonian can be diagonalized with a Bogoli-
ubov transformation, which yields

(75)
with @2 = Q2 + wg. By identifying g = —w,/v/N and
Cy = Jwp/@Phy + J/wc/@y the Hamiltonian takes the
form of Eq. (1). . Note that in this case there is no P2
term, i.e. ¢ =0, as we are working in the Coulomb gauge.
In exchange, the elimination of the A2 term through the

Bogoliubov transform renormalizes the cavity frequency
and light-matter coupling.

H=H

B. Current and optical conductivity

In the quantum Hall effect [35, 36], one is typically
interested in computing the longitudinal and transverse



conductivities. The optical conductivity tensor can be
computed with the Kubo formalism in terms of the cur-
rent response functions

foa,.f,, (w)

; 2
i [€pas |
A

w4 m

oap(w) = ab T (76)

where wy = w + 4§, A and pop are the area and sur-
face density of the two-dimensional electron gas, § is the
broadening parameter, d,, is the Kronecker delta and
Jap are the current operators in the a and b directions,
with a,b € {z,y} [37, 38]. We will now compute G%_ ;
using the theory outlined in Sec. III, i.e. we will express
G7, s, in terms of the response functions of the bare elec-
tron gas, GGS,Jb'
The current operator is given by

J:eZvj
*Z

(77)
— eAe(rj) — eAg(b+ b)) .

Then, after some manipulation, we can express

J, = \/2‘:::’ (Cy +1(atah)) (78)

2620

with v = Here

~VNw,/(2&) and C, = +/w,/0p,.
V2mwppy =3y

j- Meaning that we need to compute

. 2620 .

GJm,JI = m Cy+vy(a+al),Cp+vy(atat) (80)
. 2e%d .

GJ:!:aJy T T Cetr(atal),Cy (81)
. 2e2% .

Gy,.0, = U,y (82)

C. Implicit expressions for the current response
functions

1. Computing mized light-matter correlations

To compute these alternative Green functions fol-
lowing our section III, we formulate the following
generating functional for mixed connected correlators:

Gmix [777 gma é.y] = - IOg Z[777 5:67 6y]7 with

Zinn&) = §en=(S+ [ nrlatr) +ar)
+3 [amcu

(83)
After partial integration of the cavity fields, this yields

Zn, & &yl = }{exp - (Sm + /7'.7" m(7)Do(1 — 7"Ym(T)
+ 3 [amcan).

(84)
with m(7) = n(7) + gC, (7). With this
p ]
Grty(a+af)7ca (T -7 ) = _7577( ) 55(1( )gmlx[n f:mfy]

—y / Di(r — w)Ngxealu — 1),
' (85)

or in Matsubara frequency space

ny(aﬂﬂ),ca (W) = =YD§(Wm)NgXwa(wm) - (86)
Here D§(1) = Do(T) + Do(—7) is the symmetrized free
photon propagator
1 1
Dy(wm) = - - —. (87)

Wy — W0 Wy, + @

Likewise
Gtcm,'y(a+af)(wm) = —yD§(wm)N gXae(wim) (88)
and

G'y(a+alf),’y(a+adf)(wm) 72D8 (wm)
- 'YQD(SJ(wm))‘QXwI(wm)D(SJ(wm) .
(89)

With these we obtain, after analytic continuation iw,, —
W+,

2623

o, (@) = (1 +79D5(w)) Xay (@) ,

_ 7N2‘;2f’ (1 n (%)2 C;Dé(w)) Xy (@),
(90)

and similarly



T

with éfjl?’]b = —NXab,0- Likewise

10

. 220 wp\2 @ ., O\ 1 fwp\2@
(@) = ~N = ((1 +(2) 2Do<w>) Xas (@) = 5= (2) 2Do<w>> : (91)
2e20%
Gy, (W) = =N —=xyy(w). (92)
We can relate Xzz, Xy and Xyy t0 Xzz,05 Xay,0 and Xyyo0 through Egs. (39) and (41), obtaining
Ar,0
T w 2w s sz,Jy (OJ)
63,.0,00) = (1+ (%2)" S D50)) I u/ (93)
w 1 = Vind(w) 3225 G, g, (W)
) wp\2 @ 2 é}f’h(w) Ne? jwp\2@
Toog. (@) =1+ (T) 5 D5 (w) m AT + (T) 5 Di(w) (94)
w/ 2 1= Vina(W) 5255 G, 0. (W) m \w/ 2
GZ?,J?/ (@) + Vina (W) 5255 (éf,Jy (w)éf]’:,h (w) = G WA (W)éfi??,J?, (w)) (95)

Gy,.0, (W) =

We will now show that Xab.0 = Xabo and thus éffﬂh =
Gr,O
Ja,Jp”
2. Proof that Xap,0 = Xab,0

From Egs. (43) and (75) we see that the mean-field
effective Hamiltonian of the electron gas is given by

2
(p; + mwey,ey)
=3 - +> V(ri—r))
J i>j
2
w Pjx + Mwcy; (96)
— 2@%@% + mwey) Z fyw T Tedy

J

2m
+ cst.,

with (p, + mwey) = (pj» + mwey;)Vj. Completing

squares yields
2
MF 1 %2,
Heff = 2]: % Dj,x + Mwey; — §<pm + mwcy>

2
2
+ g ﬁ—i—g V(r; —rj) + cst..
j

i>7

(97)

We can see now that
wh MF
Dj,x + mwey; — (ITIQ)Q% + mwcy> X [x]5 HePf } (98)

and thus

m ~r,0
1 = Vind(W) 5255 G, g, (W)

(

which implies that (p, +mw.y) = 0 and thus HMF = H,,
and Xab,0 = Xab,0- This is a no go theorem, implying
that the equilibrium properties of the electron gas are not
modified by the cavity. Despite this, the linear response
properties, are modified, alternative: as we now discuss.

This implies that C:'}f 5= Gf]’f, 7, With this, Equa-
tions (93), (94) and (95) provide us with an implicit ex-
pression of the current response functions of the electron
gas coupled to a cavity in terms of the current response
functions of the bare electron gas. This culminates the
application of our linear response theory. Obtaining ex-
plicit expressions for the current response functions is
now just a matter of computing the current response
functions of the bare electron gas. We refer to the later
as bare current response functions and we compute them
in the next section.

D. Computing the bare current response functions

To study the bare 2D electron gas we lean on the rea-
soning laid out in Ref. [34]. There, they study the same
2D electron gas subject to a perpendicular classical mag-
netic field and coupled to a cavity (70). They show that
the cavity only couples to the center-of-mass coordinates.
Furthermore, they show that the center-of-mass and rel-
ative coordinate sectors of the Hamiltonian commute.
This essentially splits the problem into two, the prob-
lem of the relative coordinates unmodified by the cavity,
and the problem of the center or mass coupled to the
cavity. Note from Egs. (78) and (79) that the currents
also only depend on center-of-mass coordinates. Most
importantly, the Coulomb interaction between electrons
only depends on the relative coordinates. In summary,



the full problem of a 2D electron gas coupled to a cav-
ity can be broken into the problem of the relative coor-
dinates, subject to Coulomb interactions but decoupled
from the cavity, and the problem of an independent cen-
ter of mass coordinate, which couples to the cavity and
is solely responsible for the conduction properties of the
electron gas. Consequently, in order to compute bare
current response functions, we only need to study the
center-of-mass sector of the matter Hamiltonian

(P — At (R))?
2m

with vV NR = Zj r; and VNP = Zj p; the center-of-
mass position and momentum operators. This is just the
Hamiltonian of a single electron under a classical mag-
netic field, the prototipical example of Landau quanti-
zation [39][Chap. 1]. The eigenstates of the system are
separable, into plane waves in the X direction and eigen-
states of a displaced harmonic oscillator of frequency w,
along the Y direction

cm
HI" =

1
HIP|Kx,n) = w,. <0T0+ 2) |Kx,n)

. (101)
= we <n—|— 2> |Kx,n),
With Px|Kx,n> e Kx|Kx,n>. Here
1
V=1 (c+cl), (102)
Py =i\ [ 5 (T =0) (103)

and V = \/%(Y—F leg), PV = f)y/\/TW7 with lc =
V1/(eB).

From the definition in Eq. (77) (ignoring the contribu-
tion from the cavity to get the bare current) we can see
that the current only depends on center-of-mass coordi-
nates

J = \/N% (P — eAoi(R)) . (104)
After some manipulation, we can express
ewe 1 1 .
Jp=— | ——=(Px —Kx)+ —(c+c") |,
2 (P~ K+ e )
(105)
Ty =i (=), (106)

V2m

and the matrix elements
(K’ n|J.| Kx,m) (Vm + 10, m11

+ \/Tinén,mfl) )
(107)

.€4/We
(K'y,n|Jy|Kx,m) = 0x g i (Vm + 16,.m+1

V2m
- mén,m—l) .
(108)

5 e\/We
= KX,KB( 7F
2m
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This shows that the current operators are diagonal with
respect to the plane waves along the X direction, such
that the spectral decomposition of the current response
functions can be written simply as a sum over eigenstates
of the harmonic oscillator along the Y direction. At zero
temperature, this reads

9 @)=Y <<0|Ja|n><n|Jb|0> B <n|Ja|0><0|an>> .
arb W++E07En w++En—E0

(109)
From Egs. (107), (108) and (109) we obtain the bare
current response functions

,0 ,0
C{rlm,.]z (w) = G.rfy,.ly (w)

_ New, 1 1 1 » (110)

- m 2 \w4+ + we W — We

Nelw, i 1 1
oo _ c 111
JmJy(w) m 2 (w-‘r + we * Wi w‘3> 7 ( )
Nelw, i 1 1

o0 _ c? . (112
Jy,Jl(w) m 2 (w+ + we * Wy Wc) (112)

E. Explicit expressions for the current response
functions

Substituting Eqs. (110), (111), (112) and Vipa(w) =
wZD§(w), with Dj(w) the analytic continuation of
D§(wm)|iwpn—w. (87), into Egs. (93), (94) and (95)
yields, after some manipulation,

r (w) = Z'N€2 Wel4 (wf_ — QQ)

Jau,dy T m (wf_ - @2) (Wi - wg) — wiw? ’
(113)

' C Ne? (W) (4 - o7)

Tort, (W) = m (wi —@?) (Wi —w?) —wiw?’
(114)

L (w) Ne? wi (wi — %)

Ty dy \W m (w2 —@?) (w2 —w?) — wiw? .

(115)

These current response functions have poles at wy =
+04, with Q4 the frequencies of the Landau polaritons

20, = &% +w? £ \/(@2 —w2)? +dw2eZ. (116)
This is all in agreement with the Landau polaritons
and current response functions computed in Ref. [34].
There, they solve the system exactly, computing the en-
ergies and wavefunctions and subsequently the current
response functions from the spectral decomposition for-
mula. Therefore, the agreement serves as validation that
our effective theory correctly predicts the response func-
tions of a material coupled to a cavity. We also recover
the dc conductivities in the long-wavelength limit 2 — 0,
d — 0 of Ref. [33].



For completeness, let us write down the dc (w — 0)
conductivities, which are tipically of interest when con-
sidering the quantum Hall effect,

e?v W2 (02 +6?)
= ¢ 11
%oy T T Q% + 52)(92 +462) 7 (117)

(w2 + wd) ( 2+w2 + 52)

Ogx = 0D 1-— (Q% T 52)(93 +52) 5 (118)
w2 (0% + 62)
“W/(”)<1 gﬂ+52x93-+&0> - (119

Note that op = €2pap/(md) is the Drude dc conductivity
and that in o,, we have introduced the Landau level
filling factor v = paph/(eB).

It is also interesting to consider the limit of vanishing
classical magnetic field w. — 0, where the system is just
the bare electron gas coupled to a cavity. In this case,
we can see from Eqgs. (113), (114) and (115) that only
G ;. is non-zero. This stems from the fact that all the
bare current response functions vanish in this limit, Cf.
Egs (110), (111) and (112). Despite this, G%;_; does not
vanish because it contains a term that depends solely on
the cavity, i.e. the cavity acts as a current channel in
the direction of the light-matter coupling independent
of whether the material is a conductor or not. This is
evidenced by Eq. (91) where the last term solely depends
on the free photonic propagator. With this, the optical
conductivity reads

id wp
Opz(W) = op— (1 + 2p~2> .
Wi wi -

This is in agreement with the optical conductivity of the
2D free electron gas computed in Ref. [15]. Once again,
there, they solve the system exactly, computing the en-
ergies and wavefunctions and subsequenctly the current
response functions.

(120)
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V. SPIN MODELS IN A CAVITY
A. Dicke model

We apply now our LRT to the paradigmatic Dicke
model [40], for which H,,, = “’722] 0% and Cm = Z.j of.
Here the matter subsystem is just a collection of inde-
pendent emitters and the only interactions are those me-
diated by the cavity. Accordingly

_ We 2)\ -1
Z o5+
(121)

with m, = N_1<Zj of). Note that for ¢ = 1, i.e. in
the presence of a P? term, the effective term vanishes
and HMF = H,,. Otherwise, Hamiltonian (121) can be
solved variationaly with respect to m, (See App. B for
details) obtaining, at zero temperature,

Z _ 1)m2

0 if A2(1-¢) < tw.Q,
my = 2
1= (afzg) i 00> fwn.
(122)

For ¢ = 0 the model exhibits a phase transition between
a paramagnetic phase with m, = 0 and a ferromagnetic
phase (also termed superradiant when the emphasis is
put on the cavity) with m, # 0. The response function
reads

o) w2 2
Xazo(W) = ——2 ———
e e2 w2 — g2’

(123)
2 2

with €2 = w? + (wmz) . It depends on the value

of m, and thus on the phase.

The photonic propagator, D(w), which exhibits poles
at the resonant frequencies of the hybrid system [14]. The
exact polaritons can be obtained with a two-oscillator
solution of the Dicke model in the thermodynamic limit.

In the case of ¢ = 0, which corresponds to the standard
Dicke model, these read [41]

w2+ 02+ \/(wg —02)% 4 16)2w, 0

it A< inQ,

202 =
W2+ 02 £\ (w2

with g = w.Q/(4)\?). In the case of ( = 1, the same
analysis is possible, except in this case there is only a
paramagnetic phase due to the presence of the P? term.
In the two-oscillator solution, the P? term affecting the
spin becomes an A2 term of the corresponding oscillator.
It can be eliminated with a Bogoliubov transform, yield-
ing a renormalized frequency &? = w,(w, + 4A?/Q) and

(124)

2-02)? 440202 if A2 > 1w,

(

coupling A = A (1 —|—4)\2/(w29))71/4. Then, the polari-
tons are just those of the standard Dicke model in the
normal phase (top case of Eq. (124)), with the substitu-
tion w, — @, and A — \. For both ( =0 and ( =1 we
find perfect agreement between the exact Dicke polari-
tons and the poles of the propagator computed with our
linear response theory [14].



B. Lipskin-Meshkov-Glick model with longitudinal
coupling to the cavity

We consider now the Lipskin-Meshkov-Glick (LMG)
model with longitudinal coupling to the cavity as a
marginal generalization of the Dicke model. In contrast
with the Dicke model, this one incorporates intrinsic all-
to-all interactions in the matter subsystem.

The full Hamiltonian reads

z z J xr T
H:%Zaj —NZain
J ij

(125)
+Qata + gla+ah) Za}” .
J

Interestingly, the collective nature of the intrinsic inter-
action allows two alternative treatments within the lin-
ear response theory. The first option is to treat it like
we would any other intrinsic interaction: bundle it to-
gether with the field term to form the matter Hamilto-
nian, Hy, = % Zj 0% — % i; 0707, and then follow the
linear response theory as described in Sec. III. The sec-
ond option exploits the collective nature of the intrinsic
interaction and treats this term not within H,, but ex-
plicitly within the linear response theory, analogously to
the P? term, as it is, in fact, just a negative P? term [Cf.
Egs. (1) and (125)]. We will follow this second option
for its simplicity, since, as we show below, the resulting
H é\ng corresponds to free spins and is identical in struc-
ture to the one from the Dicke model (121). Accordingly,
we have

222 02
Vind(Ww) = =5~ —5—a5 —2J, (126)
and
Wz z x
Y =2 Z 0% — 2Jegmy Z o}
J J (127)

2
+ Jeﬁmx ’

with m, = N_1<zj of) and Jeg = %2 + J. Solving the
Hamiltonian variationally with respect to m, (See App.

J

b _ s V(@2 - 22)° +1630.0
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B for details) yields, at zero temperature,

0 it w,>4Jer,

2 (128)
1—(4J;f> if w, <4Jeg.

My =

Like the Dicke model (for ¢ = 0), the LMG model ex-
hibits a phase transition between a paramagnetic phase
with m, = 0 and a ferromagnetic phase with m, # 0.
The response function reads [26]

2

w3 2¢e

Xaz,0(w) = T 272 _ 27

129
€2 wi —¢e? (129)

with €2 = w? + (4Jema)’.
m, and thus on the phase.

v 1
mid (b) / " m|

It depends on the value of

(@) 4

—ImD(w)Q

1072 10° 102

J=015 Wi Q.

0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
AlQ

J=0.3

1.00.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
AlQ

FIG. 1. Cavity response, D, of the LMG model with longi-
tudinal coupling to the cavity as a function of the collective
coupling, A, for different values of the intrinsic interaction, J.
The dashed lines correspond to a fit of the polaritons with a
two-oscillator model. The top right insets show the magneti-
zation. The transverse field is set to w, = Q.

In Fig. 1 we show the photonic propagator, D(w),
which exhibits poles at the resonant frequencies of the
hybrid system, as a function of the collective coupling.
For J < w,/4 the lower mode goes to zero at finite cou-
pling, signaling the phase transition. The critical point
is displaced to a lower coupling, A\, with respect to the
Dicke model due to the synergy between the intrinsic and
effective interactions. For J > w, /4 the system is always
on the ordered phase independently of the value of A. In
both cases there is a splitting at zero coupling, A = 0,
due to the intrinsic interactions. In Fig. 1 we also over-
lay the exact polaritons obtained with a two-oscillator
solution of the LMG model in the thermodynamic limit.
It is is a generalization of the two-oscillator solution of
the Dicke model, developed in Ref. [41], to account for
the interaction term. The resulting LMG polaritons are

if Wy Z 4Jeffy (130)

W12 = 4w, + 92 £ (@2 — 4w, + Q) + 1607w i w, < 4,



with @2 = w.(w, — 4J), A = A1 — 4J/w,)"/* and
i = w,/(4Jog). We find perfect agreement between the
exact LMG polaritons and the poles of the propagator
computed with our linear response theory.

This model describes recent experiments in rare earth
quantum Ising systems, such as LiHoF,4 [21, 22]. These
experiments aim to observe how the lowest excitation
mode softens as it approaches the ferromagnetic transi-
tion. We can understand that Eq. (125) is equivalent to
a Dicke model where A becomes v A% + JQ. Therefore,
the softening of the mode can be viewed as the behavior
of the lower polariton in the Dicke model.

C. Lipskin-Meshkov-Glick model with transverse
coupling to the cavity (Dicke-LMG model)

Thus far we have only considered models where the
intrinsic and cavity-mediated interactions are synergistic,
here we consider the Dicke-LMG model: an LMG model
with transverse coupling to the cavity, named in analogy
to the Dicke-Ising model that we will study in the next
section. The full Hamiltonian reads

LR DYURE DUES DWe
. N =
J )

+ Qa a+g(a+aT)ZJf
J

(131)

For vanishing longitudinal and transverse fields the
Dicke-LMG model has a Zy X Zs symmetry. The first
symmetry corresponds to a spin flip, o; — —o;, and
in the bare LMG model it is spontaneously broken in
a second order phase transition from a paramagnetic
to a ferromagnetic phase. The second symmetry cor-
responds to a simultaneous cavity-field and spin flip,

a - —a and o] — —o7, and in the bare Dicke model
J

>Za::r,0 + ‘/ind,z det(XO)
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it is spontaneously broken in a second order phase tran-
sition from a normal to a superradiant phase. As we
show in the following, we find that the combination of
the two symmetries gives rise to a first-order phase tran-
sition in the Dicke-LMG model between two symmetry-
broken phases: a ferromagnetic normal phase for large J
and a paramagnetic superradiant phase for large \?/92,
this is akin to what occurs in the Dicke-Ising model (See
Sec. VD). Switching on the external field has the effect
of explicitely breaking the corresponding symmetry, pre-
venting the spontaneous symmetry breaking that char-
acterizes a phase transition. We find that if only one
external field is switched on, the phase transition is de-
moted from first to second order. If the two external
fields are switched on, the phase transition is eliminated
completely.

In order to solve the model, we will consider the in-
trinsic collective interactions explicitly within the linear
response theory. However, unlike in the case of the LMG
model with longitudinal coupling to the cavity, in this
case the cavity-mediated and intrinsic interactions act
on different axes, i.e. they couple different collective op-
erators: Cj Z of and C, = ), o7 respectively. Ac-
cordingly, a shght generalization of the linear response
theory presented in Sec. III is required as there are now
two induced interaction terms within the effective action

222 0?2
Vvind,x(w) — Q w+ QQ 9 (132)
Vind,z(w) = —2J . (133)

Thus, the system can be solved using a multimode gener-
alization of the linear response theory, developed in App.
A. The expression for the photonic propagator remains
unchanged, see Eq. 30, as it solely determined by the
operator that couples to the cavity. In contrast, matter
correlators have new contributions afforded by the new
interaction channel, Vipq,,. We find

Xzxz =

with (X0)ab = Xab,o- The mean-field effective Hamilto-

nian reads

_ Z +wZ Z +—m FNJIm?, (135)

with @, = w; — Zl)‘gmJc and @, = w, — 4Jm,. Solving
variationaly with respect to m, and m, (See App. B for
details) allows us to compute the equilibrium values of
m, and m, numerically and subsequently the response
functions Xzz,0, Xz2,0» Xzz,0 a0d X. 0, which depend on
the values of m, and m,.

In Fig. 2 we show the photonic propagator, D(w),

1+ ‘/ind,xféx:c,() + ‘/ind,z)zzz,o + ‘/ind,x‘/ind,z det()ZO) ’

(134)

(

the matter response function, x..(w), (left inset) and the
magnetizations, m, and m,, (right inset) as functions of
the collective coupling, A, in four different scenarios of
external fields values. The intrinsic interaction is set so
that at zero coupling the cavity and the spins are reso-
nant: 4J = Q. In the case of vanishing w, and w,, Fig.
2(a), we observe a first order phase transition, evidenced
by the discontinuous behaviour in the order parameters
of the two ordered phases. The photonic propagator has
a pole that goes to zero at the critical point, signaling the
gap closing. We include . in the left inset for complete-
ness because the photonic propagator depends on X



[Cf. Eq. (30)] and the system becomes unresponsive to
probing along the z direction in the superradiant phase.
This is caused by the fact that the intrinsic interaction
is the only term in the Hamiltonian containing ¢* opera-
tors. Due to its collective nature, its effect is switched off
(mean-field behaviour) in the superradiant phase where
m, = 0 [Cf. Eq. (135)]. The system is then fully or-
dered along x and with no off-diagonal terms it becomes
unresponsive to probing with o*. Accordingly, in the su-
perradiant phase the photonic propagator only shows a
pole at the cavity frequency. To witness the other exci-
tation of the system we look at ., which shows a pole
that emerges from zero at the critical point, signaling the
gap reopening. The combination of D and Y., provides a
complete picture of the excitations of the system. In Fig.
2(b) we see that switching on the transverse field, w,,
eliminates the superradiant symmetry. The phase tran-
sition becomes of second order, with m, the sole order
parameter. Like in the previous case, the absence of non
mean-field terms containing ¢ in the Hamiltonian makes
the system unresponsive to o, in the superradiant phase.
Thus, we also include x,, to witness the gap reopening.
Alternatively, in Fig. 2(c) we see that switching on the
longitudinal field, w,, eliminates the ferromagnetic sym-
metry. The phase transition becomes of second order,
with m, as the sole order parameter. In this case, the
presence of the longitudinal field endows the photonic
propagator with visibility of all the excitations, show-
casing the full gap closing and reopening at the critical
point. Finally in Fig. 2(d) we switch on both the lon-
gitudinal and transverse fields. All symmetries are now
explicitely broken and the phase transition gives way to
a smooth crossover of m, and m, dominant regimes for
small and large \ respectively. The gap remains finite at
all times.

D. Ising model with transverse coupling to the
cavity (Dicke-Ising model)

Thus far we have only considered models with collec-
tive intrinsic interactions, such that despite being in-
trinsic, these collective interactions were handled on a
par with the light-matter interactions using the linear
response theory. As a result, the mean-field effective
Hamiltonian corresponded to free spins and was trivially
solved. Here we consider the Dicke-Ising model: a Ising
model with transverse coupling to the cavity [30, 42—
44].  The intrinsic interactions are between nearest-
neighbours, i.e. not collective, and as such they cannot
be handled within the linear response theory like a P2
term. The full Hamiltonian reads

H_ww Z g; JZUJUJH

+ Qa a—l—g(a—i—a Zaf.
J

(136)
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FIG. 2. Cavity response, D, of the Dicke-LMG model (LMG
model with transverse coupling to the cavity) as a function of
the collective coupling, A, for different values of the longitu-
dinal and transverse fields, w. and w, respectively. The top
left insets show the matter response x... The top right insets
show the magnetizations. The intrinsic interaction is set to
4J = Q.

Like the LMG-Dicke model, and for the same reasons
(See Sec. VB), for vanishing transverse field the Dicke-
Ising model has a Zs X Zy symmetry that gives rise
to a first-order phase transition between two symmetry-
broken phases: a ferromagnetic normal phase for large J
and a paramagnetic superradiant phase for large A2/,
However, unlike in the Dicke-LMG model, the phase
transition remains of first order after switching on the
transverse field. We attribute this robustness to the fact
that the intrinsic interactions are not collective in this
case. As we will see below, we do not consider a lon-
gitudinal field because the resulting mean-field effective
Hamiltonian would not be analytically solvable.

The corresponding mean-field effective Hamiltonian is
that of a Ising chain in transverse field

F:%ZU
J

with @, = w, — 402/Qm, and m, = N1 >-;(0%). The
transverse field is a combination of the external ﬁeld and
the mean-field cavity-induced interaction. It is clear now
that adding a longitudinal field would make H ¥ analyt-
ically intractable. In the thermodynamic limit, N — oo,
the ground-state energy per spin is given by

A2 dk
eome) =g =3 [ e

2

NA
JZO'] ot mi7 (137)

(138)

with

e =/(21)2 + &2 — 4JQ, cosk . (139)



Solving variationaly allows us to compute the equilibrium
value of m, numerically and subsequently the response
function Xg4,0, which depends on the value of m,. At
zero temperature and in the continuum limit, Xz 0 is
given by (See App. C for details)

™ dk  sin’k

—_— . 140
< 27 e (w? — 4e2) (140)

o) = —32.7% /

Interestingly, we find that X, o has poles at 2¢;. This
stems from the fact that

Cr:fo}” :N_QZ("’!%'*‘(U%—U%)’Y;I%
J A

+ ik (A, = voew))
(141)

where 7 and 7;2 are the annihilation and creation op-
erators of the Bogoliuvov fermions that constitute the
elementary excitations of the Ising model after a Jordan-
Wigner fermionization, with u; and v, the Bogoliubov
coefficients [45][Chap. 10]. The physical consequences
of this coupling where discussed in Ref. [14]. Here we
present a comparison between our LRT and finite-size
exact-diagonalization results in Fig. 3. This allows us to
discuss how quickly finite-size effects are washed out as
we increase the system size and provides another check
of our formulas in this non-trivial case.

We compare our LRT in Figs. 3(a), (c) and (e), valid
in the thermodynamic limit, with exact-diagonalization
results for system sizes up to N = 14 in Figs. 3(b), (d)
and (f). Let us begin by comparing Figs. 3 (a) and (b),
which correspond to the case of vanishing classical field.
In this case we observe the formation of polaritons in the
normal phase and the opening of the two-excitation band
and the hardening of the lower polartion in the superra-
diant phase in Fig. 3(a). The same features are observed
in Fig. 3(b), although the two-excitation band is not
fully formed and instead we can distinguish a collection
of discrete levels. Additionally, there are some finite-size
effects. Most prominently, there is a pole correspond-
ing to the single-excitation band in the normal phase, at
w =2J =Q/2 for A\ — 0. This is explained by noting
that the coupling operator C, can create domain walls
at the edges of the chain, something which is impossible
in the thermodynamic limit, an effect that becomes neg-
ligible as N — oo. This interpretation is confirmed by
the bottom right inset in Fig. 3(b), which shows that the
intensity of this pole decreases with size, unlike the poles
corresponding to the polaritons. Figures 3(c), (d), (e)
and (f) feature a finite classical field w, and thus a finite
bandwidth in the normal phase. In Fig. 3(c) the nar-
row bandwidth allows the formation of bound polariton
states (BPS) with well defined energies below and above
the band [14]. This is validated in Fig. 3(d). Again,
we observe additional features that we attribute to finite
size-effects. In particular the single-excitation band, at
w=2J =Q/2 for A\ — 0. Its visibility is shown to de-
crease with size in the bottom right inset of Fig. 3(d). In
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FIG. 3. Cavity response, D, of the Dicke-Ising model as a
function of the collective coupling, A, computed analytically
in the thermodynamic limit, N — oo, (left) and with exact
diagonalization, N = 14, (right) for different values of the
classical field, w;. The yellow dashed lines correspond to a fit
of the polaritons with a two-oscillator model. The top right
insets show the magnetizations. The bottom right inset in the
right plots shows a vertical cut at the black dashed line for
two finite sizes, N = 4 and N = 14. The dotted lines mark
the edges of the band of the mean-field effective Hamiltonian
(137). The parameters are w, = 0 and 4J = Q. In the
exact-diagonalization results, the Fock basis for the photonic
Hilbert space is truncated at 40 photons.

Fig. 3(e) the large bandwidth prevents the formation for
BPS. This is confirmed in Fig. 3(f) where we observe a
collection of closely packed levels of equal visibility that
are expected to form the band in the thermodynamic
limit. There are not any two levels that stand out as
polaritons, in agreement with our LRT. The levels that
fall outside the would-be band are shown to be finite-size
artifacts in the bottom right inset of Fig. 3(f).



E. Heisenberg ferromagnet coupled to a cavity

We finish the section by commenting on the paradig-
matic Heisenberg model. In particular we consider a fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model on a 3D lattice, such that
the model is ordered below a critical temperature,

Hy=-J oo+ % Y ot (142)
(i) j

The ground state of the model corresponds to a sym-
metry broken ferromagnetic state. For vanishing field,
w, = 0, the spins will be magnetized in a random direc-
tion of space, spontaneously breaking the SO(3) symme-
try of the model. The addition of a field demotes the
symmetry to SO(2) in the plane perpendicular to the
field, setting the magnetization direction along the field.
It also opens a gap between the spin-wave band and the
ground state, such that the zero momentum spin-wave
has an energy gap with respect to the ground state of
w,. The coupling to a cavity in a direction perpendicu-
lar to the classical field will demote the remaining SO(2)
symmetry to Zs in the cavity field direction. The cavity
coupling, C, = Zj o, will compete with the classical
field in setting the magnetization direction. The corre-
sponding effective Hamiltonian reads

HMF :% ZO'JZ» - JZO’ia'j
J (i7)
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If we assume that the model is ordered, the interaction
term contributes an energy —Jz with z the coordination
number, independently of the value of m,. Thus, the
variational Hamiltonian is equivalent to that of a Dicke
model [Cf. Sec. VA.]. The behaviour of the magnetiza-
tion, mg, is also inherited from the Dicke model. For a
subcritical coupling, A < v/w,/2, the model is ordered
along z. When the coupling reaches the critical point,
the magnetization starts to turn towards the z axis in a
second order phase transition.

The response function Y. o corresponds to the exci-
tation of the zero-momentum magnon, with a pole at
w? = w? + (4X?m, /Q)?%. Therefore, our LRT predicts the
formation of polaritons of this zero-momentum magnon
with frequencies given by Eq. 124, following the physics
of the Dicke model.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have presented a linear response the-
ory for materials collectively coupled to a cavity. We have
employed two different approaches. The first relies on a
path integral formulation of the partition function and a
saddle point expansion of the partition function that is
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truncated exactly in the thermodynamic limit. The sec-
ond is more direct and relies on formulating the equations
of motion for the response functions. These are truncated
to second order in light-matter fluctuations and solved,
yielding equivalent expressions for the response functions
to the first approach. This provides a posteriori valida-
tion for the truncation of the equations of motion, which
confirms the validity of a mean-field decoupling of the
light-matter interaction in cavity QED materials. We ob-
tain exact expressions for the response functions of the
hybrid system in terms of the bare response functions of
the cavity and the material.

The theory has been demonstrated in several systems,
showcasing its applicability. In the Quantum Hall ef-
fect we have recovered the optical response and Lan-
dau polaritons computed previously in Refs. [33, 34].
In magnetic systems, we have started from the non-
interacting Dicke model and progressively complicated
the model by adding collective intrinsic interactions to
yield the LMG model with longitudinal coupling to the
cavity, then changing the cavity coupling direction to in-
duce a competition between intrinsic and light-matter
interactions in the Dicke-LMG model and finally making
the intrinsic interactions non-collective in the Dicke-Ising
model. Finally, we have explored the effect of the cav-
ity in an ordered Heisenberg ferromagnet. Our predic-
tions have been validated against analytical and exact-
diagonalization results.

Even if the focus of the paper has been the linear re-
sponse theory, the study of the different spin models has
provided some interesting independent physical insights.
In particular that first order phase transitions arise in
hybrid systems with competing orders, such as the Dicke-
LMG and Dicke-Ising models, when the competing con-
stituents feature second-order phase transitions by them-
selves. In this sense, our results also point to the fact that
the robustness of this first order phase transition depends
on the nature of the intrinsic material interactions. A
transverse field demotes the phase transition to second
order for the Dicke-LMG model (collective interactions)
but not for for the Dicke-Ising model (nearest-neighbor
interactions). We underline that this has been witnessed
through the lens of the photonic response, which is rele-
vant for its experimental implications. Cavity transmis-
sion is a common probing mechanism for magnetic ma-
terials inductively coupled to a cavity [46-50]. Finally,
the finite-size exact-diagonalization results allow us to
gauge what the commonly-used “thermodynamic limit”
means in terms of actual system sizes. As shown in Sec.
VD, all the features (bar the blending of discrete levels
to form the band) expected in the thermodynamic limit
are already present for N = 14.

Although not explored here, the computation of finite-
size corrections is possible. In the path-integral approach
this would be achieved by considering higher order terms
in the saddle-point expansion. Alternatively, one could
truncate the equations of motion at higher order, to in-
clude three- or higher-order correlators [51-53]. This



would be relevant in the study of topological systems,
where boundary effects are crucial [54-56]. Also, real
time dynamics could be easily studied with the frame-
work of the equations of motion [57]. In conclusion, our
work lays the foundations of a linear response theory for
cavity QED materials.
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We define the propagator of the auxiliary fields as

Wip(7) = (2r(T)p(0))° - (A7)

The generating functional for bare connected correla-
tion functions of the matter coupling operators, Cj, is
GO (6] = —N~1log Zu[&4] with

Zml&k] = %e—(5m+izk [, & (T)Cr(7)) ’ (A8)

1 7{ oINS L ok (Vi (TN en ()= 5y [, on(D)C(7)
]
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Appendix A: Linear response theory for a
multimode cavity

Consider the Hamiltonian for a material coupled col-
lectively to a multimode cavity

H=H, + Z Qka};ak
k

T i 2
+ng: (ak+ak)ck+CZQ*kOk-
k k

The corresponding action reads

(A1)

S =5m+Y / 4 (1) (0, — Q)an(r)
k T
+ X0 (@) +amoe ()
k T

2
+Czk:é};/702(r).

After partial integration over the cavity field, the induced
action reads

1 1
St =53 | O Vimane =0, (43)

with

QRC—1) +Cwh

Vin Wm ) = 2)\2
ak(m) PO (w2, + 02)

(A4)

Here Dy, g is the free photon propagator of the k-th mode

1
D m) = ——————— . A5
o) = g (45)
The induced interaction can be decoupled with a
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation that introduces an
auxiliary scalar field for each mode, @y:

(A6)
[
such that
o .9 0 _
68k, (11)  O&k, (Tn)gm & £4=0
N RN G
=X g 0T T

In the following we will denote X,(jio = Xkp,0- With this,

after partial integration over the matter degrees of free-



dom, we can write

A :f e NIler] (A10)
Pk

with

flod =5 3 [ etk = )eu(r) + Gilin.
k T, T

(A11)
Like in the single-mode case, we apply a saddle-point ap-
proximation for large N. This requires that the number
of modes, M, be finite, i.e. that limy_oc M/N — 0.
Otherwise higher order terms in the saddle-point expan-
sion might not actually be negligible. The condition that
the functional derivatives of f with respect to ¢ vanish

7

_N‘/ind,k(wmxck(wm»tpk,sp (A12)

Prsp(Wm) =

formally defines ¢y sp. Making the simplifying assump-
tion that ¢y ¢, be constant we find
i

Pron = 3 Vinaklom = 0(Cidony - (AL3)
This tells us that ¢y, s, is self-consistently proportional to
(C2) .oy 1-€. to the expectation value of C}, for the bare
matter subject to fields iy op = %deyk(wm = 0)(C)-
This is precisely the self-consistent condition that arises
from computing (C}) from the mean-field Hamiltonian

205 (¢—1)
HMY —g, +) k> 2o
off zk: N, (Cr)Ck

2(F _
*Z%(Cw?
k

This is the mean-field theory of the effective Hamiltonian
that arises from taking the static limit in Vinqx in the
effective action [8].

Expanding f around the saddle-point yields

(A14)

(NWo)ip = OkpVina s + Xkp0 » (A15)

J

flee+ ol — flonal = 53 [

T, T

k.p ="

/
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with

) 5 5
k.0 (r1,m) = Pk sp (Tl) 53010,51)(72) I

) (A16)
= GG T, -
For N — oo one can safely truncate the saddle-point
expansion to second order, which implies that W = Wj,.
We can now obtain relations between the auxiliary field
propagator, Wy, the photonic propagator, Dy, and mat-
ter response functions. Let us define the generating func-
tional for photonic connected correlators by introducing a
complex fields in Eq. (A2): Gpn[nk, k] = — log Z[nk, k],
with

Znk, k) 27{ i
e (A17)

After partial integration of the cavity fields, this yields

Zne, ] = j{exp— (Sm+CZ£/Cg(T)
c - _

+ ; /T B My (7) Dy (T — T’)mk(T)) ,
(A18)

e~ S+, [ (an (M) (T)+ak (T)nk (7))

with my(7) = (1) + 9 Cr (7). With this

Di(wm) = Dr.o(wWm) — A Do (wnm) Xk (Wm) Dro(wnm) -
(A19)
Likewise, we can define the generating functional for mat-
ter connected correlators: G [éx] = —N~!log Z[¢] with

2l = % e~(Serrti Te [ (IO (A20)
CPk

After partial integration over the cavity fields, this yields

Z[&] :j{ e~ NFl&ktex] (A21)
Pk

Then, a second order expansion of [ + @] around the
saddle point yields

(301D NW ) (7 = 70020 (') + € (7)o (7 = 716 ()

(A22)

+ 8r(7)Xp0(7 = TV (') + E(T)Rp (7 = 7)0ip(7))

The functional integral over the auxiliary-field displacements dyy, is just an M-dimensional Gaussian integral that we

can perform, yielding

Cnls] = cst + > | &) | fupalr =) - 3 [ oo =N W (= 0)p00 =) | () (423
p o Lpt T



With this

Xk:p(wm) ka;
k/ /

Zka’ (Wi )N Wi (Wi ) Xprp,0 (Wi ) -
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(A24)

Note that obtaining final expressions for yx,(wy,) requires inverting the matrix (NW)~! that is defined in Eq. (A15).

Appendix B: A spin subject to variational fields
1. Spectrum and response functions of a free spin

Let us consider the following free spin model

W,
5 Lo+ > 0 (B1)

H_

It is diagonalized by a rotation that defines spin operators
along new directions

/ Wz Wy

0,=—0,— —0,, (B2)
€ €
ol = %02 + %ax , (B3)

2

where €2 = w? + w?. With these, the Hamiltonian reads

(B5)

z

€
H=-0

57

with ground-state energy Ey = —¢/2.

We compute the response functions from their spectral
decomposition, which, at zero temperature, reads

(Oloa|n)(n|op|0) — (n|oa|0)(0los|n)
> (T - %)

wt + En — EO

(B6)
where the sum is over the eigenstates of the system. With
the matrix elements

Xab(w) =

Wy
(n|o.|0) = R (B7)
W,
(nlor-J0) = <=, (58)
we obtain

w? 2
TT =—— ; B9
Xl) = =5 (59)

Wewy — 2€

Xoz(W) = Xza(w) = — e o (B10)

w2 2
nz =-l Bl11
) =~ (B11)

2. Considering variational fields

There will be situations in which we arrive to a free spin
model like the one defined in Eq. (B1) from a mean field

(

approximation. As a result we will have a Hamiltonian
of the form

W W,
Op + —

H(mg,m,) = 5 5

0.+ E(m,,m,), (B12)

where now the fields, @, and @, depend on mean-field
parameters mgye{z .} = <aa> and there is a constant en-
ergy term that also depends on the variational parame-
ters. The Hamiltonian can be diagonalized as explained
in the previous section, and the ground state energy and
response functions are now functions of m, and m,. In
particular Eo(mx,mz) = —e(mg, m;)/2 + Eo(mg, m,),
with €2 = w + w . The values of m, and m, are deter-
mined Varlatlonaly from a minimization of Eo(m,, m.).
Depending on the particular problem, this can be done
analytically or numerically.

Appendix C: Computing X0 for the Ising model

The spectral decomposition of Xg,0 reads

72 (n]C..|0)[? ( — Eo)

— (B, — Ep)?’ (1)

Xza:,O

where |n) is the eigenstate of HMY (137) with eigenvalue
E,. From Eq. (141) we see that

(n]|Cz|0) = dno <N+ wa) — 20 ) " wpor(nlyirl,l0),
k k

(C2)
with [45][Chap. 10]
up = sin(0;/2), (C3)
v = cos(0r/2), (C4)
tan 6y = wsi . (Ch)
5% —cosk
With this, we find
. 16.J° sin? k
Xzz,0 = — N ek(wi — 46%) (CG)

and in the thermodynamic limit, limy ;oo N71Y e JE =
[T _dk/(27) fx, we obtain Eq. (140).
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