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We present a new ab initio approach to study molecules containing heavy atoms strongly inter-
acting with quantum fields in optical devices. The relativistic quantum electrodynamics (QED)
theory has been rewritten with a formalism close to relativistic quantum chemistry. This general
framework represents the ideal starting point to extend the main quantum chemistry methods to
relativistic QED. The Polaritonic Dirac Hartree Fock (Pol-DHF) approach is the first method we
propose based on this theory. Pol-DHF allows for the simulation of field induced effects on the
ground and excited state properties of heavy transition metals molecular complexes. The method
is able to include not only the effects of the photons but can be easily extended also to include
explicit interactions with positrons. Application of Pol-DHF to three metal hydrides revealed the
importance of including radiative QED corrections to the treatment in strong coupling conditions.
Due to an accurate description of spin-orbit coupling, the method is able to reproduce polaritonic
effects happening at the crossing between singlet and triplet potential energy surfaces.

I. INTRODUCTION

The use of light as a new tool to control and ma-
nipulate non-invasively the properties of molecules and
materials is opening, in recent years, a new field of re-
search at the border between physics, chemistry and ma-
terial science [1–5]. When matter strongly couples to

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of a Fabry-Pérot cavity
containing a gold-complex.

photons, new hybrid states (polaritons), having partial
light and partial matter character, are formed. The
strong coupling condition is usually reached inside prop-
erly designed optical devices. The simplest example is
the Fabry-Pérot cavity [6] (Fig 1), made of two highly
reflective planar mirrors, that confine the photons in a
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small quantization volume and leading to a significant
enhancement of the light-matter coupling.
The field properties and therefore the polaritons

properties can be controlled changing the geometry and
the materials of the cavity. Several demonstrations of
polaritonic effects on different physical properties such
as absorption spectra, photochemical reaction rates,
and conductivity have already been observed in the
experiments [2, 3, 5, 7–10].

Probably the most famous demonstration was ob-
tained, in the experiments performed by the Ebbesen’s
group in Strasbourg. In particular, they demonstrated
that strong coupling to molecular vibrations can be used
to catalyze, slow down or even induce selectivity in chem-
ical reactions [5, 11, 12]. These observations opened a
new field that is now known as polaritonic chemistry [13].
In these experiments, the photonic states are usually

coupled either to electronic or vibrational states of the
molecular systems. However, the electromagnetic na-
ture of the field allows also for modifications of their
magnetic properties if a coupling to the spin states is
exploited. In this way, a fine control of the magnetiz-
ability and aromatic properties of molecules [14], of spin
qubits [15, 16] and of spin phases of materials [17, 18] can
be obtained. However, reaching the strong coupling con-
dition in this frequency range is impossible using a sim-
ple Fabry-Pérot cavity that, in this case, would require
a spacing of centimeters between the mirrors. The prob-
lem can be circumvented using planar superconducting
devices commonly used in Circuit-QED experiments [19]
. Using similar devices Affronte’s group has been able
to manipulate the spin properties of a Single-Molecule
Magnet [16, 20]. Such an accomplishment opened large
possibilities of application in spin qubits based quantum
computation.
Despite the many improvements in the fabrication of

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

12
75

7v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
ch

em
-p

h]
  1

9 
Se

p 
20

24

mailto:guillaume.thiam@unipg.it
mailto:enrico.ronca@unipg.it


2

more effective optical devices and the impressive accu-
racy reached [21, 22] by polaritonic chemistry experi-
ments, many fundamental aspects still remain to be un-
derstood. In this context, theory represents a funda-
mental tool to gain insights on the underlying physics
of these processes. In recent years many ab initio meth-
ods, able to treat electron-electron and electron-photon
correlation at different level of accuracy have been devel-
oped [23–28]. However, they have been mainly applied to
investigate cavity induced effects on the electronic and vi-
brational degrees of freedom of molecular systems. Only
very recently, Barlini et al. proposed the first Hartree-
Fock based approach to study photon induced effects on
the electronic and nuclear magnetic properties of a molec-
ular system [14].

Spin and consequently magnetic properties are intrin-
sic relativistic features of molecules. An accurate inves-
tigation of these properties requires then inclusion of rel-
ativistic effects at different level of accuracy. This be-
comes particularly crucial when, like in Affronte’s exper-
iments [16, 20] Single-Molecule Magnets containing lan-
thanides atoms need to be used to have sufficiently long
living magnetizations.

Moreover, as already discussed in Refs [28, 29] for Van-
der Waals interactions, the field has sometimes to power
to enhance small effects that are usually neglected in ab-
sence of the photons. From these considerations rises the
emergency of a consistent relativistic quantum electrody-
namical ab initio theory able to include all the necessary
effects. Formulating such a general approach is one of the
goals of this paper. Similar intent was already presented
by Ruggenthaler et al. [23] in a Density Functional The-
ory (DFT) framework, but only the non-relativistic limit
of the method was actually turned into a usable quantum
chemistry implementation. Very recently, Konecny et
al. [30] proposed a relativistic response theory to investi-
gate electronic excitations of relativistic molecules in op-
tical cavities. Despite this last approach was able to cap-
ture interesting effects like cavity-induced singlet-triplet
interactions, it is neglecting additional photon driven ef-
fects that might be crucial if magnetic properties want
to be investigated. Moreover, this approach does not ac-
count for modifications induced by the field on the sys-
tem’s ground state. This is a crucial aspect if we are
interested to cavity driven effects on the core properties
of relativistic atoms.

In this paper, we develop the first fully relativistic ab
initio method to describe the ground state of molecu-
lar systems coupled to photons in optical cavities. We
start the development from the most general Quantum
Electrodynamical Lagrangian formulation to then pro-
pose a new and totally method independent approach
to develop relativistic ab initio theories for integrating
electron-photon systems. This formalism represents the
starting point for the development of mean-field but also
correlated methodologies. This strategy allows for a more
controlled and conscious applications of approximations.

In the current state-of-the-art of relativistic quantum

chemistry, the main QED corrections include electron-
electron retardation effects (i.e. Breit), and additional
radiative QED effects (i.e. vacuum polarization [31, 32],
self-energy [33]) responsible for the Lamb-Shift [34].
These additional contributions are divergent and re-
quire regularization schemes (e.g. renormalization of
the electron mass [35, 36]). Their inclusion in many-
electrons systems is usually carried out using effective
QED potentials.[37–41]. In a recent paper [42], it has
been demonstrated that Breit contribution and these
QED corrections effects on the Ionization Potential (IP)
and Electron Affinities (EA) of gold are of the same order
of magnitude (0.01-0.03 eV). In our case, instead, interac-
tions with real cavity photons are comparable (∼ 0.05 eV
for the IP) [43] or (for heavy atoms) smaller than these
radiative QED corrections. This clearly prevent us from
neglecting a priori these effects. This is a crucial point
that will be discussed in this paper and that motivates
the proposed general reformulation of the relativistic po-
laritonic framework.

The paper is structured as follows: in section II a
generic derivation of a relativistic QED Hamiltonian the-
ory will be presented, starting from the standard QED
Lagrangian. In this section, the choice of the gauge is dis-
cussed in detail and the different energy contributions are
analyzed. At this stage, no approximations are used in
order to set up a theory that could be the starting point
for every quantum chemistry modelization. In subsec-
tion II B 2 the coulomb gauge Hamiltonian, after appli-
cation of the dipole approximation, is used to develop the
first Relativistic Polaritonic HF (Pol-DHF) approach. In
this context, large space has been dedicated to strate-
gies used to deal with negative energy states and to im-
prove convergence issues. In section III Pol-DHF has
been applied to investigate electronic properties of small
diatomic molecules containing heavy atoms. We end the
paper with conclusions and perspectives.

II. THEORY

In this section, we follow the formal derivation of rel-
ativistic QED theory usually presented in physics text
books[44, 45] to develop a Hamiltonian formalism that
can be applied to formulate new ab initio methodologies
for the simulation of polaritonic molecular systems. This
approach allows to keep track of all the approximations
used during the derivation, consequently facilitating fu-
ture improvement strategies, as well as the overall com-
prehension of the method. The proposed methodology is
then used to develop the first Hartree-Fock (HF) based
approach for relativistic molecular systems strongly cou-
pled to quantum fields. For convenience reasons, Gaus-
sian units will be used through the whole derivation un-
less specified otherwise.
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A. The Quantum Electrodynamics Lagrangian

We start our derivation from the definition of a La-
grangian describing at the same time the relativistic
molecular system, the electromagnetic field and their in-
teraction. In the following, all greek letters indices span
the components of 4 indices vectors (from 0 to 3), whereas
latin letters only span the spatial components of the vec-
tor (from 1 to 3).

To describe matter, we use the standard Lagrangian
density for Dirac fields:

LDirac = Ψ̄e(iℏcγµ∂µ −mec
2)Ψe (1)

where c is the speed of light and me is the mass of the
electron. The matrices γµ are defined as:

γ0 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
γi =

(
0 σi

−σi 0

)
(2)

with σi representing the Pauli matrices:

σx =

(
0 1
1 0

)
σy =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
σz =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
(3)

The γµ matrices are needed in order to construct Lorentz
invariant quantities and naturally include the spin-orbit

coupling in the theory. ∂µ =
(
∂t, ∂x, ∂y, ∂z

)
is the 4-

derivative and Ψe are the electron spinor fields having
Ψ̄e = Ψ†

eγ
0 as adjoint. In this Lagrangian, only the elec-

trons are treated explicitly as dynamical variables while
the nuclei are considered as fixed classical objects follow-
ing the Born-Oppenheimer approximation.

The dynamics of the free electromagnetic field is de-
scribed instead by the Lagrangian density (LMaxwell):

LMaxwell = − 1

16π
FµνFµν (4)

where the field tensor Fµν :

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, (5)

depends on the 4-vector potential Aν = (ϕ,A) and medi-
ates all the electromagnetic interactions. In the context
of polaritonic chemistry, such a term accounts both for
the field induced by the electron and the one inherent to
the confinement of the molecular system in the cavity.
Maxwell’s equations allow to define auxiliary scalar and
vector potentials, respectively ϕ and A. These potentials
are not uniquely define, and many potentials lead to the
same electric and magnetic field. This is referred to as

gauge freedom [44, 46]:

A′ = A+∇f (6)

ϕ′ = ϕ− ∂f

∂t
(7)

where f is a scalar function. ϕ is related to the electro-
static component of the electric field, and, in Coulomb
gauge, to the longitudinal part of the electric field. On
the other hand, A is related to the magnetic field, and, in
Coulomb gauge, to the transverse component of the elec-
tric field. We remind the reader that the electric field
can be expressed in terms of scalar and vector potential
E = −∇ϕ− 1

c∂tA and the magnetic field in terms of vec-
tor potential B = ∇×A. The choice of the Lagrangian
density for the electromagnetic field is not unique, and
different equivalent forms can be used depending on the
gauge. Lagrangian 4 is usually the most convenient
choice in Coulomb gauge (∇ ·A = 0 [46, 47]). This La-
grangian is not always convenient if other gauges [35, 36]
(i.e. Lorenz gauge[46]) need to be used. The light and
matter terms are coupled via interaction contributions:

LInt = −1

c
jµA

µ − 1

c
jµA

nuc,µ +
1

2c
jnucµ Anuc,µ (8)

where Anuc = (ϕnuc,0) and jnuc,µ = (ρnuc,0) are the vec-
tor potential and current associated to the field generated
by the nuclei. The field in this last contribution to Eq. 8
due to the Born-Oppenheimer approximation is treated
as static quantities. The 4-current jµ = (cρ, j) in Eq. 8
can be expressed as a function of Ψe and γµ as:

jµ = ecΨ̄eγ
µΨe. (9)

Finally, the complete QED Lagrangian takes the form:

LQED = LDirac + LMaxwell + LInt (10)

Eq. 10 will be the starting point for the development
of the Hamiltonian formalism derived in the following.

B. Hamiltonian formulation in Coulomb gauge

Starting from Lagrangian 10 a Hamiltonian formula-
tion of the theory can be derived performing a Legendre
transform:

HQED = ΠµȦ
µ + πΨ̇e − LQED (11)

where the conjugate momenta are given by:

π =
∂LQED

∂Ψ̇e

Πµ =
∂LQED

∂Ȧµ
(12)

Substituting Eq. 10 in Eq. 11 and using the Green
theorem:∫

V

∇ϕ · ∇ϕdr =

∫
Σ

ϕ∇ϕ · dσ −
∫
V

ϕ∇2ϕdr (13)

where the surface integral is zero, we obtain the following
Hamiltonian:
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H = − 1

8π

∫ −ϕ∇2ϕ︸ ︷︷ ︸
E2

long

−Ȧ · Ȧ
c2

− (∇×A) · (∇×A)︸ ︷︷ ︸
E2

trans.+B2

 dr
+

∫
Ψ†

e[cαi(−iℏ∇i −
e

c
Ai) + eϕnuc + βmec

2)]Ψedr+

∫
ϕρdr+

1

2

∫
ϕnucρnucdr (14)

In Eq. 10 no gauge choice has been applied so far.
In quantum chemistry application, the Coulomb gauge
(∇ · A = 0) is usually a natural choice. This choice
allows splitting the electric field into a longitudinal and
a transversal component.

In Coulomb Gauge, the longitudinal part of the field
only depend on ϕ. Under these condition the Gauss law
for the electric field (∇ · E = ρ

ϵ0
where ρ is the electron

density and ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity) becomes the
Poisson’s equation (−∇2ϕ = 4πρ) and therefore:

1

8π

∫
drϕ∇2ϕ = −1

2

∫
drϕρ(r, t). (15)

Collecting this term with
∫
ϕρdr in Eq 14, gives the well

known electron-electron Coulomb repulsive contribution
1
2

∫
dr
∫
dr′ ρe(r,t)ρe(r

′,t)
|r−r′| .

To facilitate the quantization (see section II B 2), it is
usually convenient expressing Hamiltonian 14 in terms
of the so-called normal variables. These variable are de-
fined in a way that is quite similar to the ”ladder oper-
ator” method used to solve the quantum harmonic os-
cillator [44, 48]. To begin with, we rewrite Maxwell’s
equation in reciprocal space in the following way:

∂tEtrans. = ick× B(k, t)− 4πJtrans. (16)

∂tB = −ik× Etrans.. (17)

From the previous equation one notices the following re-
lationship when Jtrans. = 0:

∂t (Etrans. ± cκ× B) = ±iω (Etrans. ± cκ× B) (18)

where ω = c|k| and κ = k
|k| . From the previous equation,

it appears natural to introduce two new variables, even

if Jtrans. ̸= 0:

ζ(k, t) = −i
√
2πℏω
2

[Etrans.(k, t)− κ× B(k, t)] (19)

ζ∗(−k, t) = −i
√
2πℏω
2

[Etrans.(k, t) + κ× B(k, t)] (20)

Using the previous relationship one is able to express the
electric and magnetic field in terms of normal variables:

Etrans. = i
√
2πℏω (ζ(k, t)− ζ∗(−k, t)) (21)

Btrans. = i
√
2πℏω (κ× ζ(k, t) + κ× ζ∗(−k, t)) (22)

(23)

Etrans. and B can be obtained using a Fourier transform.
Using these normal variables, the Parseval-Plancherel
identity [44] allows writing the following:

1

8π

∫
d3r

(
E2

trans. +B2
)
=

1

8π

∫
dk
(
|Etrans.|2 + |B|2

)
(24)

and changing k → −k in the second term of the right-
hand side of Eq.21 we can rewrite the electromagnetic
field Hamiltonian as:

1

8π

∫
d3r

(
E2

trans. +B2
trans.

)
=

∫
d3k

ℏω
2

[ζ∗ζ + ζζ∗]

(25)
where the short notation ζ = ζ(k, t) has been used.
The vector potential A can be expressed in terms of the
normal variables

A(r, t) =

∫
d3k

√
2πℏc
ω (2π)

3

(
ζ exp(ik · r)+ζ∗ exp(−ik · r)

)
(26)

Substituting Eq.s 25 and 26 in Eq. 14 we can obtain the
following expression for the classical Hamiltonian:

H =

∫
d3k

ℏω
2

[ζ∗ζ + ζζ∗] +

∫
drΨ†

e

[
cαi(−iℏ∇i −

e

c
Ai) + βmec

2
]
Ψe

+
1

2

∫
dr

∫
d3r

′ ρe(r, t)ρe(r
′
, t)

|r− r′ |
−

M∑
I

eZIρe(r, t)

|r−RI |
+

M∑
I>J

e2ZIZJ

|RI −RJ |
. (27)

1. Retardation effects and other QED corrections

In relativistic quantum chemistry, a lot of efforts have
been devoted to find effective strategies to include radia-

tive QED corrections [49–51] (retardation effects, vacuum
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polarization, Lamb-Shift, etc.), in particular with Bound
State QED techniques (BSQED) [52]. Even though such
contributions to the electronic properties of the system
are fairly small and are in general neglected when per-
forming standard relativistic quantum chemistry calcu-
lations, they become quite sizeable when compared with
polaritonic effects and should therefore be included.
QED corrections are due to the electromagnetic field-
matter interaction term

∫
drj · A, where j = ecΨ†

eαΨe.
This interaction term contains all the Feynmann graphs
related to the various QED corrections. Such graphs in-
volve what are called virtual-photons, they are internal
photonic lines in these graphs and do not correspond to
a real particle that can be detected. However, in the for-
malism of QFT, these virtual photons are the one medi-
ating the electromagnetic interaction between particles.
On the other hand, the same interaction term account for
the contribution of processes involving real photons. In
this case, they appear as external lines in the Feynmann
graphs, and they correspond to the particles which are
detected in experiments. In BSQED, one is in general in-
terested in the graphs involving virtual photons, whereas
in polaritonic chemistry the focus is on the graphs in-
volving real photons. In relativistic polaritonic chem-
istry, since we cannot a priori neglect radiative QED
effects, we need a strategy to include such effects. One
strategy could be to adopt a formalism similar to the
one of BSQED, however, such formalism, while provid-
ing remarkable accuracy for atomics systems, is not really
applicable to molecular electronic structure calculations.
Fortunately, it is possible to include lower order QED ra-
diative corrections using effective potentials (Breit contri-
bution, Uehling [32, 45, 53, 54], Wichmann-Kroll [54, 55]

potential and Self-Energy contribution [37, 38, 45, 54]).
Hence, in this way, the dominant graphs involving virtual
photons are accounted for, and the formalism of QED is
used to describe processes involving real-photons. This
strategy remains reasonable since it exploits the linear
nature of the Dirac-Hamiltonian and of the interaction
term, preserving the additivity of the energy contribu-
tions. We would like to remind the reader that some
of these contributions include virtual electron-positron
pairs. Therefore, using strategies based on effective po-
tentials commonly used in relativistic quantum chem-
istry are not applicable beyond the no-pair approxima-
tion. [54, 56].
Among the radiative QED corrections, the largest term
is the so-called Breit term, which is related to retardation
effects [45, 53, 57]. Physically, this term originates from
the time needed to mediate the electromagnetic interac-
tion between particles, and as the velocity of such parti-
cles get closer to the speed of light, such effect becomes
more significant. Even though such term contributes to
minor energy differences, it can be quite significant for
phenomena involving excitation from the core-orbitals,
and the effect of such a contribution to the electronic
molecular orbital energies has been investigated by Au-
car and coworkers [58]. In this work, the possible compe-
tition between radiative QED corrections (in particular
the Breit contribution) and polaritonic effect is investi-
gated (see Result section III). There are many ways to
derive the Breit term, but one simple way is to work
within the Lorenz gauge (∇ · A + 1

c2
∂ϕ
∂t = 0) which has

the advantage of yielding explicitly retarded scalar and
vector potentials as done in Ref.s [45]. resulting in an
expression of the Full-Breit term as:

Vnkml =

∫
dr

∫
dr′ψ†

n(r)ψ
†
k(r

′)
1−α1 ·α2

|r− r′|
exp{iωlk|r− r′|/c}ψm(r)ψl(r

′) (28)

which is the retarded electromagnetic interaction with-
out any approximation. For an explicit derivation of this
term we refer to Ref.s [45, 53, 54] Since this energy contri-
bution is frequency dependent, it is in general expanded
around ωlk ∼ 0 to obtain the full frequency independent
Breit term. Therefore, in relativistic quantum chemistry
one generally uses the following 2-body Full-Breit poten-
tial:

B(i, j) = −e2
{
αiαj

1

|ri − rj |
+

1

2
(αi · ∇i)(αj · ∇j)|ri − rj |

}
.

(29)
The first term contains a magnetic contribution due to
the transverse component of the vector potential known
as the Gaunt term. The second one is related to the re-
tardation effects and is called the Breit term. The 2-body
Breit potential includes both these contributions.
In this work, additionally to the Coulomb 2-body poten-

tial, we considered the following 2-body operator known
as the Coulomb-Breit operator:

g(i, j) = gCoulomb(i, j) +B(i, j) (30)

which includes both Coulomb and Breit 2-body poten-
tials. In the scientific community, it is fairly accepted
to include the Full-Breit term at the HF level in the no-
pair approximation. However, using this approach with
more refined models (e.g. correlated methods, etc.) is
still strongly debated in the field [54].

2. Hamiltonian Quantization

A quantized form of Hamiltonian 27 can be obtained
by promoting the normal variables (ζ∗/ζ) to the corre-
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sponding k-dependent field operators (a†τ/aτ ):

ζτ (k, t) −→ aτ (k)

ζ∗τ (k, t) −→ a†τ (k) (31)

satisfying the following commutation relations:[
aτ (k), a

†
τ ′(k

′)
]
= δττ ′δ(k− k′). (32)

The explicit time-dependence present in the normal vari-
ables has been removed in the field operators expressed
in the Schrödinger picture. In terms of the field operator
the vector potential becomes:

A(r, t) =

∫
d3k

√
2πℏc
ω (2π)

3

[
a(k) exp(ik · r)⃗ϵ

+ a†(k) exp(−ik · r)⃗ϵ
]
. (33)

In the confined space of the optical cavity the wave vec-
tor k assumes discrete values consequently defining a dis-
crete spectrum of field modes characterized by the direc-
tion of the k vector and by the polarization of the field
oscillations (⃗ϵ). In the present case, the discrete vec-
tor potential only accounts for real photons, the other
contributions due to the transverse part of vector poten-
tial (Gaunt, Breit, etc.) could be included as effective
potentials (or more elaborate methods based on QED
Hamiltonians [49, 50, 52]). In particular, in this work,
the Gaunt and Breit contribution are included in the 2-
body potential in Eq. 30. Since the molecular system we
aim to investigate are usually significantly smaller than
the wavelength of the cavity field, we are entitled to ap-
ply the dipole approximation imposing that A(r⃗) ∼ A(⃗0)
and consequently that exp(ik · r) in Eq. 33 is equal to 1.
This will significantly simplify the photonic part of the
Hamiltonian.

Also for the fermionic part, the spinor fields are pro-
moted to spinor fields operators satisfying the following
equal-time anti-commutation relations:

{Ψ(r⃗)µ,Ψ
†(r⃗′)ν} = δµνδ(r⃗ − r⃗′). (34)

The QED Hamiltonian can then be written as:

HQED =

∫
d3Ψ†h

(1)
D Ψ

+
1

2

∫
drd3r′Ψ†(r)Ψ(r)g(r, r′)Ψ†(r′)Ψ(r′)

+
∑
τ

ℏωτ

(
a†τaτ +

1

2

)
+

M∑
I>J

e2ZIZJ

|rI − rJ |
. (35)

Where

h
(1)
D = cαi

(
pi −

e

c
Ai(⃗0)

)
−

M∑
I

eZI

|r− rI|
+ βmec

2. (36)

Here the τ = (k, ϵ⃗) index collects both the mode number
and its polarization.

3. Relativistic Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian in the length gauge

When we deal with molecular systems it is usually
more convenient to apply a unitary transformation to
the field modes, allowing for a direct coupling between
the field operators and the molecular dipole. This trans-
formation take the name of length-gauge transformation:

U = exp

(
ie

ℏc
A(⃗0) ·R

)
(37)

where R =
∫
drΨ†rΨ. Hamiltonian 35 can be trans-

formed in the length-gauge form by application of Eq. 37:

H l
RPF = U†HQEDU (38)

followed by a rotation of the photonic coordinates Ũ =

exp
(
−iπ2

∑
δ a

†
δaδ

)
. Transformation in Eq.38 will induce

a cancellation of the α ·A term due to the change in the
momentum. The light-matter coupling is now related to
the molecular dipole. For details regarding the applica-
tions of these transformations, refer to Appendix A and
to Ref. [59]. The final Hamiltonian in length gauge ap-
pears as:

Hl
RPF =

∫
drΨ†{cαipi −

M∑
I

eZI

|r− rI|
+ βmec

2}Ψ

+
1

2

∫
drdr′Ψ†(r)Ψ(r)g(r, r′)Ψ†(r′)Ψ(r′)

+
∑
τ

ℏωτ

[
a†τaτ − e

ℏc
CR · ϵτ√

ωτ
(aτ + a†τ )

+

(
CeR · ϵτ

ℏc

)2
1

ωτ
+

1

2

]
. (39)

This Hamiltonian has now a shape that is equivalent
to the standard Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian usually applied
in non-relativistic polaritonic chemistry, where molecu-
lar orbitals are replaced by molecular spinors. Equa-
tion 39 has an apparent origin dependence, coming from
the presence of the dipole operator R. This prob-
lem can be solved by the coherent state transformation

Uc = Πτ exp
(
zτa

†
τ − z∗τaτ

)
with zτ = e

√
2π

c
√
ℏωτV

⟨R·ϵτ ⟩ [24].
Applying this transformation to the RPF Hamiltonian,
one then can use the coherent state basis for the photonic
states and is left with the following Hamiltonian:

Hl
RPF =

∫
drΨ†{cαipi −

M∑
I

eZI

|r− rI|
+ βmec

2}Ψ

+
1

2

∫
drdr′Ψ†(r)Ψ(r)g(r, r′)Ψ†(r′)Ψ(r′)

+
∑
τ

ℏωτ

(
a†τaτ +

1

2

)
+

(
e

c

√
2π

V
ϵτ · [R− ⟨R⟩]

)2

−
√
ℏωτ

(
e

c

√
2π

V
ϵτ · [R− ⟨R⟩]

)(
aτ + a†τ

)
.

(40)



7

In Eq. 40 the presence of the expectation value of the to-
tal dipole moments ensures that the Hamiltonian will not
explicitly depend on the origin of the reference system.
In atomic and molecular physics/chemistry, it is usually
more convenient to expand the electronic field on a basis
of atomic/molecular orbitals which are solutions of the
Dirac equation in an external potential (the Coulomb
potential of the nuclei). The field operator expanded on
such a basis writes as:

Ψe(r⃗) =
∑
p

cpϕp(r⃗) and Ψ†(r⃗′) =
∑
p

c†pϕ
∗
p(r⃗) (41)

where ϕp are the atomic solutions. Notice that ϕ are
atomic spinors, and therefore ϕ∗ correspond to both
its conjugate and transpose. In order to avoid confu-
sion, the transpose symbol has been omitted. The elec-
tronic creation (c†) and annihilation (c) satisfying anti-
commutation rules:

{cp, c†q} = δpq. (42)

Using these operators the energy components of Hamil-
tonian 40 can be expressed in a second quantized form
implementable in a quantum chemistry code. In the fol-
lowing, we will use a shorthand notation for the mono
and bi electronic integrals that is defined as follows:

Opq =

∫
drϕ∗pOϕq (43)

(pq|rs) =
∫
drdr′ϕ∗pϕ

∗
rg(r, r

′)ϕsϕq (44)

(45)

where O is a generic one-body operator and (pq|rs) are
the well known two-electrons integrals. Therefore, the
second quantized (sq) Hamiltonian is:

Hsq
RPF = H(1) +H(2) +H(3) (46)

where:

H(1) =
∑
pq

[
hpq +

2πe2

V c2
(Qpq − 2⟨ϵα ·R⟩(ϵα · rpq))

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

h̃pq

c†pcq

(47)

H(2) =
1

2

∑
pqrs

[
(pq|rs) + 2× 2πe2

V c2
(ϵα · rpq)(ϵα · rrs)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

˜(pq|rs)

c†pc
†
rcscq

(48)

H(3) =
∑
α

ℏωα(Nα +
1

2
) + hnuc +

2πe2

V c2
⟨ϵα ·R⟩2 (49)

(50)

It is important to notice that Hamiltonian 46 allows both
for positive and negative energy states. This point will
be discussed in details in the next section (II B 4).

4. Treatment of the negative energy states

Physically, the negative energy solutions correspond to
positronic states. In relativistic quantum chemistry, the
negative energy states are usually filled with electrons,
therefore, no electron can fall in these states. However, if
one electron is removed from the negative energy states,
it would leave a hole corresponding to the creation of
a positively charged particle, the positron. This reinter-
pretation becomes clearer if we split the sum over all
state into a sum over the positive energy states and an-
other over the negative energy ones.In this picture, the
negative energy electron creation (annihilation) opera-
tors are reinterpreted as positive energy positron annihi-
lation (creation) operators (see Ref.s [56, 60–62]). In this
framework, the field operator can be decomposed in this
way:

Ψe(r⃗) =
∑
p

{cpϕp(r⃗) + b†pψ−p(r⃗)}

Ψ†
e(r⃗) =

∑
p

{c†pϕ∗p(r⃗) + bpψ
∗
−p(r⃗)}

{cp, c†q} = δpq and {bp, b†q} = δpq

where bp, b
†
p are respectively positron annihilation and

creation operators. Using these operators, Hamilto-
nian 46 can be rewritten in terms of both electronic and
positronic contributions:

H̄sq
RPF = H̄(1) + H̄(2) +H(3) (51)

where:

H̄(1) =
∑
p,q

{
c†pcqh̃pq + c†pb

†
qh̃pq + bpcqh̃pq − b†qbph̃pq

}
(52)

H̄2 =
1

2

∑
p,q,r,s

{c†pc†rcscq (̃pq|rs) + 2(̃pq|rs)c†pc†rb†sbq

+ 2(̃pq|rs)c†pbrcscp − 2(̃pq|rs)c†pb†sbrcq

+ 2(̃pq|rs)c†pb†qbrcs + (̃pq|rs)c†pc†rb†sb†q

+ (̃pq|rs)bpbrcscq − 2(̃pq|rs)b†qbpbrcs

− 2(̃pq|rs)b†rb†sb†qcp + (̃pq|rs)b†sb†qbpbr}
(53)

and H3 and the modified one and two-electrons integrals
have been defined in Eq.47. Barred indices correspond
to positronic indices.

C. The Hartree-Fock approximation

Since it treats explicitly all the interactions between
relativistic electrons/positrons and the photons of the
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cavity field, Hamiltonian 51 represents the perfect start-
ing point for the development of ab initio theories that
can be used to simulated molecular systems containing
heavy atoms in optical cavities. In this section, we will
use Hamiltonian 51 to develop the first relativistic 4-
components Hartree-Fock (HF) approach for polaritonic
chemistry. In quantum chemistry, HF represents the sim-
plest approximation respecting the right symmetry of all
the involved particles. HF also provides access to phys-
ically meaningful sets of atomic/molecular orbitals that
can be subsequently used to develop more accurate cor-
related theories. HF is based on the independent parti-
cle approximation, meaning that the involved quantum
species do not directly interact between each other but
travels in space under the action of the average poten-
tial of the other particles (mean field approximation).
For the purely electronic case, this implies that the wave
function is described by a single Slater determinant of
atomic/molecular orbitals or spinors in the relativistic
case:

Φ(r1, ..., rN ) =
1√
N !

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ1(r1) ϕ1(r2) · · · ϕ1(rN )
ϕ2(r1) ϕ2(r2) · · · ϕ2(rN )

...
...

. . .
...

ϕN (r1) ϕN (r2) · · · ϕN (rN )

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
(54)

This ansatz ensures that the anti-symmetry of the wave
function for a particle exchange will be respected. In
this case we deal with three kinds of particles: electrons,
positrons and photons, each one respecting its own statis-
tics (fermionic for electrons and positrons and bosonic
for photons). The independent particles condition, in
this situation, can be enforced defining the wave func-
tion ansatz as the product of distinct wave functions for
every species:

Ψ = Φe ⊗ Φp

⊗
τ

|0⟩τ (55)

where Φe and Φp are single determinants for electronic
and positronic spinors respectively, |0⟩τ is the vacuum
state associated to the photonic mode τ . A similar ansatz
has been already applied in the non-relativistic version of
the QED-HF approach, and its implications are discussed
in detail in Ref. [24]. Ansatz 55 can be rewritten, for
practical reasons, in terms of second quantized electronic
and positronic operators as:

Ψ = (

n∏
i=0

c†i |0⟩e)⊗ (

m∏
j=0

b†j |0⟩p)
⊗
τ

|0⟩τ (56)

where |0⟩e and |0⟩p are the electronic and positronic vac-
uum states.

Projecting Hamiltonian 51 on Eq. 55 we can calculate
the relativistic polaritonic HF energy:

⟨E⟩DHF =
∑
p

h̃pp −
∑
p

h̃pp +
1

2

∑
p,q

{ ˜(pp|qq)− ˜(pq|qp)}

+
1

2

∑
p,q

{ ˜(pp|qq)− ˜(pq|qp)} −
∑
p,q

{ ˜(pp|qq)− ˜(pq|qp)}

+
∑
α

ℏωα(Nα +
1

2
) + ⟨hnuc⟩+

2πe2

V c2
⟨ϵα ·R⟩2

(57)

where :

h̃pp = hpp −
2πe2

V c2
[Qpp − 2⟨ϵα ·R⟩(ϵα · rpp)] (58)

h̃pp = hpp −
2πe2

V c2
[Qpp − 2⟨ϵα ·R⟩(ϵα · rpp)] (59)

˜(pp|qq) = (pp|qq)− 2× 2πe2

V c2
((ϵα · rpp)(ϵα · rqq)) (60)

˜(pq|qp) = (pq|qp)− 2× 2πe2

V c2
((ϵα · rpq)(ϵα · rqp)) (61)

˜(pp|qq) = (pp|qq)− 2× 2πe2

V c2
((ϵα · rpp)(ϵα · rqq)) (62)

˜(pq|qp) = (pq|qp)− 2× 2πe2

V c2
((ϵα · rpq)(ϵα · rqp)) (63)

˜(pp|qq) = (pp|qq)− 2× 2πe2

V c2
((ϵα · rpp)(ϵα · rqq)) (64)

˜(pq|qp) = (pq|qp)− 2× 2πe2

V c2
((ϵα · rpq)(ϵα · rqp)) (65)

Notice that at the HF level, all terms that do not conserve
the number of particles will have a zero expectation value.
This is the case for the so-called bilinear term in Eq.s 46
and 51 which involves only one annihilation (creation)
operator and therefore changes the number of photon.
Consequently, this term gives a zero contribution to the
ground state energy.

1. The Fock-operator

As for the bare electrons case, the HF problem can be
solved by minimizing Eq. 57 for variations in the spinors.
This can be done by performing a rotation of the atomic
orbitals using the following operator:

K =
∑
pq

Kpqc
†
pcq (66)

and then imposing the stationary condition:

∂⟨E⟩DHF

∂Kpq
= 0. (67)

From this minimization we can obtain, following stan-
dard orbital rotation techniques [57, 61, 63], a new Fock
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operator with matrix elements:

fpq = h̃pq+
∑
k

[
˜(pq|kk)− ˜(pk|kq)

]
−
∑
k

[
˜(pq|kk)− ˜(pk|kq)

]
(68)

where p, q are either positron or electron indices. Hence
the Fock operator in block-matrix form is the following:fii = 0 fīi ̸= 0 fia ̸= 0 fiā = 0

fīi ̸= 0 fī̄i = 0 fīā = 0 fīā ̸= 0
fia ̸= 0 faī = 0 faa = 0 faā = 0
fiā = 0 fāī ̸= 0 fāa = 0 fāā = 0

 (69)

where indices i(a) correspond to occupied(unoccupied)
electronic spinors. Barred indices ī(ā) refer instead to
positronics orbitals. The Fock operator in Eq. 68 can be
applied in a Roothan-Hall like procedure [63]:

FC = εC (70)

to optimize the orbital coefficients. It is important to
highlight that exactly as in the non-relativistic QED-HF
approach (see Ref. [24] the Fock matrix in Eq. 68 suffers
from an explicit origin dependence if charged systems
need to be investigated. This problem can be solved ap-
plying the so-called Strong Coupling (SC) HF approxi-
mation proposed in Ref. [27]. In this paper, we will focus,
for the moment, on neutral molecular system and an SC
extension of our method will be the topic of a future
work.
In standard relativistic quantum chemistry, the

positrons are usually removed from the treatment by ap-
plication of the no-pair approximation [45, 57]. Con-
sequently, the spinor optimization procedure is in fact
an excited state problem where the ground state energy
corresponds to the first positive energy state. This is
referred to as a minimax problem [45, 57]. In our ap-
proach, equivalent results can be obtained when no ex-
plicit positron is included in the wave function ansatz:

Ψ = Φe

⊗
τ

|0⟩τ . (71)

consequently, the projection of Hamiltonian 51 on such
wave functions will cancel all positronic dependent terms
in Eq. 57.
This ansatz is the natural extension of the one usu-

ally used in non-relativistic QED-HF [24, 27]. In this
paper, this simplified ansatz will be used to generate the
results presented in section III. The positronic degrees
of freedom will be included instead explicitly in a future
implementation of the method.

2. Kinetic Balance in presence of the field

In relativistic quantum chemistry, without includ-
ing positrons, the spinors can be expressed as two-

components objects: Ψ1

Ψ2

Ψ3

Ψ4

 =

[
ΨL

ΨS

]
(72)

where ΨL and ΨS are called respectively ”Large” and
”Small” components. In practice, the spinor solutions
are expanded on a basis-set: ΨT =

∑
µ C

T
µ χ

T
µ where

T = {L, S} and χT is a 2-spinor. In order to avoid the
so-called varitional collapse of the solution, a constraint
on the large and small components of the basis set is ap-
plied [45, 53]. In the presence of a vector potential, such
constraint has the following form:

χS =
σ · π
2mec

χL (73)

where σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the vector of the three Pauli
matrices and π = p− e

cA is the generalized momentum.
Such prescription is called the magnetic balance condi-
tion [64–67]. In standard relativistic quantum chemistry,
the momentum is simply p. We refer to this condition as
the kinetic balance [45, 53]. In our case, since the gener-
alized momentum is a priori depending on the field, the
magnetic balance needs to be in principle satisfied. This
could require to have a field-dependent small-component.
However, in the present context, we have shown that
in the dipole-approximation, applying the length gauge
transformation, the momentum of the theory is therefore
transformed in the following way (see App.A):

p− e

c
A(⃗0) → p. (74)

Consequently, the kinetic balance condition:

χS =
σ · p
2mec

χL (75)

can be applied in this case. It is important to stress that
this is only possible under the dipole-approximation, oth-
erwise, the length gauge transformation would not pro-
vide such a simple shape for the Hamiltonian and the
associated momentum.

D. Excited states properties

In polaritonic chemistry, the signature property emerg-
ing from the strong coupling condition is the Rabi-
splitting. It represents the energy separations between
the polaritons formed by the mixing between matter
and field states (see Fig. 2). Calculating Rabi split-
tings, which could directly be compared with experimen-
tal data, requires access to the excited states of the cou-
pled light matter system. At the HF level they can be
simulated recurring to linear response theory. Recently,
Castagnola et al. [68] presented an HF linear response
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FIG. 2. Scheme of a generic Rabi Splitting (ℏΩRabi). UP and
LP indicate the Upper and Lower polaritons respectively.

theory for non-relativistic polaritonic systems. In this
section, we present an extension of this approach to 4-
components Dirac HF.Using linear response theory, exci-
tations energies (ωI) can be obtained by solving the well
known Casida equation [69]:[

A B
B† A†

](
X⃗I

Y⃗I

)
= ωI

[
+1 0
0 −1

](
X⃗I

Y⃗I

)
. (76)

The polaritonic espressions of the A and B matrices as
derived in Ref. [68] assumes the form:

A =

[
ωαδαβ

√
ωα(λα · dib)√

ωα(λα · d∗
bi) Ael

]
(77)

B =

[
0 −√

ωα(λα · dib)
−√

ωα(λα · d∗
bi) Bel

]
(78)

where Ael and Bel have matrix elements:

(Ael)ia,bj = δijfab − δabfij + 2(̃ai|bj)− (̃ab|ji) (79)

(Bel)ia,bj = (̃bi|aj)− 2(̃ai|bj) (80)

A similar approach, has been recently proposed by
Konecny et al. [30] to calculate excitation energies at the
QED Dirac Kohn Sham level of theory.

III. RESULTS

All the results presented in this section have been ob-
tained from the development version of the PySCF soft-
ware package [70, 71]. In particular, the Pol-DHF ap-
proach has been implemented by applying modifications
to the integrals used in standard DHF [72]. So far, to sim-
plify the interpretation of the results, we neglected the
positrons in the treatment. A detailed discussion of the
effects induced by the explicit inclusion of the positronic
degrees of freedom will the topic of a future follow-up

paper. All calculations have been performed using the
all-electron x2c-SVP basis-set [73–76] for the large com-
ponent. The small component has been obtained via the
kinetic balance prescription. The coupling value has been
set to 0.05 a.u..

A. Ground state properties

In this section, we analyze the field induced effects
on the ground state properties of three metal hydrides
(CuH, AgH and AuH). These complexes contain metals
belonging to different periods of the 11th group of the
periodic table. Going down the groups, the velocity of
the electrons (in particular of the inner ones) increases,
approaching finite fractions of the speed of light in the
gold case. In fact, gold complexes are well known to have
peculiar electronic properties due to the significant rel-
ativistic effects [77–80]. In this paper, we will analyze
how the polaritonic effects compete with the relativistic
ones generating modification of the molecular electronic
structure. In Table I we compare the total energies cal-
culated at the DHF level of theory with those evaluated
including the field (Pol-DHF). The field induced effects,

molecule DHF (Hartree) Pol-DHF (Hartree) ∆EPol (eV)
CuH -1653.11275 -1653.11843 -0.1543
AgH -5338.68917 -5338.69790 -0.2374
AuH -21639.06979 -21639.07709 -0.1988

TABLE I. Ground state total energies calculated at the DHF
and Pol-DHF level. ∆EPol = EPol-DHF − EDHF.

despite small compared to the total energies, represent
still a sizable (some tens of eV) variation on the energy
of the system. In particular, it is interesting noticing
that the field induced energy variation is quite similar
for copper and gold (Cu - 0.15 eV, Au - 0.20 eV) while it
is slightly bigger (in absolute value) for silver (Ag - 0.24
eV). This trend could be actually explained if we realize
that under the QED-HF approximation, the only field
term contributing to the total energy of the system is the

dipole self-energy contribution
(

e
c

√
2π
V ϵα · [R− ⟨R⟩]

)2
.

As highlighted in Eq. 47 the one-electron term coming
from the dipole self-energy directly depends on the molec-
ular quadrupole, and it is well known from the literature
(see Ref. [81]) that this as many other electronic proper-
ties (atomic radius, etc.) [82] show a very similar trend
if we move down the group.
The effects observed on the total energy values are an

indirect observation of the variations induced by the field
on the system’s molecular orbitals (MO). In Figure 3
we compare the orbital energies for the valence orbitals
(nd and (n + 1)sσ) of the three complexes evaluated at
the Pol-DHF level with those calculated at the DHF and
scalar 2-components X2C level of theory [70, 71, 83]. As
expected, the biggest variations in the orbital energies
can be observed comparing the scalar X2C results with
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FIG. 3. Change in energies from nd → (n + 1)sσ

the DHF ones. in this case, the usual destabilization of
the d orbitals and consequent stabilization of the sσ MOs
can be observed. The reduction of the gap between these
occupied MOs decreases with the increasing relativistic
character of the metal (smaller for Au than Cu). Much
smaller, even if sizable, is the effect produced by the field.
The field induce effects (∆(∆E)) on the nd→ (n+ 1)sσ

molecule ∆(∆E) (meV) χE (%)
CuH 26.9 0.62
AgH 38.4 0.74
AuH 11.2 0.98

TABLE II. The first column is the difference of the nd →
(n + 1)sσ gap in meV. The second column represents the
relative change in energy due to Polaritonic effects.

energy gap, barely appreciable in Figure 3, are reported
in Table II. As already observed for the total energy also
in the field induced variation of the energy gap is larger
for AgH compared to the CuH and, in particular, to AuH.
It is crucial, to point out that also in the gold case (small-
est effect) the cavity field is able to induce a ∼10 meV
variation on the orbital gap. These values, represent
a reasonable fraction (∼ 0.25 or higher) of a kcal/mol,
relevant to observe variations of the chemical proper-
ties. Even more interesting is observing that the relative

change induced by the field (χE = ∆(∆E)
∆E ∗ 100) is larger

for AuH (about 1% of the total gap) compared to the
other systems (0.7% for AgH and 0.6% for CuH). Notice
that these field induced variations of the nd→ (n+1)sσ
energy gap bring (for all the systems) to a reduction of
the gap due to a very small stabilization of the (n+1)sσ
MOs accompanied by a larger destabilization of the nd
orbitals.

1. Gaunt, Breit and polaritonic contributions to ground
state energies

As mentioned in section II B 1 the radiative QED cor-
rections and in particular the retardation effects can com-
pete or sum up to the polaritonic contributions in a rel-

ativistic molecular system. Here we perform a detailed
comparison between the energy variations introduced by
quantum field, with the Gaunt and Breit terms con-
tributing to the full retarded potential. In Table III the

molecule No Pol Pol
Gaunt (eV) Breit (eV) Gaunt (eV) Breit (eV)

CuH 20.6381 -1.8419 20.6381 -1.8419
AgH 109.7382 -10.8607 109.7380 -10.8607
AuH 544.0871 -66.5148 544.0874 -66.5149

TABLE III. Energy differences between DHF and DHF-
Gaunt(-Breit) level.

Gaunt/Breit corrections to the DHF and Pol-DHF en-
ergies are presented. These effects are quite sizable, in
particular for AuH that is the system showing the largest
relativistic effects. In this case the trend is monotonic
and both the Gaunt and Breit effect increase going down
the group of the periodic table. It is important to notice
that if the absolute energy variation is taken into account,
these effects are at least one order of magnitude larger
than the effects generated by the quantum field. Em-
blematic is the comparison between the Breit correction
in CuH (the less relativistic system) and the correspond-
ing polaritonic energy correction, shown in Table I. These
observations clearly indicate that, for a molecular system
coupled to a quantum field, attention needs to be paid in
omitting the retardation effects, a generic pratice in stan-
dard electronic relativistic quantum chemistry simulta-
tions.More striking results can be obtained if we perform
the same analysis on the orbital energies. In Figure 4
the energy contributions (in logaritmic scale) due to the
Gaunt, Breit and polaritonic terms on the energies of the
occupied MOs are presented for the three systems. The
most evident aspect is the very wide variation range of
the energy contributions for different molecular orbitals.
In general, the effects due to the Full-Breit term are much
more sizable for the core orbitals, while they monoton-
ically decrease moving toward the valence ones. This
trend is clearly expected, since the inner orbitals host the
fastest electrons that are more affected by the relativistic
effects. This behavior is obviously more evident for AuH
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FIG. 4. Contribution of Polaritonic (Black), Gaunt (Red) and Breit (Blue) terms on the various molecular orbitals of CuH
(left panel), AgH (middle panel) and AuH (right panel)). Three zones have been represented on the graph, the one on the left
corresponds to the core region, the middle one is an area where Gaunt, Breit and Polaritonic contributions are comparable,
and the area on the right to the valence region.

than for CuH. The polaritonic contribution shows instead
much smaller variations, and the effect slightly increases
moving toward the valence. In the core region, the re-
tardation effects are always larger, while in the valence
region the polaritonic effects are dominant. It is interest-
ing highlighting that for the intermediate orbitals all the
effects are quite comparable, confirming that the inclu-
sion of retardation effects could produce crucial effects in
molecular systems coupled to photons. There are any-
way cases where, neglecting such effects, as usually done
in relativistic quantum chemistry, is still reasonable. For
instance, if we are interested in excited states properties
(i.e. Rabi Splitting, etc.) involving only valence elec-
trons, a phenomenon recently analyzed by Konecny et
al. in Ref. [30], then omitting retardation effects in the
treatment is clearly acceptable. However, if excitations
from inner orbitals (i.e. core excitations, etc.) or mag-
netic properties of the system need to be analyzed the
inclusion of the retardation effects will become a crucial
point in the treatment.

It is important to point out that the implications of the
effects presented in this section are, in some sense, min-
imized by the absence of electron-electron and electron-
photon correlation in the treatment. For instance, the
HF approximation removes the frequency dependence of
the ground state energy from the frequency of the field.
This dependence can be recovered only by including cor-
relation into the model. We expect, that the inclusion of
frequency dependent terms, will be crucial in particular
to describe resonant processes. The inclusion of electron-
electron and electron-photon correlation will be the main
topic of a future follow-up paper.

B. Excited state properties

In the section IIIA, we focused on the field induced
effects on the ground state properties of three metal hy-

drides of the 11th group of the periodic table. In this
section, we analyze in details the effects generated by
the photons on the optical properties of the AuH com-
plex [84, 85]. Similar analysis for CuH and AgH is pre-
sented in Appendix B. In this system, because of strong
relativistic effects, we expect to observe spectra very dif-
ferent compared to those that can be simulated without
taking relativity into account. This is evident if we look
at Figure 5. As it can be seen, at the HF level, the triplet

HF x2c DHF Pol-DHF

2.65

3.33

3.86

1π

3Σ

2.52

3.60

3.65

2.92

2.96
Ω=0
Ω=1

2.69
2.731π

3Σ

1π
1π

3Σ

Ω=0
Ω=1

3Σ

FIG. 5. Excitation energies for AuH in eV with different levels
of calculation.

state (3Σ) is found to be higher in energy than the Π sin-
glets states, in disagreement with the experimental data
from Ref.s [84, 85]. The inclusion of scalar relativistic
correction partially resolve this issue, but it underesti-
mates the energy by about ∼ 0.45 eV compared to DHF
calculations. DHF does not only reproduce the right or-
dering of the states, but it also describes the breaking
of the degeneracy to form (from the triplets) the Ω = 0
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FIG. 6. Excitation energies evaluated with linear response
Pol-DHF as a function of the cavity frequency for AuH.

and Ω = 1 states. For an improved readability of the
plot Figure 5 the Pol-DHF data have been calculated
off-resonance. This choice highlights the energy shift due
to the dipole self energy. In resonance conditions also the
Rabi splitting (discussed later in Figure 6) would be vis-
ible. Comparing this data with the bare electronic DHF
ones, we see that the field (in off resonance conditions)
induces a stabilization of the Ω = 0 and Ω = 1 states
but without inducing any change in the ordering of the
states.
Finally, in Fig.6 we have reported the dispersion of the
AuH excitation energies as a function of the cavity fre-
quency. The excitations falling in the investigated energy
range, refers to the Ω = 0 and Ω = 1 states obtained by
the splitting of the triplets. For a non-relativistic sys-
tem we should not observe any Rabi splitting due to
the ∆J = ±1 selection rule. In this case instead, due
to the strong spin-orbit coupling, a sizable splitting can
be observed at the crossing between the first photonic
replica of the ground state (1Σ) with the Ω = 1 state.
For this system, the energy difference between Ω = 0
and Ω = 1, associated to spin-orbit coupling, is signif-
icantly larger (0.04 eV) than the Rabi-splitting. This
spin-orbit coupling induced singlet-triplet rabi-splitting
was already reported for a different system by Koneckny
et al. in Ref. [30]. These observations clearly prove
how the electromagnetic field can be used to manipu-
late and control inter-system crossing processes and con-
sequently the phosphorescence of complexes containing
heavy atoms. In App. B a similar discussion is reported
also for CuH and AgH.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we proposed a reformulation of relativis-
tic QED allowing for an easier development of ab initio

methodologies to simulate heavy atoms molecular com-
plexes in strong coupling conditions. Using this theoreti-
cal ground, we reported the development and implemen-
tation of the first relativistic polaritonic wave function
based ab initio method, namely Pol-DHF. The theory has
been presented starting from the standard Lagrangian
and has been derived into a usable implementation of
the Pol-DHF code. Considering the possible competition
with the polaritonic effects, the radiative QED correc-
tions have been explicitly included into the treatment.
After providing our roadmap to the implementation, we
presented applications of Pol-DHF to three metal hy-
drides: CuH, AgH and, AuH. These systems were an
excellent test case in order to assess the magnitude of
the polaritonic effects in comparison to the relativistic
effects. To do so, we evaluated the influence of the polari-
tonic effects on the nd→ (n+1)sσ gap for the three sys-
tems. The polaritonic effects resulted having the largest
relative influence on AuH for which relativistic effects
are more prominent. Afterwards, we provided a detailed
analysis of the competition between the Gaunt, Breit and
polaritonic effects on the ground state and orbital ener-
gies. We have shown that even though the Full-Breit
term represents a significantly larger contribution to the
total ground state energy, its effect is extremely orbital
dependent. In particular, it is much larger on the core
orbitals compare to the valence, where instead the po-
laritonic effects dominate. Therefore, we could conclude
that neglecting the Full-Breit term (practice usually ap-
plied in relativistic quantum chemistry) in strong cou-
pling conditions is only possible if properties involving
valence orbitals need to be investigated. Lastly, we pre-
sented excited state calculations for AuH at the TD-Pol-
DHF level. As already observed by Koneckny et al. [30],
we have shown that using a fully relativistic polaritonic
theory the appearance of Rabi-Splittings at the crossing
between singlet and triplet potential energy surfaces can
be observed. These results clearly open new possibilities
for the control of the inter-system crossing in photochem-
istry. We strongly believe that the methodologies and
the applications presented in this paper will represent a
groundbreaking step toward the simulation of relativistic
molecular systems strongly coupled to photons, field that
is recently finding many interesting applications in pho-
tochemistry but also in spintronics and quantum compu-
tation.
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Appendix A: Length gauge transformation

In section II B 3, we present the results of the appli-
cation of the length gauge transformation. In this ap-
pendix, we provide a detailed derivation of such results.
Since most of the terms of Hamiltonian 35 commute with
the U operator, only two terms get modified, the one in-
volving the momentum p and the one involving the pho-
ton number operator a†τaτ . Using the special case of the
Becker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula:∫

drΨ†cαipiΨ

−→
∫
drΨ†cαipiΨ−

[
ie

ℏc
A(⃗0) ·R,

∫
drΨ†cαipiΨ

]
.

(A1)

Let us consider the commutator only:

ie

ℏc
Aj

[∫
d3r′Ψ†(r⃗′)rjΨ(r⃗′),

∫
drΨ†(r⃗)cαipiΨ(r⃗)

]
(A2)

=
ie

ℏc
Aj

∫
d3r′Ψ†(r⃗′)Ψ(r⃗′)

[
rj , pi

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=iℏδji

∫
drΨ†(r⃗)cαiΨ(r⃗)

(A3)

= −eAj

∫
d3r′Ψ†(r⃗′)Ψ(r⃗′)︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

∫
drΨ†(r⃗)αjΨ(r⃗) (A4)

= −
∫
drΨ†(r⃗)eAjα

jΨ(r⃗) (A5)

and therefore∫
drΨ†cαipiΨ −→

∫
drΨ†cαi

(
pi +

e

c
Ai(⃗0)

)
Ψ. (A6)

It is important to emphasize that the dipole approxima-
tion strongly simplifies the expression of the terms involv-
ing the momentum. The other noticeable fact is that the
terms involving αiAi(⃗0) cancels out (the translated mo-
mentum bring out a +eA term cancelling out with the
unmodified −eA term).
Let us now look at the modification of the photon num-
ber operator. The Becker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula
implies that:

a†τaτ −→ a†τaτ −
[
ie

ℏc
A(⃗0) ·R, a†τaτ

]
+ ... (A7)

The first commutator gives:

− ie

ℏc
CR · ϵτ√

ωτ

[
aτ − a†τ

]
(A8)

where C =
√

2πℏ
V . The second commutator gives:

+

(
CeR · ϵτ

ℏc

)2
1

ωτ
. (A9)

Therefore, the Hamiltonian then reads:

Hl
RPF =

∫
drΨ†{cαipi −

M∑
I

eZI

|r− rI|
+ βmec

2}Ψ

+
1

2

∫
drdr′Ψ†(r)Ψ(r)g(r, r′)Ψ†(r′)Ψ(r′)

+
∑
τ

ℏωτ{a†τaτ − ie

ℏc
CR · ϵτ√

ωτ

[
aτ − a†τ

]
+

(
CeR · ϵτ

ℏc

)2
1

ωτ
+

1

2
}. (A10)

Appendix B: Excited states properties of CuH and
AgH
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FIG. 7. Excitation energies evaluated with linear response
Pol-DHF as a function of the cavity frequency for CuH.

In Fig. 7, we report the dispersion of the CuH excita-
tion energies with respect to the cavity frequency. Also
in this case, despite significantly smaller than the one ob-
served for AuH in Fig. 6, we detect an observable Rabi-
splitting. This is expected since the Cu atom is much
lighter than gold and relativistic effects, including the
spin-orbit coupling, are significantly smaller. In this case,
the energy difference between the Ω = 0 and Ω = 1 state
is 20 times smaller than for AuH (∼ 0.002 eV).

Similar results can be observed also in Fig. 8 for AgH.
In this case, the observed behavior is somehow interme-
diate between the one of CuH and the one of AuH, con-
sistently with the fact that Ag is heavier than Cu but
lighter than Au. For this system the degeneracy between
the three states is slightly lifted due to the 4-component
treatment. However, contrary to AuH the energy differ-
ence between the Ω = 0 and Ω = 1 state is significantly
smaller (∼ 0.009 eV). Notice that for both CuH and AgH,
the Rabi-splitting is larger than such energy difference.
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FIG. 8. Excitation energies evaluated with linear response
Pol-DHF as a function of the cavity frequency for AgH.
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[79] P. Pyykkö, “Theoretical chemistry of gold. iii,” Chem.
Soc. Rev. 37, 1967 (2008).

[80] L. Belpassi, I. Infante, F. Tarantelli, and L. Visscher,
“The chemical bond between au(i) and the noble gases.
comparative study of ngauf and ngau+ (ng = ar, kr,
xe) by density functional and coupled cluster methods,”
Journal of the American Chemical Society 130, 1048
(2008).

[81] V. Kellö and A. J. Sadlej, “Quadrupole moments of CuH,
AgH, and AuH. A study of the electron correlation and
relativistic effects,” J. Chem. Phys. 95, 8248 (1991).

[82] T. Suzumura, T. Nakajima, and K. Hirao, “Ground-state
properties of mh, mcl, and m2 (m=cu, ag, and au) calcu-
lated by a scalar relativistic density functional theory,”
Int. J. Quantum Chem. 75, 757 (1999).

[83] K. G. Dyall, “Interfacing relativistic and nonrelativis-
tic methods. IV. One- and two-electron scalar approx-
imations,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 115, 9136
(2001).

[84] V. A. Loginov, “The Production of Electronic Band Spec-
tra by the Exploding Wire Method,” Optics and Spec-
troscopy 16, 220 (1964).

[85] H. A. Witek, T. Nakijima, and K. Hirao, “Relativis-
tic and correlated all-electron calculations on the ground
and excited states of AgH and AuH,” The Journal of
Chemical Physics 113, 8015 (2000).

https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780195140866.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780195140866.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemphys.2011.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemphys.2011.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0145577
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0145577
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119019572.ch1
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2837472
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2837472
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.479181
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.479181
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.032109
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2736702
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2736702
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1684
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1684
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812830586_0005
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812830586_0005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1340
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1340
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0006074
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0006074
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.1c00137
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.1c00137
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.1c00137
https://doi.org/10.1021/ci600510j
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jcim.9b00725
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.7b00593
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.200300624
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.200300624
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05592
https://doi.org/10.1039/B708613J
https://doi.org/10.1039/B708613J
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja0772647
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja0772647
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1413512
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1413512
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1308554
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1308554

	A comprehensive theory for relativistic polaritonic chemistry: a way toward a four component ab initio treatment of molecular systems
	Abstract
	 Introduction
	Theory
	 The Quantum Electrodynamics Lagrangian
	 Hamiltonian formulation in Coulomb gauge
	Retardation effects and other QED corrections
	 Hamiltonian Quantization
	Relativistic Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian in the length gauge
	Treatment of the negative energy states

	The Hartree-Fock approximation
	The Fock-operator
	Kinetic Balance in presence of the field

	Excited states properties

	Results
	Ground state properties
	Gaunt, Breit and polaritonic contributions to ground state energies

	Excited state properties

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Length gauge transformation
	Excited states properties of CuH and AgH
	References


