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Strongly coupling materials to cavity fields can affect their electronic properties altering the phases
of matter. We study the monolayer graphene whose electrons are coupled to both left and right
circularly polarized photons, and time-reversal symmetry is broken due to a phase shift between
the two polarizations. We develop a many-body perturbative theory, and derive cavity mediated
electronic interactions. This theory leads to a gap equation which predicts a sizable topological
band gap at Dirac nodes in vacuum and when the cavity is prepared in an excited Fock state.
Remarkably, band gaps also open in light-matter hybridization points away from the Dirac nodes
giving rise to topological photo-electron bands with high Chern numbers. We reveal that the physical
mechanism behind this phenomenon lies on the exchange of chiral photons with electronic matter
at the hybridization points, and the number and polarization of exchanged photons determine the
Chern number. This is a generic microscopic mechanism for the photo-electron band topology.
Our theory shows that graphene-based materials, with no need of Floquet engineering and hence
protected from the heating effects, host high Chern insulator phases when coupled to chiral cavity
fields.

Driving quantum materials by classical light is a ma-
ture field of physics [1, 2] where one can engineer the band
topology of materials [3–7]. Meanwhile, great progress
has been achieved in the manipulation of quantum ma-
terials with cavity vacuum fields [8–26]. Notably, modifi-
cations in the magneto-transport properties [27] and the
Hall conductivity [28] due to cavity vacuum fluctuations
were reported in experiments, as well as a shift in the
critical temperature for the metal to insulator transition
in 1T-TaS2 [29]. Recently, Ref. [12] discussed an exper-
imentally realizable path to chiral cavities through the
Faraday effect [30, 31]. Specifically, a magneto-optical
material coated mirror would induce a phase shift be-
tween the two polarizations of the electromagnetic cav-
ity field [32, 33] where the phase shift is proportional to
the applied magnetic field, thickness of the coating and
the Verdet constant [34]. Such Faraday rotators [32] and
metamaterial coated mirrors [35] were also experimen-
tally demonstrated to selectively absorb one polarization
or the other, potentially leading to single-polarization
chiral cavities. Alternative to an external magnetic field,
spontaneous material magnetism can also be utilized for
Faraday effect [36].

Here we theoretically study a model where a graphene
monolayer is coupled to a chiral cavity field with single
or two circular polarizations. For the latter, the time-
reversal symmetry (TRS) can be broken as a result of
an imperfect phase shift with a Faraday mirror, so that
one of the polarizations is not eliminated, but only sup-
pressed. In such a setup, what breaks the TRS is the
unequal light-matter couplings induced by the two polar-
izations of the same cavity mode. We formulate a many-
body perturbative theory for the continuum Dirac Hamil-
tonian coupled to light, based on the Schrieffer–Wolff
(SW) transformation [37, 38], and obtain the cavity me-
diated electronic interactions. Then, we apply Hartree-

Fock mean-field theory (MFT) and show that the cav-
ity mediated interactions break TRS, and hence open a
topological gap. Further, we derive the gap equations at
finite temperature for a cavity either in vacuum or in a
Fock state with low photon number. The perturbative
treatment captures the numerically predicted enhance-
ment of the gap with the number of chiral photons when
the cavity is prepared in a Fock state [39]. By also de-
riving a minimally coupled tight-binding (TB) Hamilto-
nian for this setup and examining the band structure,
we show that our results remain valid within the micro-
scopic theory. Hence we find that the single-polarization
model [16–18] overestimates the Dirac gap in vacuum
when Faraday rotation cannot eliminate one of the po-
larizations.

A central finding of our work is that TRS breaking
also opens topological gaps between the higher energy
bands in photo-electron band structure, and away from
the Dirac nodes. These topological gaps, being a signa-
ture of avoided crossings between strongly coupled elec-
tron and photons, contribute nonzero Berry phase to the
band wave functions giving rise to higher Chern bands.
We unveil the mechanism behind this phenomenon based
on the chiral photon exchange processes with matter,
and find that the number and polarization of the ex-
changed photons determine the topology of the photo-
electron bands. Our work provides a physically intuitive
and generic framework to engineer photo-electron bands
with arbitrary Chern numbers, as well as a possible mi-
croscopic origin of Floquet topological insulators [3] with
high Chern numbers [40].

Cavity Mediated Interactions. We consider a graphene
monolayer described by the continuum Dirac model [41]
placed in a single-mode cavity with frequency ωc whose
polarizations are in-plane such that they couple to elec-
trons. The effective Hamiltonian around the K valley
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Figure 1. The cavity mediated electronic interactions in graphene with strengths proportional to (a) 1/ωj and (b) 1/ω2
j . (c)

The focus on the lowest two bands of two- and single-polarization Dirac models showing the match between analytical SW
theory and exact diagonalization (ED) with a truncated photonic Hilbert space of maximum photon number ⟨a†

jaj⟩max = 4.
Single-polarization bands (dotted-black) are shifted upwards for comparison by ωL/2. The x-axis is defined in terms of radial
distance to the Dirac nodes k =

√
k2
x + k2

y normalized by Fermi momentum kF = mvF. The parameters are ωc = 6.28 THz,

χ = 5× 10−4 [27] and m = 0.02me. Fermi velocity is found to be vF = 0.21 a.u. (atomic units) by fitting the band structure of
the Dirac model to the TB model. The red-pluses and yellow-stars are the prediction of the analytical SW theory in vacuum.
(d) The gap at K point when the cavity is prepared in a Fock state, increases with the photon number populated in the cavity.

SW theory can predict the gap until ⟨a†
RaR⟩ ∼ 5. The ED results with ⟨a†

jaj⟩max = 4 on Dirac and TB models match.

reads (ℏ = 1) [17]

HK = vF
∑
k

(
kx −Ax + i[ky −Ay]

)
c†AkcBk + h.c.

+
∑

λ=R,L

ωλ

(
a†λaλ +

1

2

)
. (1)

where the Fermi velocity vF = 0.21 a.u. is found by com-
paring the band structure of HK to that of TB model
around the Dirac nodes [42]. The operators crk are
fermionic annihilation operators at r = A,B sublattices
with momentum k obeying {c†rk, csk′} = δkk′δrs. The fre-
quencies of the right- and left-circular polarizations are
ωλ =

√
ω2
c + ω2

D where λ = R,L and the diamagnetic
frequency ωD stemming from A2 term, shifts the cavity
frequency ωc [42]. The quantized vector potential written
in terms of the circular polarizations eR,L = (1,±i)/

√
2

is,

A =

√
1

ϵ0V2ωR(L)

[
eRaL + eRa

†
R + eLaR + eLa

†
L

]
.

V = χ (2πc/ωc)
3
[27] is the effective cavity volume with

a light concentration parameter χ. Here the operators
[aλ, a

†
λ′ ] = δλλ′ are the circularly polarized photon op-

erators renormalized by the diamagnetic A2 term origi-
nating from the minimally coupled TB Hamiltonian [42].
Thus the light-matter interaction Hamiltonian follows as
Hint = −vF

∑
k(gRa

†
R + gLaL)c

†
AkcBk + h.c. The light-

matter coupling amplitudes in terms of the microscopic
parameters are obtained to be gλ = α

m

√
2π/(V ωλ) in

the TB model derivation [42], where α = 2.68 a.u. is the
lattice distance and m is the effective mass of the elec-
trons subject to crystal potential which should be fixed

by the experiment [43]. We set a modest difference be-
tween the couplings of the two polarizations, gR =

√
2gL

originating from the Faraday rotation.
To derive the cavity-mediated interactions we perform

SW transformation HK = eSHKe−S [37, 38]. The light-
matter Hamiltonian HK is splitted into non-interacting
H0 and interaction partHint, HK = H0+Hint. Then, the
operator S = S1 + S2 + ·· is constructed perturbatively
as an expansion in orders of 1/ωλ, such that the light-
matter interaction is eliminated [S,H0] = −Hint [38]. To
first order in this expansion we find [42]

S1 = vF
∑
k

(
gL
ωL

aL − gR
ωR

a†R

)
c†AkcBk − h.c. (2)

Given the operator S, we derive the effective SW Hamil-
tonian HK = H0 + 1

2 [S,Hint]. For a cavity in vacuum
this takes the form of

HK =
ωR + ωL

2
+ vF

∑
k

[
(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk

−
∑
k′

(
g2R
2ωR

c†BkcAkc
†
Ak′cBk′

+
g2L
2ωL

c†AkcBkc
†
Bk′cAk′

)
+ h.c.

]
(3)

The diagrammatic representation of the interactions is
given in Fig. 1(a). One can obtain the effective Hamil-
tonian at K′ valley HK′ by exchanging the sublattice
indices A ↔ B and momentum k → −k in HK. The
cavity-mediated interactions break TRS for gR ̸= gL
which we prove below, and estimate the induced gap by
MFT whose details are in the SM [42]. The MFT Hamil-
tonians read Hmft

K =
∑

k[v
′
F (kxσ1+kyσ2)−d3(k)σ3]+E0

and Hmft
K′ =

∑
k[v

′
F (−kxσ1+ kyσ2)+ d3(k)σ3] +E0 at K
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and K′ points, respectively, where σ1,2,3 are the Pauli
matrices. Here v′F is the renormalized Fermi velocity,
and E0 is the many-body ground state energy predicted
by the MFT, which matches with the band structure re-
sults [42]. Presence of a nonzero d3(k) in these MFT
equations with a different sign means that the TRS is
broken. This cavity induced gap shows that both Dirac
nodes contribute π Berry phase to the wave function,
and hence the band gap is topological. We obtain the
gap equations for both polarizations to be

∆λ(k) =
g2λv

2
F

2ωλ

(
1 + ∆λ(k)

tanh
(
βEλ

k/2
)

2Eλ
k

)
, (4)

where β = 1/kBT is the inverse temperature, Eλ
k =√

v
′2
F (k2x + k2y) + (∆λ(k))

2
/4, and total band gap open-

ing due to interactions is ∆(k) ≡ ∆R(k) − ∆L(k) =
2d3(k) . Right at the Dirac nodes and zero temperature,
the gap reads ∆(0) = g2Rv

2
F /ωR − g2Lv

2
F /ωL. Hence in

fact, the condition gR ̸= gL opens a gap. In the limit T →
∞, the gap reduces to ∆(0) = g2Rv

2
F /2ωR − g2Lv

2
F /2ωL.

The general solution at T = 0 that is plotted in Fig. 1(c)
with red pluses, matches with the band structure of the
Dirac model in vacuum. The finite-temperature gap is
numerically solved in the SM [42].

The single-polarization limit can be obtained by tak-
ing gL = 0 in Eqs. (2) and (3). Due to the rela-
tive simplicity of this limit, we derive the SW Hamil-
tonian up to the second order in the perturbation
theory with the additional transformation term S2 =
gRv

2
F /ω

2
R

∑
k [aR(kx + iky)− h.c.] (nAk − nBk), and we

include higher photon excitations with a cavity prepared
in a Fock state, such that ⟨a†RaR⟩ ∈ N, and we find

Hsp
K = vF

∑
k

(
1− v2F g

2
R

ω2
R

⟨a†RaR⟩
)
(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk

+ h.c. + ωR

(
⟨a†RaR⟩+

1

2

)
− g2RvF

ωR
⟨a†RaR⟩

∑
k

(nBk − nAk)−
g2RvF
2ωR

∑
kk′

(
c†BkcAkc

†
Ak′cBk′

+ vF
kx + iky

ωR
(nAk − nBk)c

†
Ak′cBk′ + h.c.

)
. (5)

The interaction induced in the second order with ∝ 1/ω2
R

in Eq. (5) has a complex amplitude and does not preserve
sublattice flavor, as depicted in Fig. 1(b). The gap open-
ing introduced in the first order with Eq. (4) is modified
by the photon number

∆R(k) =
g2Rv

2
F

2ωR

(
1 + ∆R(k)

tanh
(
βER

k /2
)

2ER
k

)
+ 2

g2RvF
ωR

⟨a†RaR⟩,

and accompanied with the renormalization of the Fermi
velocity in the second order,

v′F = vF

(
1− v2F g

2
R

ω2
R

⟨a†RaR⟩
)
. (6)

In the single-polarization model, ∆(k) = ∆R(k) by defi-
nition. At zero temperature, the gap at the Dirac nodes
scales as ∆(0) = (2⟨a†RaR⟩ + 1)g2Rv

2
F /ωR which is com-

patible with Refs. [17, 18] in vacuum. Therefore, popu-
lating the cavity does not only increase the topological
band gap (Fig. 1(d)), it also flattens the bands around
the Dirac nodes as is visible in Fig. 2(a). The SW theory
predicts the gap until the photon excitation number is
⟨a†RaR⟩ ∼ 5 (Fig. 1(d)). Let us note that applying MFT
to the second order interaction gives rise to coupled gap
equations for v′F and ∆(k) whose numerical solutions in
generic conditions can be found in the SM [42]. We plot
these solutions in Fig. 1(c) in vacuum with yellow stars
on the single-polarization Dirac model bands, and see
perfect match. Overall, for a split-ring resonator [44]
with ωc = 6.28 THz cavity frequency —corresponding
to a Hartree energy of ∼ 9.5 × 10−4 a.u.—, χ ∼ 10−4

[27] and m = 0.007me [43] where me is the bare electron
mass, two-polarization model leads to 4.3meV gap in vac-
uum, which is overestimated by the single-polarization
model, 11.5meV [42]. This overestimation is visualized
in Fig. 1(b) for a set of different parameter values, and
what vacuum gap depends on is given in the SM [42].
These gaps can be measured via transport [45], or angle-
resolved photo-emission spectroscopy [46].
Topological photo-electron bands in graphene. For the

following discussion, we numerically calculate the Berry
curvature Fl,xy(kx, ky) over the full Brillouin zone of the
TB models and the Chern number of a band l [47]

Cl =
1

2π

∫
B.Z.

Fl,xy(kx, ky)dkxdky. (7)

The Berry phases at a Dirac node and light-matter
avoided crossing are denoted by ϕm,l and ϕp,l, respec-
tively for band l. Let us note that all photo-electron
Dirac bands plotted in Fig. 2 are cross-sections cutting
through a Dirac node. Hence, the avoided crossings seen
symmetrically placed around K point are two points re-
siding on a continuous loop of hybridizations around K
point [42]. Therefore, ϕp,l counts the Berry phase contri-
bution of all avoided crossings at the same radial distance
k/kF to the K point. The Chern number of the band l
is Cl = Φl/π where Φl is the total Berry phase.
The lowest band, l = 1, has two Dirac nodes each

contributing to the winding phase of the wave function
ϕm,1 = Φ1 = π leading to a Chern band of C1 = 1 as nu-
merically confirmed. However, a more significant char-
acteristic of graphene coupled to a chiral cavity is the
emergence of the topological light-matter hybrizations
reminiscent of topological polaritons [48]. All higher en-
ergy bands enjoy additional Berry phases proportional
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Figure 2. The exact diagonalization Dirac bands of graphene around the K point coupled to a cavity with (a) single polar-
ization and (b-c) two-polarization of cavity frequency ωc = 6.28 THz with color coding denoting the photon populations and

⟨a†
jaj⟩max = 4. We use m = 0.02me, χ = 5× 10−4 [27] and γ = 1.2 as the free parameters of the theory that have to be fixed

by the experiment. The light-red shapes highlight the light-matter avoided crossings with chiral photon exchanges. The Chern
numbers for both models are given in boxes under Cl for band l and calculated in the full BZ with the TB model. (d-g) Focus
on chiral photon exchange processes with Berry phases for each band denoted. The photon numbers are written only for the
lower bands. Subfigures (d-e) show the role of photon number, whereas (f-g) show also the role of polarization in determining
the Berry phase of the photo-electron wave function at a light-matter avoided crossing.

to the exchanged photon number: the gaps closest to the
valleys, dotted-black in Fig. 2(a), are 1-photon avoided
crossings with 1 chiral photon exchange. This exchange
process is enlarged in Fig. 2(d). As a result, the second
band gains ϕp,2 = −2π phase at these 1-photon avoided-
crossings, leading to Φ2 = −3π total phase together with
the ϕm,2 = −π at K valley giving rise to C2 = −3 as
numerically confirmed. The 2-photon avoided crossings
depicted with dashed-black in Fig. 2(a)-(e), carry −4π
phase for l = 3. Therefore, each higher energy band has
an additional loop of light-matter avoided crossings with

a phase proportional to ϕp,l = −2π(⟨a†RaR⟩
kf

l −⟨a†RaR⟩
ki

l )
contributing to Φl, and hence to the Chern number of the
band l, where |kf | > |ki| is set as the convention. Berry
curvature supports this mechanism, see SM [42].

Polarization of the exchanged photons also affects the
Berry curvature and the Chern number of the photo-
electron band. Here we consider a two-polarization
model and adopt an alternative mechanism to break TRS
through a frequency splitting between two polarizations
ωR ̸= ωL. This model might be realized either via Zee-
man splitting [16, 49] or with two Faraday mirrors which
selectively absorb one of the polarizations of two cavity
modes ω1 and ω2. We parametrize the frequency differ-
ence in terms of ω2 = γω1 where γ ∈ R+ resulting in

ωR(L) =
√
ω2
1(2) + ω2

D. One of our central results it that

the Berry phase at a light-matter hybridization can be
predicted by

ϕp,l

2π
= ⟨a†LaL⟩

kf

l − ⟨a†LaL⟩
ki

l −
(
⟨a†RaR⟩

kf

l − ⟨a†RaR⟩
ki

l

)
.(8)

This gives rise to four different cases in the prediction
of the Berry phases at the avoided crossings, two of
which are enlarged in Fig. 2(f)-(g). As depicted with
a square in Figs. 2(b)-(c), at an avoided crossing be-
tween l = 5 and l = 6 two photons with opposite chiral-
ities are exchanged with matter leading to a zero Berry
phase ϕp,5 = ϕp,6 = 0, and hence a trivial gap. De-
picted with a rhombus in Figs. 2(b)-(c), at an avoided
crossing between l = 4 and l = 5 a photon changes chi-
rality through the interactions with matter leading to
ϕp,4 = 2π[(1− 0)− (0− 1)] = 4π and ϕp,5 = −4π Berry
phase. In a simpler avoided crossing where a photon of
fixed polarization is not exchanged at all, e.g., a left-
circularly polarized photon for band l = 2 in Figs. 2(b)-
(c), Berry phase is contributed only by an exchange be-
tween a right-circularly polarized photon and matter,
thus reproducing the single-polarization limit.

Therefore, Chern insulator phases with higher Chern
numbers can be engineered by utilizing chiral photonic
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fields. This mechanism seems very general, and not re-
stricted to graphene. For instance, high Chern numbers
were reported in transition metal dichalcogenides coupled
to single-polarization cavity field [50]. Furthermore, the
topological bands of the bulk suggests chiral edge modes
with electron-photon localized states [48]. Our obser-
vation of high Chern numbers might also suggest larger
photo-electron currents at the edges, or the domain walls,
of the sample which could lend itself to device applica-
tions.

Discussion and Outlook.—We studied graphene sub-
ject to a chiral cavity field where TRS is broken through
unequal coupling of left- and right-circularly polarized
photons to the electrons. Hence, we find a sizable Dirac
node splitting even in vacuum. The band gap increases
when the cavity is populated with photons, facilitating
its experimental measurement. Our analytical theory
reveals chiral cavity-mediated electronic interactions in
graphene. Understanding the competition of the cavity-
mediated interactions with Coulomb interactions is an
exciting future direction. This theory can also be ap-
plied to moiré materials [51] coupled to cavities which can
guide the exploration on how enhanced vacuum fluctu-
ations affect strongly correlated electron systems. Most
importantly, the light-matter entanglement in the vicin-
ity of the avoided crossings induces a nonzero Berry phase
to the photo-electron wave function, leading to a rich
topology based on the exchange processes of chiral pho-
tons with electronic matter. Our theory provides insights
and intuition on the nature of topological photo-electron
bands suggesting a microscopic mechanism underlying
high Chern numbers in periodically-driven systems, and
establishes a connection between Floquet and cavity en-
gineering of materials.
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[49] D. G. Suárez-Forero, R. Ni, S. Sarkar, M. J. Mehrabad,
E. Mechtel, V. Simonyan, A. Grankin, K. Watanabe,
T. Taniguchi, S. Park, H. Jang, M. Hafezi, and Y. Zhou,
“Chiral optical nano-cavity with atomically thin mir-
rors,” (2023), arXiv:2308.04574 [physics.optics].

[50] D.-P. Nguyen, G. Arwas, Z. Lin, W. Yao, and C. Ciuti,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 176602 (2023).

[51] E. Y. Andrei, D. K. Efetov, P. Jarillo-Herrero, A. H.
MacDonald, K. F. Mak, T. Senthil, E. Tutuc, A. Yazdani,
and A. F. Young, Nat. Rev. Mater. 6, 201 (2021).

[52] F. D. M. Haldane, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 2015 (1988).
[53] H. Spohn, Dynamics of Charged Particles and their Ra-

diation Field (Cambridge university press, 2004).
[54] C. Cohen-Tannoudji, J. Dupont-Roc, and G. Grynberg,

Photons and Atoms-Introduction to Quantum Electrody-
namics (Wiley-VCH, 1997).

[55] K. F. Mak and J. Shan, Nature Nanotechnology 17, 686
(2022).

[56] V. Rokaj, D. M. Welakuh, M. Ruggenthaler, and A. Ru-
bio, J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 51, 034005 (2018).

[57] R. Luo, G. Benenti, G. Casati, and J. Wang, Phys. Rev.
Res. 2, 022009 (2020).

[58] G. Baym, Lectures on Quantum Mechanics (W. A. Ben-
jamin Inc., 1973).

[59] N. W. Aschroft and N. Mermin, Solid State Physics (Har-
court College Publishers, 1976).

[60] C. Bena and G. Montambaux, New Journal of Physics
11, 095003 (2009).

[61] S. Hu and S. M. Weiss, ACS Photonics 3, 1647 (2016),
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.6b00219.

http://dx.doi.org/10.5479/sil.389644.mq591299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMAG.1972.1067270
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1364/OE.20.019484
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1364/OE.20.019484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0578-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0578-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.97.869
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.149.491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.149.491
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.236803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.236803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04235
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.90.205309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature26154
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/jpsj.74.1674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/jpsj.74.1674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.04574
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.176602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41578-021-00284-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.61.2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41565-022-01165-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41565-022-01165-6
http://stacks.iop.org/0953-4075/51/i=3/a=034005
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.022009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.022009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/9/095003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/11/9/095003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.6b00219
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.6b00219


1

Supplementary Material: Cavity Induced Topology in Graphene

Ceren B. Dag and Vasil Rokaj

I. TIME REVERSAL SYMMETRY IN ELECTRON-PHOTON SYSTEMS

Time-reversal symmetry (TRS) plays a key role in understanding the topological properties of condensed matter
systems, as for example in Chern insulators [52] or Floquet engineering [1]. Here, we will discuss how TRS can be
understood and described in systems where charged particles are coupled to the quantized photon fields. For this
investigation we will rely on the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian describing non-relativistic electrons coupled to photons, also
known as the minimal coupling Hamiltonian [53, 54]. For a single electron in a periodic crystal potential coupled to
light we have,

H =
1

2m
(iℏ∇+ eA)

2
+ Vcrys(r) +

∑
λ=x,y

ℏωc

(
b†λbλ +

1

2

)
. (S1)

In the above Hamiltonian for simplicity we assumed a single-mode photon field with frequency ωc = c|κz| where κz is
photon momentum chosen along the z direction. Under this choice the polarizations of the photon field are in the (x, y)

plane. Moreover, the operators b†λ, bλ are the creation and annihilation operators of the photon field satisfying bosonic

commutation relations [bλ, b
†
λ′ ] = δλλ′ . The effective mode volume is V, ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity and m is the

effective electron mass. For two-dimensional materials whose thickness is at the order of a single or a few atoms [51, 55],
the variation of the photon field in the z direction can be ignored. This is the well-known long-wavelength (or dipole)
approximation, and the photon field takes the simple form [56]

A =

√
ℏ

ϵ0V2ωc

∑
λ=x,y

eλ

(
b†λ + bλ

)
(S2)

In the above expression we have chosen linearly polarized light with polarization vectors ex and ey as a starting point.
Later we discuss the case of circularly polarized photons.

A. TRS for Linearly Polarized Photons

In classical physics, the momentum p of a particle and the classical vector potential Acl(t) responsible for a classical
electric field Ecl(t) transform under time-reversal T transform as [57]

T (p) = −p and T (Acl) = −Acl. (S3)

Eq. (S3) guarantees that the kinetic energy of the particle and the electric field Ecl are invariant under TRS. The
momentum operator in quantum mechanics transforms under TRS in the same way as the classical momentum
T (−iℏ∇) = iℏ∇. Again in classical physics, a linearly polarized electric field preserves TRS. These transformation
rules must be preserved under quantization. Thus, for the minimal coupling Hamiltonian to be invariant under TRS,
the quantized vector potential for linearly polarized photons must transform as, T (A) = −A. For this transformation
to hold, the annihilation and creation photon operators must transform under T as follows

T (bλ) = −bλ and T (b†λ) = −b†λ. (S4)

With the use of the above relations we find that the energy of the photon number operator b†λbλ is invariant under

TRS T (b†λbλ) = b†λbλ. By combining all the transformation rules, we find that the minimal coupling Hamiltonian
for linearly polarized light is invariant under TRS T (H) = H. We numerically confirmed this fact by considering
graphene coupled to linearly polarized photons, and we found that no gap opens at Dirac nodes. This holds both
with one, Fig. S1(c), and two linear polarizations, Fig. S2(f).
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B. TRS for Circularly Polarized Photons

The linearly polarized photon field including both polarizations ex and ey can be equivalently written in terms of
left eL = (1,−i)/

√
2 and right eR = (1, i)/

√
2 circular polarizations through the expressions ex = (eR + eL)/

√
2 and

ey = −i(eR − eL)/
√
2 [58]. Then the photon field takes the form

A =

√
ℏ

ϵ0V2ωc

[
eR

1√
2
(bx − iby) + eR

1√
2

(
b†x − ib†y

)
+ eL

1√
2
(bx + iby) + eL

1√
2

(
b†x + ib†y

)]
. (S5)

We can define the following set of annihilation and creation photon operators for left and right circularly polarized
photons

bL =
1√
2
(bx − iby) and b†L =

1√
2

(
b†x + ib†y

)
(S6)

bR =
1√
2
(bx + iby) and b†R =

1√
2

(
b†x − ib†y

)
.

We note that the left and right handed photon operators satisfy standard bosonic commutation relations [bL, b
†
L] =

[bR, b
†
R] = 1 and are independent [bL, b

†
R] = 0. Thus, the photon field in terms of the left and right handed photons

takes the form

A =

√
ℏ

ϵ0V2ωc

[
eRbL + eRb

†
R + eLbR + eLb

†
L

]
. (S7)

Using the definition of the left and right polarized photon operators we find their transformation under time-reversal,

T (bL,R) = −bR,L and T (b†L,R) = −b†R,L. (S8)

Thus, we see that time-reversal exchanges left and right photon operators (up to a minus). The same also holds for left
and right polarization vectors due to the imaginary unit, T (eR) = eL and T (eL) = eR. Using all the transformation
rules we find that photon field written in terms of the left and right circular polarization, transforms in the same way
as the photon field written in terms of the linear polarizations, i.e., T (A) = −A. The energy of the photon field in
terms of left and right circularly polarized operators takes the standard form∑

λ=x,y

ℏωc

(
b†λbλ +

1

2

)
=
∑

λ=L,R

ℏωc

(
b†λbλ +

1

2

)
.

Hence it is evident that the energy of the photon field, including both polarizations, is invariant under time-reversal.
Thus, as long as we keep both polarizations for the mode the minimal coupling Hamiltonian preserves TRS, as
expected. This is also numerically confirmed below in Fig. S2(f) by considering the graphene coupled to both left and
right polarizations if their couplings and frequencies are exactly the same.

C. TRS Breaking

However, if we eliminate either the left or the right circularly polarized photons, the TRS is broken. To show this
we consider the case where we have only the left polarized photons and the right ones are completely eliminated. In
this case the photon field has the form

AL =

√
ℏ

ϵ0V2ωc

[
eRbL + eLb

†
L

]
. (S9)

We apply the TRS operator on the left circularly polarized photon field, and find that

T (AL) = −
√

ℏ
ϵ0V2ωc

[
eLbR + eRb

†
R

]
= −AR. (S10)

This means that the left circularly polarized photon field is mapped to −AR, and thus TRS is broken. This is an
extreme case where TRS is broken because the right circularly polarized photons are completely eliminated. However,
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TRS breaking also occurs if we have a field where bothAL andAR are taken into account with different field strengths,
A′ = αLAL + αRAR where αR ̸= αL. Then one sees that this photon field does not satisfy the necessary condition
for the TRS to be preserved, i.e., T (A′) ̸= −A′. This is the scenario which we investigate in the main text, and
find that for graphene coupled to such a photon field a topological gap occurs at the Dirac node signaling the TRS
breaking.

II. TIGHT-BINDING MODEL FOR GRAPHENE COUPLED TO PHOTONS

The aim of this section is to derive the tight-binding Hamiltonian for graphene coupled to photons with both
polarizations starting from the minimal coupling Hamiltonian. Expanding the covariant kinetic energy in the minimal-
coupling Hamiltonian in Eq. (S1) we have

H = − ℏ2

2m
∇2 + Vcrys(r)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Matter: Hm

+
ieℏ
m

A · ∇︸ ︷︷ ︸
Photon-Matter: Hpm

+
e2

2m
Â2 +

∑
λ=x,y

ℏωc

(
b†λbλ +

1

2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Photonic: Hp

. (S11)

where the external potential is periodic under Bravais lattice translations Vcrys(r+Rj) = Vcrys(r) with Rj being the
Bravais lattice vectors [59]. The single-mode photon field in the long-wavelength (homogeneous) limit is Eq. (S2) with
the index λ indicates the two orthogonal linear polarizations ex and ey. In the Hamiltonian we have a purely photonic

part Hp which depends only on the annihilation bλ and creation b†λ operators of the photon field. Substituting the
expression for the vector potential A and introducing the diamagnetic shift ωD

ωD =

√
e2

mϵ0V

the photonic part Hp takes the form

Hp =

2∑
λ=1

[
ℏωc

(
b†λbλ +

1

2

)
+

ℏω2
D

4ωc

(
bλ + b†λ

)2]
. (S12)

The photonic part Hp can be brought into diagonal form by introducing a new set of bosonic operators: a†λ and aλ

aλ =
1

2
√
ωcω

[
bλ (ω + ωc) + b†λ (ω − ωc)

]
and a†λ =

1

2
√
ωcω

[
bλ (ω − ωc) + b†λ (ω + ωc)

]
, with ω =

√
ω2
c + ω2

D.

(S13)

The frequency ω is the dressed cavity frequency which depends on the bare photon/cavity frequency ωc and the

diamagnetic shift ωD [19]. The operators aλ, a
†
λ satisfy bosonic commutation relations [aλ, a

†
λ′ ] = δλ,λ′ for λ, λ′ = 1, 2.

Hp is equal to the sum of two non-interacting harmonic oscillators in terms of this new set of operators,

Hp =

2∑
λ=1

ℏω
(
a†λaλ +

1

2

)
(S14)

and the quantized vector potential A is

A =

(
ℏ

ϵ0V

) 1
2

2∑
λ=1

eλ√
2ω

(
aλ + a†λ

)
. (S15)

Substituting back into H the expression for the photonic part Hp we have

H = − ℏ2

2m
∇2 + Vcrys(r)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Matter:Hm

+
ieℏ
m

A · ∇︸ ︷︷ ︸
Photon-Matter:Hpm

+

2∑
λ=1

ℏω
(
a†λaλ +

1

2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Photon:Hp

. (S16)



4

with the index λ indicating the two orthogonal linear polarizations ex and ey. Graphene consists of two sublattices,
A and B, and as a consequence the tight-binding ansatz wavefunction consists of two components, one for each
sublattice [60],

Ψk(r) = akΨ
A
k (r) + bkΨ

B
k (r) =

∑
j

eik·Rj
[
akϕA(r−Rj) + bkϕB(r−RB

j )
]
, (S17)

where Rj = j1a1 + j2a2 are the Bravais vectors of sublattice A with a1 = exα
√
3/2 + ey3α/2 and a2 = −exα

√
3/2 +

ey3α/2. The Bravais vectors for the sublattice B are RB
j = Rj+3 with δ3 = −αey. To derive the tight-binding

Hamiltonian for graphene coupled to photons we apply H on the tight-binding wavefunction ansatz for graphene,

Hk =

(
⟨ΨA

k |H|ΨA
k ⟩ ⟨ΨA

k |H|ΨB
k ⟩

⟨ΨA
k |H|ΨB

k ⟩∗ ⟨ΨB
k |H|ΨB

k ⟩

)
. (S18)

The minimal coupling Hamiltonian consists of the matter Hamiltonian Hm, the light-matter part Hpm, and the
purely photonic part Hp which acts trivially to the tight-binding wavefunction. Within a tight-binding model, a solid
is viewed as a collection of atoms with electrons well localized around the atoms. Thus, it is convenient to write the
matter Hamiltonian of the crystal Hm as a sum of the Hamiltonian describing an atom Hat and the potential δV (r)
which describes the rest of the crystal, Hm = Hat + δV (r). We note that the atom potential Vat together with δV (r)
gives the crystal potential, Vcrys(r) = Vat(r) + δV (r). It is important to mention that for the construction of the
tight-binding ansatz in (S17) the localized states of Hat are used [59, 60]. We now project the full minimal coupling
Hamiltonian on the tight-binding ansatz wavefunction. For the matter Hamiltonian Hm we have

Hm
k =

(
⟨ΨA

k |Hm|ΨA
k ⟩ ⟨ΨA

k |Hm|ΨB
k ⟩

⟨ΨA
k |Hm|ΨB

k ⟩∗ ⟨ΨB
k |Hm|ΨB

k ⟩

)
(S19)

The diagonal elements ⟨ΨB
k |Hm|ΨB

k ⟩ and ⟨ΨA
k |Hm|ΨA

k ⟩ result in the terms which are beyond the nearest neighbors,
and hence we eliminate them. Thus, we only compute the off-diagonals,

⟨ΨA
k |Hm|ΨB

k ⟩ = ⟨ΨA
k |Hat|ΨB

k ⟩+⟨ΨA
k |δV |ΨB

k ⟩ = EA ⟨ΨA
k |ΨB

k ⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+
∑
j,q

eik·(Rj−Rq)

∫
d3rϕ∗

A(r−Rq)δV (r)ϕB(r−Rj−δ3).

(S20)
Next we perform the coordinate shift r → r+Rq, define Rf = Rj −Rq and have

⟨ΨA
k |Hm|ΨB

k ⟩ =
∑
f

eik·Rf

∫
d3rϕ∗

A(r)δV (r)ϕB(r−Rf − δ3) =
∑
f

eik·Rf t(|Rf + δ3|) (S21)

where t(|Rf + δ3|) is the tunneling matrix element due to the potential δV (r), which depends only on the distance
between different lattice points. We take into account only the nearest neighbor tunneling with the vectors f =
(f1, f2) = (0, 0), f = (1, 0) and f = (0, 1) which have the same distance from the origin

|R0,0 + δ3| = |(0,−α)| = α, |R1,0 + δ3| = |(α
√
3/2, α/2)| = α, |R0,1 + δ3| = |(−α

√
3/2, α/2)| = α. (S22)

This leads to tunneling elements of precisely the same strength t(|R0,0 + δ3|) = t(|R1,0 + δ3|) = t(|R0,1 + δ3|) ≡ t and
we find

⟨ΨA
k |Hm|ΨB

k ⟩ = t
[
1 + eik·a1 + eik·a2

]
= t h(k). (S23)

In the last step we also assumed that the tunneling elements for the nearest neighboring bonds are equal to t. Thus,
for the matter Hamiltonian we obtain

Hm
k = t

(
0 h(k)

h∗(k) 0

)
where h(k) =

[
1 + eik·a1 + eik·a2

]
. (S24)

The Hamiltonian Hm
k describes the well-known two-band model of graphene [41, 60]. In terms of Pauli matrices σ1,2

the matter Hamiltonian reads

Hm
k = d1(k)σ1 + d2(k)σ2, where d1(k) = t [cos(k · a1) + cos(k · a2) + 1] , d2(k) = t [sin(k · a1) + sin(k · a2)] .

(S25)
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Now we apply the photon-matter part Hpm to the tight-binding wavefunction

Hpm
k =

(
⟨ΨA

k |Hpm|ΨA
k ⟩ ⟨ΨA

k |Hpm|ΨB
k ⟩

⟨ΨA
k |Hpm|ΨB

k ⟩∗ ⟨ΨB
k |Hpm|ΨB

k ⟩

)
(S26)

As before, we neglect the diagonal terms which result in the tunneling beyond the nearest neighbor bonds. Thus, we
only need to compute ⟨ΨA

k |∇|ΨB
k ⟩ which after performing the transformations r → r+Rq and Rf = Rj −Rq is

iℏ⟨ΨA
k |∇|ΨB

k ⟩ = iℏ
∑
f

eik·Rf

∫
d2rϕ∗

A(r)∇ϕB(r−Rf − δ3) (S27)

Here we are interested in the nearest neighbor tunneling which implies that the Bravais points of interest Rf are
small. Thus we can Taylor-expand ϕB(r−Rf − δ3) and keep only up to the first order in the series ϕB(r−Rf − δ3) =
ϕB(r)− (Rf + δ3) · ∇ϕB(r). Substituting the latter in Eq. (S27), we find

iℏ⟨ΨA
k |∇|ΨB

k ⟩ = (S28)∑
f

eik·Rf iℏ
∫

d2rϕ∗
A(r)

[
∇ϕB(r)− exR

x
f ∂

2
xϕB(r)− ey(R

y
f − α)∂2

yϕB(r)− eyR
x
f ∂x∂yϕB(r)− ex(R

y
f − α)∂x∂yϕB(r)

]
The atomic wavefunctions ϕA(r), ϕB(r) are either odd or even with respect to parity due to the symmetries of the
atomic potential. The first-order derivatives will change the parity of the wavefunction and integrating over symmetric
boundary leads to zero. Thus, the only the quadratic terms ∂2

x and ∂2
y give a non-zero contribution.

iℏ⟨ΨA
k |∇|ΨB

k ⟩ =
∑
f

eik·Rf iℏ
∫

d2rϕ∗
A(r)

[
−exR

x
f ∂

2
xϕB(r)− ey(R

y
f − α)∂2

yϕB(r)
]

= −iℏ
∑
f

eik·Rf [exR
x
f tx + ey(R

y
f − α)ty] , (S29)

where tx and ty are the results of integration of the integrals over r. Since we consider only the nearest neighbor
bonds which are the points f = (0, 0), (1, 0) and (0, 1), we can explicitly write

iℏ⟨ΨA
k |∇|ΨB

k ⟩ = −iℏ
[
eik·R00 (exR

x
00tx + ey(R

y
00 − α)ty) + eik·R10 (exR

x
10tx + ey(R

y
10 − α)ty)

+ eik·R01 (exR
x
01tx + ey(R

y
01 − α)ty)

]
. (S30)

Further we use the expressions for the x and y components of the Bravais lattice vectors Rx
f = α

√
3(f1 − f2)/2 and

Ry
f = 3α(f1 + f2)/2 for the nearest neighbor sites f = (0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), and we find

iℏ⟨ΨA
k |∇|ΨB

k ⟩ = exαtxfx(k) + eyαtyfy(k) where

fx(k) = −i
(
eik·a1 − eik·a2

) √3

2
and fy(k) = −i

(
−1 +

eik·a1

2
+

eik·a2

2

)
. (S31)

Performing the same computation for the second off-diagonal term in Hpm
k , we obtain

Hpm
k = α

e

m
A ·

(
0 extxfx(k) + eytyfy(k)

extxf
∗
x(k) + eytyf

∗
y (k) 0

)
. (S32)

It is important to note that we have not set a specific choice for the photon field polarization to obtain the expression
above, and thus the result is general within the dipole approximation. We write Eq. (S32) in the spinor basis,

Hpm
k = α

e

m
A · [P1(k)σ1 +P2(k)σ2] , (S33)

where the k-dependent functions are now vectors,

P1(k) = −ex

√
3

2
tx (sin(k · a1)− sin(k · a2))− ey

1

2
ty (sin(k · a1) + sin(k · a2)) , (S34)

P2(k) = ex

√
3

2
tx (cos(k · a1)− cos(k · a2)) + eyty

(
−1 +

1

2
cos(k · a1) +

1

2
cos(k · a2)

)
.
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Figure S1. (a) Tight-binding band structure around the Dirac node K calculated with exact diagonalization with a truncated

photonic Hilbert space of maximum photon number ⟨a†
RaR⟩max = 4. Frequency is set to be ωc = 6.28 THz and m = 0.02me.

(b) Focus on the vacuum band gap. It is idential at the other Dirac node K′. (c) Dirac nodes do not open when the cavity
is linearly polarized in either direction because time-reversal symmetry is preserved, see Sec. I. Rest of the parameters are the
same with previous figures.

We note that tx = ty is assumed for the calculations which should hold for an unstrained graphene. By adding all
the terms —Hm

k ,Hpm
k and Hp—, we find the expression for the tight-binding model of graphene coupled to a cavity

photon field,

Hk = d1(k)σ1 + d2(k)σ2 + α
e

m
A · [P1(k)σ1 +P2(k)σ2] +

∑
λ=x,y

ℏω
(
a†λaλ +

1

2

)
(S35)

Finally using the expression for the photon field in terms of the left and right handed photons

A =

√
ℏ

ϵ0V2ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
A0

[
eRaL + eRa

†
R + eLaR + eLa

†
L

]
. (S36)

we obtain the corresponding expression for the two-polarization model

Hk = d1(k)σ1 + d2(k)σ2 + α
e

m
A0

[
eRaL + eRa

†
R + eLaR + eLa

†
L

]
· [P1(k)σ1 +P2(k)σ2] +

∑
λ=R,L

ℏω
(
a†λaλ +

1

2

)
.

(S37)

A. Photo-electron band structure

The band structure of the tight-binding model around the Dirac nodes in the single-polarization limit is shown
in Fig. S1(a) where the color code denotes the right-circularly polarized photon population in the photo-electron
bands. The Dirac bands reported in the main text, Fig. 2, are almost identical to the band structure found by the
tight-binding model. Let us note that one needs to tune the Fermi velocity vF to see this correspondence, which is
the reason of fixing vF = 0.21 [a.u.]. Fig. S1(b) focuses on the vacuum bands in (a), which shows the topological band
gap opening at Dirac nodes. The gap at the other Dirac node at K′ is the same [not shown], and these vacuum bands
are virtually the same with the Dirac vacuum bands.

Fig. S2 features the band structure of a two-polarization model where two Faraday rotators need to be used to
create a frequency shift between left- and right-circularly polarized photons. By fixing γ = 1.2 in ω2 = γω1 which

defines ΩL(R) =
√
ω2
1(2) + ω2

D, we find that the Dirac bands are again almost identical to the band structure of the

tight-binding model. Fig. S2(a) shows the overall band structure at the fundamental cavity frequency ω1 = 6.28 THz,
whereas Fig. S2(b-c) focuses around a Dirac node. As seen in (d-e), tight-binding model predicts the vacuum band
splitting at both Dirac nodes. Let us note that we focus on this particular two-polarization model to study the higher
photo-electron bands, because this model with the chosen parameters leads to Dirac bands which are compatible with
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Figure S2. Tight-binding model band structure results for two-polarization setup with two Faraday rotators and hence with
an incurred frequency shift ratio γ = 1.2 (see text) calculated with exact diagonalization with a truncated photonic Hilbert

space of maximum photon number ⟨a†
λaλ⟩max = 4. The cavity frequency is set to be ωc = 6.28 THz and m = 0.02me. (a)

Band structure for the entire Brillouin zone plotted at the high symmetry points of graphene. (b)-(c) Focused around the
K point where the color code denotes (b) left-circularly and (c) right-circularly polarized photon populations. (d)-(e) Focus
on the vacuum gap at both Dirac nodes. (f) Focus on the Dirac node when the time-reversal symmetry is preserved due to
ωR = ωL and gR = gL or equivalently when the cavity is polarized linearly in both directions. Dirac nodes are protected by
the preserved TRS in this case.

the tight-binding band structure. The Berry curvature results below will also make it clear how the band topology of
the photo-electron bands can be captured by the Dirac bands in this particular model.

In all figures plotted in this section, we use VL = χ (2πc/ωc)
3
where χ = 5× 10−4 which is in experimental interval

[27] and an effective mass of m = 0.02me.

B. Berry curvature calculations

In this section, we plot the Berry curvature for different photo-electron bands, and show how the Chern numbers
directly follow from the Berry curvature, and Berry phase counting. This section also numerically proves that the
Dirac model captures the band structure physics found by the tight-binding model for the parameters we used in this
work. In all figures plotted in this section, we use VL = χ (2πc/ωc)

3
where χ = 5 × 10−4 which is in experimental

interval [27] and an effective mass of m = 0.02me.
We first present the results in the single-polarization limit. Fig. S3(a) shows the magnitude of the Berry curvature,

log |Fl,xy(kx, ky)|, in the entire Brillouin zone calculated with the tight-binding model for band l = 4. In order to
resolve the loop structures around the Dirac node, we choose a sufficiently large cavity frequency ωc = 200 THz,
however the qualitative features of the Berry curvature does not change with the frequency. This can be seen in
Fig. S3(b) which utilizes a cavity frequency of ωc = 62.83 THz, and exhibits exactly the same number of bright loops
around the bright points, which are the K and K′ valleys. The bright white color denotes the dominant contribution
to Berry curvature, whereas the dark black color is the minimum contribution. As a rule of thumb, we always observe
l − 1 bright closed loops around K/K′ valleys in Berry curvature for the lth band. Each of these closed loops carry
Berry phase proportional to the number of chiral photon exchange with matter. This mechanism was introduced
and shown in the main text. Here we provide extra evidence based on the tight-binding model results. Subfigures
in Fig. S3(g) are the cross-sections at Kx, white-dotted line (a), for four different photo-electron bands, l = 1 − 4.
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Figure S3. (a-f) The magnitude of the Berry curvature for l = 4, log |Fl,xy(kx, ky)| for single and two polarization models. (a)
Berry curvature magnitude calculated with the tight-binding model in the single-polarization limit with a frequency of ωc = 200
THz to be able to resolve the structure around the Dirac nodes. The dotted-white horizontal line shows the cross-section that
we take in (g). (b) Berry curvature magnitude calculated with the tight-binding model in single-polarization limit with a
frequency of ωc = 62.83 THz to show that the qualitative features of the Berry curvature, and hence the Chern numbers do
not change with the frequency. (c) Berry curvature magnitude calculated with the Dirac model in single-polarization limit
with a frequency of ωc = 200 THz for comparison with (a). (d) Berry curvature magnitude calculated with the tight-binding
model for two-polarization model with frequency ratio γ = 1.2 at a fundamental cavity frequency of ω1 = 200 THz. (e) Berry
curvature magnitude calculated with the Dirac model for two-polarization model with frequency ratio γ = 1.2 at a fundamental
cavity frequency of ω1 = 200 THz for comparison with (d). (f) Focus around the Dirac nodes in the Brillouin zone in (d). (g)
Cross-sections of the Berry curvature at Kx, depicted as dotted-white line in (a), for l = 1 − 4. Chern numbers of the bands
are written at the top of the subfigures. The Berry phases due to the loops in the curvature are written on the figure, which
leads to the numerically calculated Chern numbers. An effective mass of m = 0.02me is used for all figures.

The bright dots in the Berry curvature, (g1), always carry either of ±π Berry phase originating from the pure matter
degrees of freedom, Dirac nodes. Fig. S3(g2) shows the cross-section for l = 2 where two side-bands appear, each with
−π Berry phase contribution. Strictly speaking, these side-bands originate from the first closed loop around the Dirac
node carrying a total of −2π Berry phase due to a hybridization with a 1-photon exchange process. Fig. S3(g3) shows
the cross-section for l = 3 where an additional two side-bands appear, however this time each with −2π Berry phase
contribution, because the light-matter hybridization occurs with a 2-photon exchange process. This corresponds to
the second closed loop around the Dirac node. Finally looking at the band l = 4, we observe the third loop around
the Dirac node carrying a total of −6π phase which translates to each side-band in (g4) contributing −3π Berry phase
as depicted in the figure, due to a 3-photon exchange process. For a band l = 4, this is the maximum number of
closed loops that one would find in the Berry curvature due to the limit in the number of photon exchange processes.
Finally let us point out Fig. S3(c) which plots the Berry curvature of a patch in the Brillouin zone calculated with the
Dirac model. Remarkably, the Dirac model reproduces the exact physics of Berry curvature, giving rise to the correct
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Figure S4. Vacuum gap comparison between single-polarization and two-polarization models with a single Faraday rotator,
calculated with the tight-binding formalism and exact diagonalization with a truncated photonic Hilbert space of maximum
photon number ⟨a†

λaλ⟩max = 4. (a) Single-polarization (blue-dotted) and two-polarization (red-solid) for two different effective
electron mass have been depicted with respect to cavity frequency. (b) Two-polarization vacuum gap (solid) is depicted with
respect to the parameter j in VL = jχ (2πc/ωc)

3 [27] which is the effective cavity volume of left-circularly polarized light at an
effective mass of m = 0.007 [43] for a cavity frequency of ωc = 6.28 THz. Solid-black and -red are for different subwavelength
cavity parameter χ which controls how strong the photons couple to electrons in the material. The dotted-lines are the
single-polarization limit. As j increases, and hence the left-circular polarized light couples to the material much weaker, two-
polarization model approaches to the single-polarization limit in vacuum.

counting of Berry phases. This is due to the fact that all light-matter hybridizations occur in the single-polarization
limit exclusively around the high symmetry points of K and K′.

We also examine the Berry curvature for a two-polarization model with a frequency splitting ratio γ = 1.2, which
assumes a fundamental cavity frequency of ω1 = 200 THz in Figs. S3(d-f). The Berry curvature in this model follows
very closely to the single-polarization limit, albeit the polarization of exchanged photons also plays a role, as explained
in the main text. However, the Berry curvature still features closed loops around the Dirac nodes only. This is the
reason why the Dirac model captures the essential physics as seen in Fig. S3(e). This figure should be contrasted to
the focus on the Brillouin zone in Fig. S3(f), calculated with the tight-binding model. Let us note that the physics
in this band, l = 4, was already explained in great detail in the main text. This band experiences four total light-
matter hybridizations including at the Dirac node. The innermost loop around the Dirac node is where two photons
of different polarizations, so-to-speak, constructively interfere to give rise to +4π Berry phase. The outer two loops
occur due to simpler photon exchange processes where polarization does not directly play a role. Explicitly, the second
and third loops occur due to a 1 left- and 2 right-circularly polarized photon exchanges, respectively. This can be
easily checked with the band structure, Figs. S2(b)-(c).

C. Dependence of vacuum gap on system parameters

We expand on the comparison between two-polarization model and its single-polarization limit in this section. Here
we adopt the two-polarization model utilized in the discussion of vacuum gap. This model can be realized with a
single Faraday rotator, and it only requires some amount of phase shift between left- and right-circular polarizations.
We fix this ratio to be gR =

√
2gL, which has to be experimentally determined for a specific setup. Let us note

that for clarity, one could also utilize the alternative two-polarization model where a frequency splitting is assumed,
see previous subsections on the band structure. However, this does not change the physics, rather it simplifies the
possible realization of this physics in the laboratory.

Fig. S4(a) shows how increasing cavity frequency enhances the vacuum gap at the Dirac nodes for both single-
and two-polarization models. Hence for instance utilizing a photonic crystal cavity [61] could enhance the gap at
least by an order of magnitude. Additionally Fig. S4(a) shows that lighter electrons exhibit a larger vacuum gap.

Fig. S4(b) shows that engineering the effective cavity volume V = χ (2πc/ωc)
3
[27] through χ parameter could boost

the vacuum gap, as expected. This plot also shows for what value of χL = jχ of left-circularly polarized light in an
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experimental setup, the single-polarization limit is still viable. One could see that j > 102, single-polarization model
is a very good approximation. Importantly, the difference in the vacuum gap predicted by single- and two-polarization
models are larger for a cavity with smaller cavity volume, and hence stronger light-matter interaction. In conclusion,
the induced gap in graphene due to coupling to light could be used not only to determine whether the time-reversal
symmetry is broken in the electromagnetic field, but also as a way to gauge the amount of phase shift between different
polarizations of light.

III. DERIVATION OF EFFECTIVE SCHRIEFFER–WOLFF HAMILTONIANS

We will apply Schrieffer–Wolff (SW) transformation [38] to integrate out the photonic degrees of freedom in the
lowest order appearing in the Hamiltonian. This transformation provides an effective Hamiltonian H in the form of,

H = eSHe−S ,

where S is the transformation operator that satisfies the condition [S,H0] = −Hint in the decompositionH = H0+Hint

where Hint is the light-matter interaction Hamiltonian. With the condition satisfied, we obtain

H = H0 +
1

2
[S,Hint] +O(g3R).

In the following we apply the SW transformation to the continuum model of graphene.

A. Single-polarization model

We assume gL = 0 for the single-polarization model as set in the main text. The following parts of the Hamiltonian
include the Dirac model at K point, the cavity energy and the light-matter interaction,

H0 = ℏvF
∑
k

(kx + iky)c
†
AkcBk + h.c. + ℏΩR

(
a†RaR +

1

2

)
, (S38)

Hint = −ℏvF
√
2A0

∑
k

a†Rc
†
AkcBk + h.c. (S39)

Here we define gR ≡ ℏ
√
2A0, ΩR ≡ ωR/vF for convenience and assume ℏ = 1, which recasts the equations to

H0 =
∑
k

(kx + iky)c
†
AkcBk + h.c. + ΩR

(
a†RaR +

1

2

)
, (S40)

Hint = −gR
∑
k

a†Rc
†
AkcBk + h.c. (S41)

We utilize the following commutators in the SW transformation,[
c†BkcAk, c

†
Ak′cBk′

]
= δkk′ (nBk − nAk) , (S42)[

c†AkcAk, c
†
Ak′cBk′

]
= δkk′c†AkcBk,[

c†AkcAk, c
†
Bk′cAk′

]
= −δkk′c†BkcAk,[

aR, a
†
RaR

]
= aR, and

[
a†R, a

†
RaR

]
= −a†R.

The following transformation operator gives us the result up to the second order in perturbation theory,

S = τ1
∑
k

(
a†Rc

†
AkcBk − aRc

†
BkcAk

)
+ τ2

∑
k

[
−a†R(kx − iky) + aR(kx + iky)

]
(nAk − nBk), (S43)

with τ1 and τ2, such that [S,H0] = −Hint. Both of these operators are expectantly anti-Hermitian. Let us note
separately the commutator results,



11

[S1,H0] = τ1
∑
k

[
a†R(kx − iky)(nAk − nBk)− aR(kx + iky)(−nAk + nBk) + ΩR

(
−a†Rc

†
AkcBk − aRc

†
BkcAk

)]
,

[S2,H0] = τ2
∑
k

(
−a†R(kx − iky) + aR(kx + iky)

)(
2(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk − 2(kx − iky)c

†
BkcAk

)
(S44)

+ τ2ΩR

∑
k

[
a†R(kx − iky) + aR(kx + iky)

]
(nAk − nBk).

We find τ1 = −gR/ΩR and τ2 = gR/Ω
2
R revealing that the small parameter in this perturbation theory is 1/ΩR. Now

we derive the effective Hamiltonian up to the second order. Let us start with,

[S,Hint] =

[
− gR

ΩR

∑
k

(
a†Rc

†
AkcBk − aRc

†
BkcAk

)
+

gR
Ω2

R

∑
k

[
−a†R(kx − iky) + aR(kx + iky)

]
(nAk − nBk),

− gR
∑
k

a†Rc
†
AkcBk + h.c.

]
. (S45)

To calculate this, we will make use of the following commutators[
a†Rc

†
AkcBk, aRc

†
Bk′cAk′

]
= −c†Bk′cAk′c†AkcBk + a†RaR δkk′ (−nBk + nAk) , (S46)[

aRc
†
BkcAk, a

†
Rc

†
Ak′cBk′

]
= +c†BkcAkc

†
Ak′cBk′ + a†RaR δkk′ (nBk − nAk) .

This results in the first commutator,

[S1,Hint] = − g2R
ΩR

∑
kk′

c†BkcAkc
†
Ak′cBk′ − 2

g2R
ΩR

a†RaR
∑
k

(nBk − nAk) + h.c. (S47)

For the second commutator calculation, we need the following commutators,[
a†R(nAk − nBk), aRc

†
Bk′cAk′

]
= −c†Bk′cAk′(nAk − nBk)− 2a†RaR δkk′c†Bk′cAk′ (S48)[

aR(nAk − nBk), a
†c†Ak′cBk′

]
= (nAk − nBk)c

†
Ak′cBk′ + 2a†RaR δkk′c†Ak′cBk′

Then the second commutator becomes,

[S2,Hint] = − g2R
Ω2

R

∑
kk′

(
(kx − iky)

[
−a†R(nAk − nBk), a

†
Rc

†
Ak′cBk′

]
+ (kx − iky)

[
−a†R(nAk − nBk), aR c†Bk′cAk′

]
+ (kx + iky)

[
aR(nAk − nBk), a

†
Rc

†
Ak′cBk′

]
+ (kx + iky)

[
aR (nAk − nBk), aR c†Bk′cAk′

])
, (S49)

= − g2R
Ω2

R

∑
kk′

(
− 2

(
a†R

)2
(kx − iky)δkk′c†Ak′cBk′ + (kx − iky)

(
c†Bk′cAk′(nAk − nBk) + 2a†RaR δkk′c†Bk′cAk′

)
+ (kx + iky)

(
(nAk − nBk)c

†
Ak′cBk′ + 2a†RaR δkk′c†Ak′cBk′

)
− 2a2R(kx + iky)δkk′c†Bk′cAk′

)
, (S50)

= − g2R
Ω2

R

∑
kk′

(kx + iky)(nAk − nBk)c
†
Ak′cBk′ +

2g2

Ω2
R

∑
k

(
(kx − iky)

(
a†R

)2
− (kx + iky)a

†
RaR

)
c†AkcBk + h.c.

Therefore, the entire effective Hamiltonian reads,

H =
∑
k

[
kx + iky +

g2R
Ω2

R

(
(kx − iky)

(
a†R

)2
− (kx + iky)a

†
RaR

)
+O(gR/Ω

2
R, k

2, aR, a
†
R)

]
c†AkcBk +ΩR

(
a†RaR +

1

2

)
− g2R

2ΩR

∑
kk′

(
c†BkcAkc

†
Ak′cBk′ +

kx + iky
ΩR

(nAk − nBk)c
†
Ak′cBk′

)
− g2R

ΩR
a†RaR

∑
k

(nBk − nAk) + h.c. (S51)
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Note that Eq. (S51) reduces to the Eq. (5) in the main text when it is projected to a cavity Fock state. The expression
for the omitted term in the approximated SW transformation is,

O(gR/Ω
2
R, k

2, aR, a
†
R) =

2gR
Ω2

R

∑
k

[
− a†R

(
k2x + k2y

)
+ aR

(
k2x − k2y + i2kxky

) ]
. (S52)

Since the Dirac model is valid only for infinitesimal k around K and K′ points, it is valid to omit this term although

its strength is gR/Ω
2
R. Nevertheless, as long as the cavity is in vacuum or in a Fock state with

〈
a†RaR

〉
∈ N, this

term drops, and the effective SW Hamiltonian becomes exact. Let us conclude by making the remark that when the

cavity is in vacuum state,
〈
a†RaR

〉
= 0, the effective Hamiltonian simplifies to,

Hvac =
∑
k

(kx + iky)c
†
AkcBk +

ΩR

2
− g2R

2ΩR

∑
kk′

(
c†BkcAkc

†
Ak′cBk′ +

kx + iky
ΩR

(nAk − nBk)c
†
Ak′cBk′

)
+ h.c.(S53)

Hamiltonian at K′ valley can be similarly derived.

B. Two-polarization model

Focusing at K point with two polarization model, the non-interacting and light-matter interaction Hamiltonians
follow as

H0 =
∑
k

(kx + iky)c
†
AkcBk + h.c. + ΩR

(
a†RaR +

1

2

)
+ΩL

(
a†LaL +

1

2

)
, (S54)

Hint = −
∑
k

(
gRa

†
R + gLaL

)
c†AkcBk + h.c. (S55)

We choose the following SW transformation to find the effective Hamiltonian up to the first order,

S =
∑
k

([
α1a

†
R − α2aL

]
c†AkcBk −

[
α1aR − α2a

†
L

]
c†BkcAk

)
, (S56)

with α1 and α2, such that [S,H0] = −Hint +O(gL(R)/Ω
2
L(R)). Note that we will truncate the SW for this calculation

at the order of O(gL(R)/Ω
2
L(R)). The reason is the following: We already calculated the effective Hamiltonian for the

single polarization model up to the second order in perturbation theory, and found out that the second order does not
change the gap at the Dirac nodes, rather it perturbatively flattens the bands around the Dirac nodes, see Sec. IVD.
We find α1 = −gR/ΩR and α2 = −gL/ΩL. We have

[S,Hint] = − g2R
ΩR

∑
kk′

c†BkcAkc
†
Ak′cBk′ + h.c.− 2

g2R
ΩR

a†RaR
∑
k

(nBk − nAk)

− g2L
ΩL

∑
kk′

c†AkcBkc
†
Bk′cAk′ + h.c. + 2

g2L
ΩL

a†LaL
∑
k

(nBk − nAk) (S57)

+ gRgL

(
1

ΩL
− 1

ΩR

)
(aRaL + h.c.) (nBk − nAk) .

Then the effective Hamiltonian reads,

HK =
∑
k

[
kx + iky +O

(
g2L(R)

Ω2
L(R)

, k

)
+O

(
gL(R)

Ω2
L(R)

, k2
)]

c†AkcBk +ΩR

(
a†RaR +

1

2

)
+ΩL

(
a†LaL +

1

2

)
(S58)

−
∑
kk′

(
g2R
2ΩR

c†BkcAkc
†
Ak′cBk′ +

g2L
2ΩL

c†AkcBkc
†
Bk′cAk′ + h.c.

)
+

(
g2L
ΩL

a†LaL − g2R
ΩR

a†RaR +
gRgL
2

(
1

ΩL
− 1

ΩR

)
(aRaL + h.c.)

)∑
k

(nBk − nAk)
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When the cavity is in a Fock state,
〈
a†RaR

〉
∈ N,

〈
a†LaL

〉
∈ N, Eq. (S58) simplifies to,

HK = vF
∑
k

[
(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk + h.c. +

(
g2L
ΩL

a†LaL − g2R
ΩR

a†RaR

)
(nBk − nAk)

]
(S59)

−
∑
kk′

(
g2RvF
2ΩR

c†BkcAkc
†
Ak′cBk′ +

g2LvF
2ΩL

c†AkcBkc
†
Bk′cAk′ + h.c.

)
+ΩR

(
a†RaR +

1

2

)
+ΩL

(
a†LaL +

1

2

)

When the cavity is in vacuum state,
〈
a†RaR

〉
=
〈
a†LaL

〉
= 0, Eq. (S58) simplifies to Eq. (3) in the main text.

IV. HARTREE-FOCK MEAN-FIELD THEORY

A. Treating the first order interaction

Let us focus on the single-polarization model where gL = 0, and write Hartree and Fock terms by performing the
Wick contractions,

He-e
1,MFT ∼ − g2R

ΩR

∑
kk′

(〈
c†BkcAk

〉
c†Ak′cBk′ + c†BkcAk

〈
c†Ak′cBk′

〉
−
〈
c†BkcAk

〉〈
c†Ak′cBk′

〉
+
〈
c†BkcBk′

〉
cAkc

†
Ak′ + c†BkcBk′

〈
cAkc

†
Ak′

〉
−
〈
c†BkcBk′

〉〈
cAkc

†
Ak′

〉)
. (S60)

Note that strictly speaking, this is not an equality. Since we take two channels into account, we rescale Eq. (S60) by
a factor of 2,

He-e
1,MFT ≃ − g2R

2ΩR

∑
kk′

(〈
c†BkcAk

〉
c†Ak′cBk′ + c†BkcAk

〈
c†Ak′cBk′

〉
−
〈
c†BkcAk

〉〈
c†Ak′cBk′

〉
+
〈
c†BkcBk′

〉
cAkc

†
Ak′ + c†BkcBk′

〈
cAkc

†
Ak′

〉
−
〈
c†BkcBk′

〉〈
cAkc

†
Ak′

〉)
.

Working with a thermal ensemble of electrons, we need to make sure that the Wick contractions are done with respect
to an appropriate thermal ensemble which is the Fermi-Dirac distribution. This gives rise to the following nonzero
Wick contractions (see Sec. IVB for the intermediate steps),〈

c†AkcAk

〉
=

Ek +∆(k)

2Ek

1

eβEk + 1
+

k2x + k2y
2Ek(Ek +∆(k))

1

e−βEk + 1
=

1

2

(
1− ∆(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
, (S61)〈

c†BkcBk

〉
=

k2x + k2y
2Ek(Ek +∆(k))

1

eβEk + 1
+

Ek +∆(k)

2Ek

1

e−βEk + 1
=

1

2

(
1 +

∆(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
, (S62)〈

c†AkcBk

〉
=

kx − iky
2Ek

(
1

eβEk + 1
− 1

e−βEk + 1

)
= −kx − iky

2Ek
tanh

(
βEk

2

)
. (S63)

For now, let us only consider the channel regarding the Eqs. (S61) and (S62), because these channels are responsible
for the gap opening. The remaining channel’s effect is shown to be zero in Sec. IVC. Then, we obtain an MFT
Hamiltonian in the first order

H
(1)
MFT =

∑
k

[
(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk + h.c.− g2R

2ΩR

(〈
c†BkcBk

〉
(−c†AkcAk + c†BkcBk)−

〈
c†BkcBk

〉2
+
〈
c†BkcBk

〉)]
.

=
∑
k

[
vF (kxσ1 + kyσ2)−

g2Rv
2
F

2ωR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
σ3

]
+ E0. (S64)

Here we make a definition for the gap,

∆(k) =
g2Rv

2
F

2ωR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
, (S65)
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as this is the amplitude of σ3 term. E0 in Eq. (S64) is the many-body ground state energy,

E0 =
ωR

2
+

g2Rv
2
F

2ωR

∑
k

(〈
c†BkcBk

〉2
−
〈
c†BkcBk

〉)
=

ωR

2
+
∑
k

(
2ωR

g2Rv
2
F

∆(k)2 −∆(k)

)
. (S66)

By using the Wick rotations, we find the gap equation to be

∆(k) =
g2Rv

2
F

2ωR

1

2

(
1 +

∆(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
. (S67)

Let us note that at zero temperature and exactly at K point, we obtain ∆0(0) = g2Rv
2
F /2ωR as already discussed in

the Letter. Here the notation ∆T (k) denotes the vacuum gap at temperature T and momentum k. In the opposite
limit where the inverse temperature β → 0, we can expand tanh around 0, and obtain

∆∞(0) =
g2Rv

2
F

4ωR
+

g2Rv
2
F

4ωR

∆

Ek

(
β

2
Ek − 1

3

(
β

2
Ek

)3

+O(β5)

)
(S68)

=
g2Rv

2
F

4ωR
+

g2Rv
2
F

23ωR
∆β − g2Rv

2
F

3× 25ωR
∆E2

kβ
3 +O(β5) =

g2
Rv2

F

4ωR

1− g2
Rv2

F

8ωR
β
.

If β ≪ 8ωR

g2
Rv2

F
, we obtain

∆∞(0) =
g2Rv

2
F

4ωR
. (S69)

Hence we find, the gap based on the first order perturbation, changes from
g2
Rv2

F

2ωR
to

g2
Rv2

F

4ωR
as temperature increases.

Except these temperature points, we cannot solve the equation analytically. Hence we solve Eq. (S67) numerically to
find the dependence on the temperature. Fig. S5(a-c) depicts the numerical results to the gap equation in the first
order perturbation theory in the single-polarization limit (blue-solid). In (a) we observe that as we move away from
the Dirac nodes, the gap decreases. Fig. S5(b) shows how the gap decreases with increasing temperature. Fig. S5(c)
shows that the gap at the Fermi momentum is not affected by the temperature.

B. Bogoliubov diagonalization for the MFT Hamiltonian in the single-polarization limit

Here we give the exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
k

(
kxσ1 + kyσ2 −∆(k)σ3 + E0(k)

)
. (S70)

This form appears after the Wick contractions. Since this is a fermionic system, the Bogoliubov transformation follows
as

γαk = ucAk + vcBk, and γξk = −v∗cAk + u∗cBk, (S71)

while the inverse transformation is

cAk = u∗γαk − vγξk, and cBk = v∗γαk + uγξk. (S72)

To write H in terms of the new basis, we need to find

c†AkcAk = |u|2γ†
αkγαk + |v|2γ†

ξkγξk − uvγ†
αkγξk − u∗v∗γ†

ξkγαk, (S73)

c†BkcBk = |v|2γ†
αkγαk + |u|2γ†

ξkγξk + uvγ†
αkγξk + u∗v∗γ†

ξkγαk,

c†AkcBk = uv∗γ†
αkγαk − uv∗γ†

ξkγξk + u2γ†
αkγξk − (v∗)2γ†

ξkγαk.
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Figure S5. Numerical solutions to the gap equations for single- (a-c) and two-polarization (d-e) models for fixed frequency
ωc = 6.28 THz and effective mass of m = 0.02me. (a) Comparison of first and second order perturbation theories with respect
to rescaled momentum k =

√
k2
x + k2

y with Fermi momentum kF at zero temperature. (b) Comparison of first and second order
perturbation theories with respect to temperature at the Dirac nodes. (c) Comparison of first and second order perturbation
theories with respect to temperature at Fermi momentum kF. In (a-c), the solid-blue and red-pluses are the induced gaps
in the first and second order perturbation theories scaled with the zero temperature gaps at the Dirac nodes ∆0(0), and the
pink-dotted is the Fermi velocity renormalization. (d) First order perturbation theory with respect to rescaled momentum
k =

√
k2
x + k2

y with Fermi momentum kF at zero temperature (solid-blue) and infinite temperature (dashed-green). (e) First
order perturbation theory with respect to temperature at Dirac node (solid-red) and Fermi momentum kF (dashed-yellow). In
(d-e) we use a two-polarization model where only one Faraday rotator is needed which creates unequal couplings for left- and
right-circularly polarized light gR =

√
2gL.

Substituting these into the Hamiltonian results in the following three terms,

H0 =
∑
k

E0(k). (S74)

H1 =
∑
k

[
(kx + iky)uv

∗ + h.c.−∆(k)

(
|v|2 − |u|2

)](
γ†
αkγαk − γ†

ξkγξk

)
(S75)

H2 =
∑
k

[
(kx + iky)u

2 − (kx − iky)v
2 − 2uv∆(k)

]
γ†
αkγξk + h.c. (S76)

For diagonalization to happen, H2 = 0 which leads to the expressions for u and v. By also using the fact that
|u|2 + |v|2 = 1,

(kx + iky)u
2 − (kx − iky)v

2 − 2uv∆(k) = 0 → u =

√
Ek +∆(k)

2Ek
, v =

kx + iky√
2Ek(Ek +∆(k))

, (S77)

where E2
k = k2x + k2y +∆(k)2 is the excitation energy. Substituting these into H1, we obtain

H1 =
∑
k

Ek

(
γ†
αkγαk − γ†

ξkγξk

)
. (S78)
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Hence we see that the lower energy band is denoted by β with energy −Ek. Note that the Bogoliubov quasi-particles
(Bogoliubons) follow the Fermi-Dirac distribution when Wick contraction is applied in Sec. IVA〈

γ†
αkγαk

〉
=

1

eβEk + 1
,

〈
γ†
ξkγξk

〉
=

1

e−βEk + 1
, (S79)

where β is the inverse temperature. The tunneling terms are〈
γ†
αkγξk

〉
= Tr

[
ργ†

αkγξk

]
= Tr

[∑
σk

γ†
σk |0⟩ ⟨0| γσk
eβEσ(k) − 1

γ†
αkγξk

]
= 0. (S80)

C. Considering the second channel

Here let us discuss the fate of the channel
∑

k

〈
c†AkcBk

〉
. We immediately observe the following equation

vFκc = −g2Rv
2
F

ωR

∑
k′

〈
c†Ak′cBk′

〉
=

g2Rv
2
F

ωR

∑
k′

vF (k
′
x − ik′y + κc)

2Ek′
tanh

(
βEk′

2

)
∈ C.

First, at infinite temperature β → 0, κc = 0. For the other temperatures, this gives an integral equation over the
Fermi surface

κc =
g2Rv

2
F

ωR

∫ κy

−κy

dk′y

∫ κx

−κx

dk′x
k′x − ik′y + κc

2Ek′
tanh

(
βEk′

2

)
Note that κc is momentum independent, by definition. Also since κc can be written as a mere shift on the momenta,

κc =
g2Rv

2
F

ωR

∫ κy

−κy

dk′y

∫ κx

−κx

dk′x
(k′x + κx

c )− i(k′y + κy
c )

2Ek′
tanh

(
βEk′

2

)
We do a change of variables, kx = k′x + κx

c and ky = k′y + κy
c ,

κc =
g2Rv

2
F

ωR

∫ κy+κy
c

−κy+κy
c

dky

∫ κx+κx
c

−κx+κx
c

dkx
kx − iky
2Ek

tanh

(
βEk

2

)
.

Now let us change to polar coordinates, k =
√
k2x + k2y and tanϕ = ky/kx,

κc =
g2Rv

2
F

ωR

∫ π

−π

dϕ

∫ |κc|+κF

|κc|
kdk

e−iϕ

2Ek
tanh

(
βEk

2

)
= 0.

where |κc| = |κx
c − iκy

c | =
√
(κx

c )
2 + (κy

c )2, and κF =
√
κ2
x + κ2

y is the Fermi momentum. Hence we find κc = 0, and∑
k

〈
c†AkcBk

〉
= 0 at any temperature. Hence the first line of Eq. (S60) vanishes.

D. MFT on the second order interaction term

In this section, we perform the MFT to the second order interaction term in Eq. (S53). By using the following
expressions,

g2R
2Ω2

R

(kx + iky)
〈
c†BkcBk

〉
=

g2R
4Ω2

R

eiϕk

(
1 +

∆(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
, (S81)

g2R
2Ω2

R

∑
k

(kx + iky)
〈
c†AkcAk

〉
=

g2R
2Ω2

R

1

4πκF

∫ π

−π

eiϕdϕ

∫ κF

0

k2dk

(
1− ∆(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
= 0,

− g2R
2Ω2

R

∑
k

(kx + iky)
〈
c†BkcBk

〉
= 0.
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we find,

He-e
2,MFT = − g2R

4Ω2
R

∑
k

(kx + iky)

(
−
〈
c†AkcBk

〉
c†AkcAk + c†AkcBk

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
−
〈
c†AkcBk

〉〈
c†BkcBk

〉
+
〈
c†BkcBk

〉
c†AkcBk + c†BkcBk

〈
c†AkcBk

〉
−
〈
c†BkcBk

〉〈
c†AkcBk

〉
+
〈
c†AkcBk

〉)
+ h.c. (S82)

See the Sec. IVC for the definition of ϕ and k appeared in Eqs. (S81). Hartree-Fock expansion leads to the following
MFT Hamiltonian in the second order perturbation theory,

H
(2)
MFT =

∑
k

[(
1− g2R

2Ω2
R

〈
c†BkcBk

〉)
(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk + h.c. (S83)

−
(

g2R
2ΩR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
+ (kx + iky)

g2R
4Ω2

R

〈
c†AkcBk

〉
+ h.c.

)
(−c†AkcAk + c†BkcBk)

+ (kx + iky)
g2R
4Ω2

R

〈
c†AkcBk

〉(
2
〈
c†BkcBk

〉
− 1

)
+ h.c. +

g2R
2ΩR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉2
− g2R

2ΩR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉]
.

Hence we have a new gap equation (with Fermi velocity vF substituted back) and an equation for the Fermi velocity
renormalization,

∆(2)(k) =
g2Rv

2
F

2ωR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
+ vF (kx + iky)

g2Rv
2
F

4ω2
R

〈
c†AkcBk

〉
+ h.c. (S84)

v
(2)
F (k) =

(
1− g2Rv

2
F

2ω2
R

〈
c†BkcBk

〉)
vF . (S85)

Let us substitute Eqs. (S84) and (S85) into Eq. (S83),

H
(2)
MFT =

∑
k

[
v
(2)
F (k)(kx + iky)c

†
AkcBk + h.c.−∆(2)(k)(−c†AkcAk + c†BkcBk)

]
+ E

(2)
0 , (S86)

where E
(2)
0 is the many-body ground state energy in the second order perturbation theory,

E
(2)
0 =

ωR

2
+
∑
k

[
−∆(2)(k) +

4ω2
R

g2Rv
2
F

∆(2)(k)

(
1−

v
(2)
F (k)

vF

)
− 2ω3

R

g2Rv
2
F

(
1−

v
(2)
F (k)

vF

)2]
. (S87)

The energy expression in the second order reads E2
k = (v

(2)
F (k)k)2 + (∆(2)(k))2 noting v

(2)
F (k) ∈ R. The Wick

contractions should be updated as vF kx → v
(2)
F (k)kx, vF ky → v

(2)
F (k)ky and ∆(k) → ∆(2)(k) below.

〈
c†AkcAk

〉
=

1

2

(
1− ∆(2)(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
, (S88)〈

c†BkcBk

〉
=

1

2

(
1 +

∆(2)(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
,〈

c†AkcBk

〉
= −v

(2)
F (k)

kx − iky
2Ek

tanh

(
βEk

2

)
.

The coupled MFT equations for the second order perturbation theory follow after Eqs. (S88) are substituted into
Eqs. (S84) and (S85),

∆(2)(k) =
g2Rv

2
F

4ωR

(
1 +

∆(2)(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
− v

(2)
F (k)vF k

2 g
2
Rv

2
F

2ω2
R

tanh(βEk/2)

2Ek
(S89)

v
(2)
F (k) = vF − g2Rv

3
F

4ω2
R

(
1 +

∆(2)(k) tanh(βEk/2)

Ek

)
.
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Let us state these coupled MFT equations at K point,

∆(2)(0) =
g2Rv

2
F

4ωR

(
1 + tanh

(
β∆(2)(0)/2

))
(S90)

v
(2)
F (0) = vF

(
1− ∆(2)(0)

2ωR

)
.

The gap equation turns out to be the same with the gap equation in the first order perturbation theory, Eq. (S67).
However, the second order perturbation introduces a renormalization to the Fermi velocity. At zero temperature,
β → ∞, equations can be analytically solved

∆
(2)
0 (0) =

g2Rv
2
F

2ωR
and v

(2)
F,0(0) = vF

(
1− g2Rv

2
F

2ω2
R

)
. (S91)

We solve the equations numerically around K point in terms of Fermi momentum κF.
Fig. S5(a-c) summarizes the numerical solutions to the gap equation in both first and second order perturbation

theories in the single-polarization limit. In (a), we observe that Fermi velocity renormalization is negligible at the
Dirac nodes and away from them. This is consistent within the perturbation theory, see Eq. (S91). At the Dirac
nodes, the effect is the largest and is practically independent of the temperature, Fig. S5(b). However the gap in the
second order perturbation theory drastically differs from the first order as we move away from the Dirac nodes. This
has an important effect in the match with the numerical band structure as shown in the main text, Fig. 1. The gap
in both orders is the same at the Dirac nodes independently from the temperature, Fig. S5(b), and it expectantly
decreases with the temperature. We observe that the gap at the Fermi momentum increases with temperature in the
second order, eventually converges to the same value with the first order gap at large temperatures, Fig. S5(c).

E. MFT on two-polarization model

There are two interaction terms in the effective SW Hamiltonian of two-polarization model, Eq. (S59), and they have
to be treated separately giving rise to two independent gap equations. These interactions give rise to the following
effective MFT Hamiltonians,

H
(R)
MFT = −

∑
k

g2Rv
2
F

2ωR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
σ3 and H

(L)
MFT =

∑
k

g2Lv
2
F

2ωL

〈
c†AkcAk

〉
σ3, (S92)

where H0 = vF (kxσ1 + kyσ2) in both cases. Then defining

∆R(k) =
g2Rv

2
F

2ωR

〈
c†BkcBk

〉
and ∆L(k) =

g2Lv
2
F

2ωL

〈
c†AkcAk

〉
,

we can write

HMFT
K =

∑
k

(
kxσ1 + kyσ2 −

[
∆R(k)−∆L(k)

]
σ3 + E0(k)

)
. (S93)

By using Eqs. (S61) and (S62), we find the gap equations stated in the Letter, Eq. (4). Total gap is, ∆(k) =
∆R(k)−∆L(k). Then one could see, ∆(k) = 0 always holds if the time reversal symmetry is preserved. The many-
body ground state energy will follow closely to the ones found for single polarization model in this case. Let us work
this out explicitly. We have E0(k) = E0,R(k) + E0,L(k) with,

E0,R =
ωR

2
+
∑
k

(
2ωR

g2Rv
2
F

∆R(k)
2 −∆R(k)

)
and E0,L =

ωL

2
+
∑
k

(
2ωL

g2Lv
2
F

∆L(k)
2 −∆L(k)

)
.

For higher energy gaps at the Dirac nodes, the result follows very similar to the single polarization case too:

∆0(0) = (1 + 2nR)
g2Rv

2
F

2ωR
− (1 + 2nL)

g2Lv
2
F

2ωL
. (S94)

Figs. S5(d-e) show the numerically extracted gap for the two-polarization model where gR =
√
2gL is set due to the

phase shift anticipated with the Faraday effect. Both with respect to momentum and temperature, we observe very
similar behaviors to the single-polarization limit. Let us note that the calculated gaps are rescaled with ∆0(0), the
gap at zero temperature and Dirac nodes in the two-polarization model considered.
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