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We consider a system comprising two groups of quantum dimers placed in a common electromag-
netic cavity, and controlled by selectively applying a static external potential to one of the groups.
We show that in the regime of deep strong coupling to vacuum electromagnetic fluctuations, the
emergent photon-assisted interaction between the dimers, leads to a strongly non-linear quantized
cross-polarization response of the first, unbiased group of dimers to the potential applied to the sec-
ond group. The total polarization shows a series of almost ideal steps whose number and position
depends on the parity of the numbers of dimers in the groups. This non-perturbative effect is a
distinctive feature of mesoscopic systems comprising finite number of dimers and disappears in the
thermodynamic limit which is commonly used in the desciption of the generalized Dicke models.

Introduction. Polaritonic chemistry [1, 2], a novel
rapidly developing interdisciplinary field explores the
methods to modify chemical properties of materials by
placing them inside the optical microcavities. Of par-
ticular interest is the regime of strong light matter cou-
pling when the characteristic energy of light-matter in-
teraction exceeds the decay rates of the individual ex-
citations leading to the emergence of the hybrid light-
matter quasiparticles, polaritons. Due to the photonic
component, polaritons preserve spatial coherence at large
distances of the order of the resonant cavity wavelength
which as has been shown both theoretically [3] and ex-
perimentally [4] leads to the substantial modification of
energy transfer and more generally chemical kinetics in
cavity embedded materials. Moreover, for stronger light-
matter interaction, when the characteristic energy of
light-matter coupling becomes comparable to the exci-
tation energy, the system enters the so-called ultrastrong
coupling regime [5] characterized by the substantial mod-
ification of the ground state of the system by vacuum
fluctuations of cavity electromagnetic field. Ultrastrong
coupling was predicted to induce various cavity mediated
phase transitions such as superconductivity [6–10], fer-
roelectric phase transitions [11], topological phase tran-
sitions [12, 13], as well as substantial modification of the
chemical reactions inside the cavity [14].

Theoretical description of the ultrastrong coupling be-
tween light and matter usually focuses at the two limit-
ing cases. First, one can consider a very small number
of two-level systems coupled to the cavity modes of the
system. In the limit of a single cavity mode and one two-
level system this reduces to the celebrated Rabi model,
for which an analytical solution has been found relatively
recently [15]. In the opposing limit of large number N of
two-level systems, one can exploit the transition to the
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the setup: two groups
of dimers in the cavity with a polarizing potential applied to
one of the groups. Interaction between dimers is allowed only
via photonic mode. In the shown configuration N1 = 3 and
N2 = 2, antiferroelectric ordering is observed.

thermodynamic limit N → ∞. It has been shown that in
this limit, one may resort to the random phase approxi-
mation in the leading order with respect to 1/N [16–18].

The intermediate case, when the number N is finite
but not asymptotically large, corresponding to the meso-
scopic regime, is by large terra incognita so far. In this
intermediate case, there are not many methods except for
the computationally demanding exact diagonalization of
the full light-matter Hamiltonian. While, recently new
approaches based on the quantum electrodynamics den-
sity functional theory (QEDFT) are being developed [19–
24], their applicability to generic systems in the ultra-
strong coupling regime is still subject of active research.
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In this Letter we explore this intermediate regime
of finite number of two-level systems in a cavity and
demonstrate the emergence of the non-perturbative ef-
fects which can not be described within the RPA. Specif-
ically, we consider a system schematically depicted in Fig.
1: N = N1 +N2 dimers are placed in a single mode cav-
ity. Only N2 dimers are subject to the external static
potential vext, polarizing the dimers. It is assumed that
dimers do not interact directly and are coupled only via
the interaction with a cavity electromagnetic mode.

The Hamiltonian of the system reads

Ĥ = −T

N∑
i=1

σ̂i,x + vext

N∑
i=N1+1

σ̂i,z

+
p̂2

2
+

λ2

2

(
ωq̂

λ
−

N∑
i=1

σ̂i,z

)2

, (1)

The first term describes the tunnelling of the electrons
between two states in each dimer with T being intradimer
hopping amplitude. An experimental realization which
corresponds to this model is an ensemble of the di-
atomic molecules, or double quantum dots. The tun-
nelling term thus describes electron hopping between two
atoms or two quantum dots. We neglect direct coupling
between dimers which is justified since the tunnelling co-
efficient decays exponentially with the distance. The sec-
ond term describes the static gating of the one group of
the dimers. Indeed, when a static electric field is ap-
plied along the dimer direction, the energies of the two
dimer sites are split. The last two terms correspond to
the energy 1/8π

∫
(B̂2 + Ê2)dr of the transverse cavity

mode. The magnetic field B̂ =
√
4πp̂ is proportional

to the photon canonical momenta p̂. The electric field
Ê =

√
4π(ωq̂− λŜz) is related to canonical coordinate q̂,

proportional to the electric displacement, and λ
∑

i σ̂iz is
the total polarization of the system of dimers with λ be-
ing the effective light-matter interaction. In what follows
we normalize the energy to the cavity photon energy ω. It
should be noted the Hamiltonian (1) belongs to a class of
so called generalized Dicke models which have been stud-
ied recently [25–32]. Specifically, it has been shown that
the structure of the ground state [28] and thermodynamic
properties [26] of such systems can substantially deviate
from the predictions of the conventional Dicke model. A
common feature of these models are the emergent long-
range interactions between the two-level systems facili-
tated by the exchange of the cavity photon. There was
also a certain ambiguity related to the question whether
these systems may support a so-called Dicke superradi-
ant phase transition with the emergence of polarization
in the ground state. It is however, now acknowledged
that in the gauge invariant formulations of these models,
this phase transition is absent in the case of spatially uni-
form cavity mode profiles [33–35]. Specifically, Hamilto-
nian (1) is gauge equivalent to a collection of dimers with
intradimer hoppings dressed with electromagnetic vector
potential via Peierls substitution.
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FIG. 2. Dependencies of d1, d2, and P (upper panel in each
figure) on the external field vext applied to the second group
of dimers, and semiclassical Born-Oppenheimer (BO) ground
state energies as functions of the rescaled photon coordinate
ωq/λ in different ranges of vext (lower panels in each figure).
The upper figure corresponds to the combination N1 = 1 and
N2 = 2. For the lower figure, N1 = 2 and N2 = 2. In both
cases, the system parameters: λ = 3, ω = 1, T = 1. BOA
and ED denote Born-Oppenheimer approximation and exact
diagonalization respectively.
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We are interested in the dependence of polarization
(which is given by operator σz for each dimer) for the
first group of dimers on the external potential vext ap-
plied to the second group. We used the exact diagonal-
ization to find the ground state of the system. In what
follows we will use the operators of the polarization of

the groups of the dimers:Ŝ(1,2) =
∑N(1,2)

i=1 σ̂(1,2),i and the

total polarization Ŝ = Ŝ1 + Ŝ2

Figure 2 shows two examples of the dependence on
vext of the average polarization for each group of dimers

d(1,2) = 1/(N(1,2))
∑N(1,2)

i=1 ⟨σ(1,2),i
z ⟩, and of the total po-

larization P = ⟨Sz⟩. Specifically, we present two cases:
(N1 = 1, N2 = 2) and N1 = 2, N2 = 2. The main
common feature of the presented dependencies are (i)
a strongly non-monotonic discontinuous average polar-
ization of first group d1(vext), and (ii) a sharp, step-like
total polarization P (vext). We also observe remarkable
differences in the behavior for these two cases, both at
large, and at small vext. Firstly, at large |vext| the polar-
izations of the two groups of dimers have opposite signs
for N1 = 1 and the same sign for N1 = 2. Moreover, at
vext ≈ 0 the polarization is almost constant for N1 = 2
and has a steep step for N1 = 1. The plots for other com-
binations of (N1, N2) can be found in the Supplemental
Material.

Importantly, the observed peculiar quantized response
emerges only in the deep strong coupling regime when the
dimensionless light-matter coupling strength λ2/ω ≥ 1.
In this regime, one can neglect the kinetic energy of the
harmonic oscillator in Hamiltonian Eq. (1) and treat q
as a classical variable, which can be viewed as a cavity
Born-Oppenheimer approximation (BOA) [36]. In this
approximation, Hamiltonian reduces to a square matrix
of dimension (N1+1)×(N2+1) and we can find its ground
state by finding the lowest eigenvalue E(q) at each q (the
BO surface), and then identifying its global minimum.
As can be seen in Fig. 2 the polarization found in this
approximation (shown with blue dotted lines) reproduces
all main features of the exact diagonalization (shown by
dashed blue lines).

We then make yet another approximation: we first
switch off the intra-dimer hopping T = 0 and then switch
it on adiabatically. In the limit T = 0 the Hamiltonian
can be diagonalized exactly. The eigenstates are just the
direct products of the eigenstates of S1,z, S2,z, |m1,m2⟩ =
|m1⟩⊗|m2⟩. For each group of dimers there areNi+1 dis-
tinct eigenvalues values mi = −Ni,−Ni + 2 . . . Ni. The
ground state energy is then given by:

ET=0 = min
q

[
vextm2 +

λ2

2

(ωq
λ

−m1 −m2

)2]
, (2)

In this case ET=0 has local minima at points ωq/λ =
m1 + m2 = −N, . . . , N , in total there are N + 1
minima. For even N(odd number of minima), all
minima are located at even integer values of ωq/λ
(. . . ,−4,−2, 0, 2, 4, . . . ), and there is a distinguished
central minimum with m = 0. For odd N (even
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FIG. 3. Dependencies of d1, d2, and P on vext applied to the
second group of dimers (upper panel), and the BO energies in
different ranges of vext as functions of the photon coordinate
q (lower panels). The figure corresponds N1 = 1, N2 = 6.
System parameters: λ = 3, ω = 1, T = 1.

number of minima) they are also at integer points
(. . . ,−3,−1, 1, 3, . . . ) but the integers are odd, and the
minimum at q = 0 is absent. At T = 0 and vext = 0 all
N+1 minima in the BO surface are degenerate in energy.
At finite vext the number of degenerate valleys reduces to
N1 + 1, while the energies of the remaining N2 minima
acquire a linear dependence on m2. This multi-valley
structure of the BO surface controlled by vext is the root
of the step-like behavior of the total polarization P .

The degeneracy of different minima is lifted by turning
on the intra-dimer hopping T which introduces coupling
between states corresponding to different eigenstates of
Sz operator at the same q. The operator TSx couples the
states with Sz projections which differ by ±2. Therefore
the correction to the energy starts from the second order
and generically lowers the ground state energy. More-
over, the correction due to the coupling between states
with projections different by 2n (where n is a positive
integer) will be proportional to (T/λ2)n. Apparently for
vext = 0, the lowest energy corresponds to minima with
smallest |q| (q = 0 for even N and ωq/λ = ±1 for odd
N). Indeed, for evenN , the central minimum at q = 0 ac-

quires a downward shift that is by an amount ∼ (T/λ2)
N
2

larger compared to the shift of the neighbouring minima
at ωq/λ = ±2. For odd N , the two degenerate central
minima at ωq/λ = ±1 are red shifted with respect to the



4

closest minima at ωq/λ = ±3 by an term ∼ (T/λ2)
N−1

2 .
This simple analysis is confirmed by computing the BO
energies numerically, see lower panels in Figs. 2 and 3.

In the case of odd N , a week external potential vext
lifts the degeneracy between the ωq/λ = ±1 states, and
the system falls to one of these minima depending on the
sign of vext. This results in the step-like behaviour of po-
larization at vext ≈ 0 shown in Fig. 2 for N = 3, and in
Fig. 3 for N = 7. For even N there is a single minimum
at q = 0 and the system remains in this minimum for
small vext, as we can see in Fig. 2 for N = 4. In gen-
eral, a finite vext favors the extreme values of m2 = ±N2

in order to minimize term vextm2. In the limit T = 0
there are thus N1 + 1 degenerate minima corresponding
to m2 = −N2 (for positive vext) and for ωq/λ = m1+N2

and N2 states with values of m2 from −N2 + 2 to N2.
Nonzero T couples states with different Sz and lifts the
degeneracy. However, in the presence of vext the global
minimum does not always correspond to the state with
smallest Sz, because there the energy asymmetry for the
states with Sz differing by ±2. As a result for small vext,
the global energy minimum still corresponds to the val-
ley with the minimal Sz, but as vext becomes comparable
to T 2/λ2 the system switches to the state with another
value of Sz. This results in the stepwise dependence of
the polarization on vext with the width of the steps pro-
portional to T 2/λ2. The total number of steps Ns obeys
a simple formula

Ns =

{
N2 − 1, if N1 is odd

N2, if N1 is even
(3)

The validity of this formula is clearly demonstrated by
Figs. 2 and 3. We provide a chart of characteristic plots
for different N in Fig. 8 of Supplemental Material..

The quantum nature of electromagnetic field is respon-
sible for transitions between the steps because they occur
via tunneling between the corresponding valleys of the
BO surface. To account for this, we replace the variable
q by a coherent state |q⟩ of the harmonic oscillator, such
that ⟨q|q̂|q⟩ = q. The wave function can then be written
as a linear combination of the coherent states correspond-
ing to different local minima of the BO surface. The tun-
neling probability between the minima at different qi is
proportional to the overlap of the corresponding coherent

states ⟨qi|qj⟩ ∼ e−(qi−qj)
2 ∼ e−λ2/ω Thus, the parameter

λ2/ω controls the coupling between the valley with dif-

ferent q, end e−λ2/ω determines the width of the steep
transition between the states with corresponding Sz. To
illustrate the dependence of the shape of the steps on
T/λ2 and λ2/ω, in Fig. 4 we plot a collection of the step
shapes for different values of these two parameters.

It should be emphasized, that the observed step-like
behaviour disappears in the thermodynamic limit. We
demonstrate it explicitly using a numerical calculation,
the results of which are shown in Fig. 8 in SM. This
limit corresponds to N → ∞ and the scaling of the light-
matter interaction as λ → λ/

√
N as it is inversely pro-
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1/4

1/2

1

2

T
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2
FIG. 4. Polarization P as a function of vext for different
values of T/λ2 and λ2/ω. Each cell shows P within limits
[−2.5; 2.5] when vext changes in the range [−2; 2]. The system
corresponds to N1 = 2 and N2 = 2 at λ = 3.

portional to the square root of the cavity mode volume.
It is now anticipated that the thermodynamic limit of
the Dicke and related models can be analyzed within the
1/N expansion [16–18] and the leading order correction
is given by the RPA-like bubble diagrams. The second
order RPA energy diagram is shown in the upper panel of
Fig. 5. The bubbles correspond to the dimer excitation
propagator and wavy lines to the cavity photon propa-
gators. Each bubble has a factor of N1,2, depending on
the group of dimers, and each vertex carries the factor of
λ/

√
N . Let us apply the external potentials vext,1 and

vext,2 to the first and the second group of dimers, respec-
tively. The differential cross-polarizability of the first
group is given by χ12 = ∂2E0/(∂vext,1∂vext,2)|vext,1=0.
The energy corrections can be expanded with respect to
small vext and calculated explicitly. The result shows,
that for the RPA-like diagrams there are no terms in the
energy proportional to vext,1vext,2 and thus the cross-
polarizability in identically zero. The cross terms ap-
pear in the next order of 1/N expansion for the diagram
shown in the lower panel of Fig. 5. Thus, the magnitude
of the cross-polarization scales as λ6/N and vanishes in
the thermodynamic limit. Therefore, the effective dimer-
dimer interaction emerges only in the case of mesoscopic
systems, with finite number of dimers.

An experimental observation of the proposed effect
could be realized in the system comprising two spatially
separated groups of double quantum dots embedded in
a single microwave cavity [37–39]. It should be noted,
that in a realistic system, the cavity photons will have fi-
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RPA: = c1 + a1v
2
ext,1 + b1v

2
ext,2 + . . .

NONRPA: = c2 + a2vext,1vext,2 + . . .

FIG. 5. Difference in behavior between the two types of di-
agrams. It can be seen that the cross susceptibility (χ12),
which simply is equal to the cross derivative from diagrams
above, in the rpa case is zero if the field on one of the dimers is
always zero. Explicit expressions for a1, c1, b1, c2, a2 are pre-
sented in the Supplementary Information.

nite lifetime due to the finite cavity quality factor, which
may lead to the electroluminiscence in the considered sys-
tem. While electroluminiscence was previously predicted
in the similar set-ups [40], a self consistent description
of the spectral and statistical properties of the emission

would require an input-output formalism supplemented
with a density matrix Master equation tailored for the
ultrastrong coupling regime [32].
To conclude, we have shown that mesoscopic systems

in the ultrastrong coupling regime demonstrate the non-
perturbative behaviour, not captured neither by the weak
coupling perturbation nor by the 1/N expansion conven-
tionally used for the description of the Dicke-like Hamil-
tonians. Specifically, in the system comprising two group
of dimers in a common cavity, we have revealed a quan-
tized dependence of the cross-polarization and the total
polarization on the external potential applied selectively
to one of the groups. We give a qualitative explanation to
the discovered effect and explain why it occurs only for
finite numbers of dimers and deep strong light-matter
coupling regime. These results open new routes to ex-
ploring physics of deep strong light matter coupling in
mesoscopic systems.
Acknowledgement. I.V.T. acknowledges support by

Grupos Consolidados UPV/EHU del Gobierno Vasco
(Grant No. IT1249-19) and by Spanish MICINN (Project
No. PID2020-112811GB-I00).

∗ i.iorsh@metalab.ifmo.ru
[1] Thomas W. Ebbesen, “Hybrid light-matter states in a

molecular and material science perspective,” Accounts
of Chemical Research 49, 2403–2412 (2016).

[2] Raphael F Ribeiro, Luis A Mart́ınez-Mart́ınez, Matthew
Du, Jorge Campos-Gonzalez-Angulo, and Joel Yuen-
Zhou, “Polariton chemistry: controlling molecular dy-
namics with optical cavities,” Chemical science 9, 6325–
6339 (2018).

[3] Felipe Herrera and Frank C. Spano, “Cavity-controlled
chemistry in molecular ensembles,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
238301 (2016).

[4] Xiaolan Zhong, Thibault Chervy, Lei Zhang, Anoop
Thomas, Jino George, Cyriaque Genet, James A Hutchi-
son, and Thomas W Ebbesen, “Energy transfer between
spatially separated entangled molecules,” Angewandte
Chemie 129, 9162–9166 (2017).

[5] Anton Frisk Kockum, Adam Miranowicz, Simone De
Liberato, Salvatore Savasta, and Franco Nori, “Ultra-
strong coupling between light and matter,” Nature Re-
views Physics 1, 19–40 (2019).
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Dimer behaviour within different external field scales

The energy and average value of the z-projection of the effectvie spin are the primary observables that we are

interested in. In the main text we introduced the variables d(1,2) = 1/(N(1,2))
∑N(1,2)

i=1 ⟨σ(1,2),i
z ⟩, and of the total system

polarization P = ⟨Sz⟩. In Fig. 7, we illustrate the behavior of d1 and d2 in the ground state, depending on the
external potential vext acting on the second group of dimers (N2). In the figure, we present nine combinations of
dimer numbers within each group. We observe an interesting feature in the behavior of the system’s polarization P
as a function of the external potential vext acting on the second group of dimers. For small values of vext, P takes
on only integer values in steps of two. This is because we have chosen σ̂ as the spin operator, which discards the
contribution of 1/2 to the polarization. We remark that this effect can only be observed when the external potential
is small in magnitude. The situation on a large scale of vext is shown in Fig. 6. It should be noted that at high values
of the external potential, the correct asymptotic behavior of the dimers can only be observed in the case of exact
diagonalization.
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FIG. 6. Dependencies of value of the z-projection on the external field vext of the second group of dimers. All figures correspond
to different combinations of irradiated (second group of dimers, N2) and non-irradiated (first group of dimers, N1) by external
potential vext. System parameters: λ = 3, ω = 1, T = 1.
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by ∼ 150. System parameters: λ = 3, ω = 1, T = 1.
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FIG. 8. Dependencies of the normalized polarization (vertical axis within each subplot) on the external field vext (horizontal
axis within each subplot) applied to the second group of dimers. All insets correspond to the different couples of dimer numbers
(N1, N2). The normalization is carried out by dividing by the total number of dimers in the system: P/(N1+N2). The external
potential vext for each subplot varies within the range [−1, 1]. System parameters: λ = 3, ω = 1, T = 1.

POLARIZATION BEHAVIOUR AT DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF DIMERS

In this section, we would like to demonstrate how the polarization of the system behaves with an increase in the
total number of dimers. Namely, that the thermodynamic limit can be described using the RPA, in which the stepwise
dependence of the polarization on the external potential becomes linear. To do this, in Fig. 8 we present the behavior
of the normalized polarization (P/(N1 + N2)) depending on the external potential vext for different values of the
couples (N1, N2).

TWO EXAMPLES OF DIAGRAMS

In this section, we look at the behavior of the two diagrams mentioned in the paper. To take the thermodynamic
limit, we make a variable change N1 → αN , N2 → βN , and λ → λ0/

√
N , with the ratio α/β is assumed to remain
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finite. The diagrams read as:

=
N1N2

(2π)3

∞∫
−∞

2∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

2∑
l=1

2∑
j=1

dε1dε2dω
′d1i,kd

1
k,id

2
j,ld

2
l,jD

2
ph(ω, ω

′)

(iε1 − E1
i )(iε1 − iω′ − E1

k)(iε2 − E2
j )(iε2 + iω′ − E2

l )

= αβλ4
0

[
4

27
− 4v2ext,2

27
− 4v2ext,2

27
+

38v2ext,1v
2
ext,2

243
+O(v4ext)

]
, (4)

=
N1N2

(2π)4

∞∫
−∞

2∑
i=1

2∑
k=1

2∑
j=1

2∑
o=1

2∑
m=1

2∑
n=1

×
dε1dε2dω

′dω′′d1i,kd
1
k,jd

1
j,id

2
m,od

2
o,nd

2
n,mDph(ω, ω

′)Dph(ω, ω
′ − ω′′)Dph(ω, ω

′′)

(iε1 − E1
i )(iε1 − iω′ − E1

j )(iε1 − iω′′ − E1
k)(iε2 − E2

m)(iε2 − iω′ − E2
n)(iε2 − iω′′ − E2

o)

= αβ
λ6
0

N

[
−38vext,1vext,2

30
+

23v3ext,1vext,2

450
+

23vext,1v
3
ext,2

450
+ +O(v6ext)

]
, (5)

where photon propagator, dipole matrix elements, and energies are defined as:

Dph(ω, ω
′) = − λ2ω′2

ω′2 + ω2
, d11,2 = d12,1 =

T

W (vext,1, T )
, d21,2 = d22,1 =

T

W (vext,2, T )
, W (vext, T ) =

√
v2ext + T 2

d11,1 = − vext,1
W (vext,1, T )

, d12,2 =
vext,1

W (vext,1, T )
, d21,1 = − vext,2

W (vext,2, T )
, d22,2 =

vext,2
W (vext,2, T )

,

E1
1 = −W (vext,1, T ), E1

2 = W (vext,1, T ), E2
1 = −W (vext,2, T ), E2

2 = W (vext,2, T ). (6)
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