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Coupling a system to two different baths can lead to novel phenomena escaping the constraints of thermal
equilibrium. In quantum materials inside optical cavities, this feature can be exploited as electrons and cavity-
photons are easily pulled away from their mutual equilibrium, even in the steady state. This offers new routes
for a non-invasive control of material properties and functionalities. We show that the absence of thermal equi-
librium between electrons and photons leads to reduced symmetries of the steady-state electronic distribution
function. Moreover, by defining an effective temperature from the on-shell distribution function, we find a non-
monotonic behaviour as a function of cavity frequency, consistent with recent experimental findings. Finally,
we show that, the non-thermal behaviour leads to qualitative modifications of the material’s properties, as the
standard Sommerfeld expansion for observables is modified by a leading-order correction linearly proportional
to the temperature difference between the two baths and to the frequency-derivative of the electron damping.

Introduction— Out-of-equilibrium phenomena have resur-
faced in multiple areas of physics as a way to circumvent the
restrictions imposed by thermal equilibrium. Non-equilibrium
steady states, resulting from the coupling of the system of
interest to two different baths, are available in various con-
figurations across multiple platforms, ranging from transport
in condensed-matter systems, through lasers in atomic and
solid-state systems, to active matter and biological systems.
In transport for instance two thermal baths act as source and
drain of electrons and induce a charge current [1–4]. In active
matter such as molecular motors [5–9], the degrees of freedom
subject to energy input are different from the ones dissipating
it. Similar situations arise in turbulence [10–12], where en-
ergy is injected at large length scales and viscously dissipated
at short length scales, or in a laser, where electrons inside
atoms are externally excited while light is emitted through the
mirrors of a cavity [13].

It is in this context that we turn towards cavity quantum ma-
terials [14–17], where electrons are coupled on the one hand
to the cryostat directly attached to the material, and on the
other hand to the discrete set of electromagnetic modes of the
cavity, which in turn is coupled through the leaky mirrors to
the continuum of electromagnetic modes outside, as schemat-
ically shown in Fig. 1. Both the electromagnetic continuum
and the cryostat act as thermal baths, but they do not need to
be at the same temperature, so that a nonthermal steady state
can be achieved. Confining light around quantum materials
through cavities has recently emerged as an alternative to the
laser-based control [18], with the advantage that weakly, ther-
mally excited electromagnetic fields can be used to affect the
material without the large energy input restricting laser-based
approaches to pulsed (transient) regimes. In particular, the ab-
sence of thermal equilibrium between electrons and photons
has been identified as a source of novel phenomenology and
enhanced control [19–24].

The present work is particularly motivated by a recent
experiment demonstrating cavity control of the metal-to-
insulator transition in 1T-TaS2 [24]. The critical temperature
associated with the charge-density-wave formation could be
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the electron-photon system
under consideration. (a) Two distinct thermal baths coupled to the
electrons (photons) ψ (a) and with temperature Tcry (Tcav) and spec-
tral width γ (γph) in orange (blue). The electromagnetic field a is
coupled to electrons with a strength g. (b) Realization with a quan-
tum material within a Fabry-Perot cavity.

substantially modified by tuning only the cavity resonant fre-
quency, despite the light-matter coupling being small relative
to the intrinsic electronic scales. So far, the cavity-induced
thermal Purcell effect has been suggested as a possible ex-
planation [24, 25], whereby the electrons, due to the cavity
environment, experience a temperature different from the one
of the cryostat.

In this work, we instead focus on the non-thermal nature
of the steady-state of electrons. We show that, the elec-
tronic distribution function has a reduced symmetry compared
to the thermal equilibrium one, parametrically tuned by the
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electron-photon coupling, quasiparticle damping and cavity
frequency. From the on-shell nonthermal distribution, a low-
energy effective temperature can be extracted from the vicin-
ity of the Fermi surface which presents a non-monotonic be-
haviour as a function of the cavity frequency, in line with the
non-monotonic behavior of the critical temperature observed
experimentally in Ref. [24]. Moreover, we show that the dom-
inant fluctuation effect on observables is genuinely nonther-
mal, as the standard Sommerfeld expansion is modified by
a correction linearly proportional to the temperature differ-
ence between the cavity photons and the cryostat, as well as
to the frequency-derivative of the electron damping. In this
first work, we do not consider the specific charge-density-
wave scenario of [24], but rather a simpler model of a two-
dimensional metal inside a Fabry-Perot cavity, which makes
the generic nature of the proposed nonthermal mechanism
clear. We finally note that the nonthermal nature of the elec-
tronic distribution induced by cavity-photons has been already
investigated in terms of its effect on the superconducting gap
[19], in analogy to the original Eliashberg effect with oscil-
lating radiofrequency fields [26]. Here, we focus instead on
general effects that the cavity-induced nonthermal behaviour
has on the material’s properties, namely how the fermionic
distribution is modified, and how this influences the Sommer-
field expansion for single-particle observables.

Model— We treat the cavity as two perfectly conducting
parallel mirrors with the electrons moving in a plane parallel
to the mirrors and placed amidst them, as schematically shown
in Fig. 1(b). Photons inside the cavity acquire a finite mass
because of the boundary conditions, which is set by the cavity
fundamental frequency ν0, appearing in the photon dispersion
ν2q = ν20 + c2q2. For simplicity, we will set c = 1 and ℏ =
1 throughout the paper. The Hamiltonian for the uncoupled,
closed photon-electron system is given by:

H0 =
∑

k

ϵkψ
†
kψk +

∑
q

νq

(
a†qaq +

1

2

)
, (1)

where the first term models the metallic behaviour of the elec-
trons with a gapless dispersion ϵk = |k|2/(2m) in d + 1
space-time dimensions. We have expressed the Hamiltonian
in terms of the creation and annihilation operators for the elec-
trons {ψk, ψ

†
k′} = δk,k′ , as well as for the cavity photons

[aq, a
†
q′ ] = δq,q′ . We couple the electrons to a thermal bath at

temperature Tcry, which physically corresponds to a cryogeni-
cally cooled substrate. We choose the simplest model where
the bath can be treated exactly. It is composed of fermionic
degrees of freedom coupled linearly to the electrons:

He-bath =
∑
k,s

[
ϵs(k)f†skfsk + ts(k)(ψ†

kfsk + f†skψk)
]
. (2)

Here we have an extensive number of bath degrees of free-
dom fsk, labeled by s and coupled to each electron mo-
mentum component. As shown in the Supplementary Ma-
terial, where we adopt a real-time path-integral formulation
on the Keldsyh contour [27, 28] to integrate the bath out,

the latter enters the effective theory for the electrons via its
temperature Tcry and the quasiparticle damping γ(k, ω) =
π
2

∑
s t

2
s(k) δ(ω− ϵs(k)). A description in terms of these two

quantities is actually more generally applicable than the sim-
ple model of Eq. (2). Additionally, the leaky cavity mirrors
allow the external environmental photons at temperature Tcav
to act as a thermal bath for the cavity modes. The Hamilto-
nian for the photon-bath and its coupling to the cavity photons
reads:

Hph−bath =
∑
s,q

[
νs(q)

(
d†sqdsq +

1

2

)

+
tphs (q)

2
√
νqνs(q)

(a†−q + aq)(d
†
s−q + dsq)

]
, (3)

where we again consider an extensive number of harmonic
oscillators dsq coupling to each photonic mode of the cav-
ity in a linear fashion. Similarly to the electrons, we inte-
grate out the photon-bath within our path-integral formulation
to obtain an effective description in terms of the bath tem-
perature Tcav and the resulting photon damping γph(q, ω) =∑
s
πtphs (q)2

4νs(q) δ(ω − νs(q)). Finally, we model the electron-
photon coupling by a Yukawa-type interaction:

V = g

∫
ddx ϕ(x)ψ†(x)ψ(x), (4)

where ψ(x) and ϕ(x) are the fermionic and real bosonic
Fourier transformed operators of ψk and ϕq = (aq +

a†−q)/
√
2Lνq respectively, g is the light-matter coupling and

L is the cavity length. Throughout the rest of the paper, we
will set L by its relation with the fundamental cavity fre-
quency L = π/ν0. In Fabry-Perot cavities g is small, typi-
cally of the order of 0.1 of the electron bandwidth [16, 29, 30].
Note that we are using a coupling to the electron density.
This might be appropriate for deep-subwavelength cavities
[30], but for the Fabry-Perot cavity considered here, a cur-
rent coupling should actually be used. We argue however that
the qualitative non-equilibrium features of the system can be
highlighted also with the simpler density coupling of Eq. (4).
For the sake of simplicity, we also consider a momentum-
independent coupling g. The total Hamiltonian we consider
is thus H = H0 +He−bath +Hph−bath + V .

Dyson equation approach— Our goal is to compute the
electron distribution function F (k, ω) in the steady state of
the open system. We cannot assume thermal equilibrium,
plus electrons and photons cannot in principle be treated clas-
sically. Therefore, a classical (Langevin or Fokker-Planck)
approach is not suitable, while a standard Boltzmann-type
equation for the electrons is restricted to the case of a small
electron-bath coupling ensuring well-defined quasiparticles
[19]. We thus choose to start with coupled Dyson equations
for the electron’s and photon’s distribution functions. Since
we are dealing with an interacting system – the electron-
photon coupling is not linear – we adopt a self-consistent one-
loop approach [31, 32] which can be obtained within the real-
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time path-integral formulation illustrated in the Supplemen-
tary Material. We proceed now by neglecting the back ac-
tion of the electrons onto the photons, which is valid as long
as the photon-bath coupling, quantified by γph, is sufficiently
larger than the coupling g. Further assuming space- and time-
translation invariance in the steady state, the resulting equa-
tion for the electron distribution function reads:

γ(k, ω)∆F (k, ω) = g2
∑

k′

∫
ω̃

A(k′, ω̃)Aph(k′ − k, ω̃ − ω){
B0(ω̃ − ω)

[
F (k′, ω̃)− F (k, ω)

]
− 1 + F (k, ω)F (k′, ω̃)

}
,

(5)

where
∫
ω̃

≡
∫

dω̃
2π , and we have defined the deviation

of the distribution function from equilibrium ∆F (k, ω) =
F (k, ω) − F0(ω), along with the thermal distribution func-
tions for the electrons F0(ω) = tanh [(ω − µ0)/(2Tcry)] and
the photons B0(ω) = coth[ω/(2Tcav)]. We have introduced
here the electron chemical potential or Fermi energy µ0 set by
the bath. We have also written the right hand side in terms of
the spectral functions of the electronsA(k, ω) and the photons
Aph(k, ω), which are defined as A(k, ω) = γ(k,ω)

(ω−ϵk)2+γ2(k,ω)

and Aph(q, ω) = ν0
π

γph(ω)

(ω2−ν2
q )

2+γ2
ph(ω)

. Within the simple
model introduced above, the quasiparticle dampings γ and
γph are set by the baths.

A further approximation can be done by assuming that
the photon spectral function varies in frequency on a much
smaller scale than the electron spectral function and the dis-
tribution functions of both photons and electrons. In order
for this to be true, the photon damping, setting the width of
the spectral function, must be sufficiently smaller than the
electron damping, γph ≪ γ, as well as the temperatures,
γph ≪ Tcry, Tcav. Under these conditions, we can treat the
photon spectral function Aph(k, ω) as a Dirac-delta peaked
at the photon dispersion to perform the frequency integral in
Eq. (5). Furthermore, the momentum integral can be similarly
performed by observing that the photons in the cavity have
an extremely light mass compared to the electronic effective
mass coming from the dispersion relation in typical solid-state
materials. This allows to treat the momentum-dependence of
the photon spectral function also as a delta function at zero
momentum. As shown in the Supplementary Material, per-
forming these approximations leads to a self-consistent equa-
tion for the distribution function of the form:

∆F (k, ω) =
g2

4πγ(k, ω)
[
A(k, ω + ν0)Hν0(k, ω)

−A(k, ω − ν0)H−ν0(k, ω)
]
,

(6)

where we defined Hν(k, ω) = B0(ν)
[
F (k, ω + ν) −

F (k, ω)
]
+F (k, ω)F (k, ω+ ν)− 1. Eq. (6) can be solved it-

eratively, starting from the thermal distribution F0(ω). Before
discussing the full numerical solution, let us consider the fol-
lowing two regimes: ν0 ≪ Tcav, Tcry, γ or ν0 ≫ Tcav, Tcry, γ.
In the Supplementary Material, we show that, at the lowest or-
der in both regimes, one finds F (k, ω) = F0(ω). Moreover, in
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FIG. 2. Distribution function from the numerical solution of Eq. (6).
(a) Non-interacting thermal solution F0(ω) at the cryostat tempera-
ture Tcry. This is anti-symmetric around the line ω = µ0. (b) Non-
thermal distribution F (k, ω) with fixed Tcav/Tcry = 3, ν0/Tcry =
0.5, γ0/Tcry = 0.5, µ0/Tcry = 100, g/Tcry = 1. Note that it has anti-
inversion symmetry about the point (ϵk = µ0, ω = µ0). (c) Nonther-
mal distribution cuts for different momentum values (fixed through
ϵk), corresponding to the colored triangles in panel (b). (d) Compar-
ison of the thermal distributions F0[T ](ω) = tanh[(ω − µ0)/(2T )]
at T = Tcry, Tcav and the nonthermal F (k, ω) at the Fermi momen-
tum (ϵk = µ0).

the small ν0 limit, Eq. (6) can be expanded to the linear order
in ν0 and assumes the form of a non-linear differential equa-
tion, for which a further analytic treatment is possible. Given
a g which is much smaller than the electronic energy scales,
we can perform a weak coupling expansion of the non-linear
differential equation (see Supplementary Material), which re-
sults in the leading order correction for the distribution:

∆F (k, ω)

=
g2ν0∆Tγ(k, ω)
4πTcryA(k, ω)

∂

∂ω

[
A(k, ω)
γ(k, ω)

sech
(
ω − µ0

2Tcry

)]2
,

(7)

where the temperature difference is defined as ∆T = Tcav −
Tcry. In this case, the out of equilibrium contribution is
proportional to the temperature difference between the two
baths, thus ∆T amplifies the photon-induced redistribution.
In Eq. (7) we observe an explicit momentum dependence of
the nonthermal distribution, which is absent in the thermal
distribution F0(ω). Moreover, we see that the nonthermal de-
viation ∆F (k, ω) is parametrically tuned by the coupling g,
the quasi-particle damping γ(k, ω) and the cavity frequency
ν0. As we will show later, this analytical solution is also able
to capture the leading-order behavior of the on-shell effective
temperature for small ν0 and g.

Broken thermal symmetry and steady-state distribution
function— We turn now to discuss the full solution of Eq. (6).
For g → ∞, the equation is dominated by the right hand
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side and the solution is the Fermi-Dirac distribution with the
photon-bath temperature Tcav, as proved in the Supplemen-
tary Material. This is natural since in this limit the cou-
pling to the photons (and their respective bath) dominates.
In the opposite limit g → 0, the right hand side in Eq. (6)
vanishes, such that the solution becomes F (k, ω) = F0(ω),
i.e. the Fermi-Dirac distribution function at temperature Tcry,
which is trivially expected for a vanishing coupling to the
photons. For generic values of g the electron distribution
is instead nonthermal. We focus here on the simple case
of a momentum and frequency-independent electron dissipa-
tion γ0 = γ(k, ω), and we show the corresponding F (k, ω)
in Fig. 2. Note that, for a momentum-independent dissipa-
tion γ0, the momentum dependence of F (k, ω) enters only
through ϵk, i.e. F (k, ω) = F (ϵk, ω). The nonthermal na-
ture of the distribution becomes clearly visible when com-
paring the upper two panels. Thermal symmetry for g → 0
fixes the distribution function F (k, ω) = F0(ω) to be mo-
mentum independent, which means that in the (ϵk, ω) plane
we have an inversion anti-symmetry along the ω = µ0

line given by F0(µ0 + χ) = −F0(µ0 − χ), as shown in
Fig. 2(a). For finite coupling, the distribution function devel-
ops a momentum dependence and the anti-symmetry around
ω = µ0 is broken. Instead, the distribution has now an anti-
symmetry around the inversion point (ϵk, ω) = (µ0, µ0) given
by F (µ0+ξ, µ0+χ) = −F (µ0−ξ, µ0−χ), as easily seen in
the contours shown in Fig. 2(b). We remark here that the re-
duced symmetry could further be completely broken with the
inclusion of a frequency dependent damping γ(ω). Further-
more, the frequency dependence of the distribution is shown
in Fig. 2(c), where we plot F (ϵk, ω) at fixed values of ϵk. We
see that away from the Fermi momentum (ϵk ̸= µ0), the zero
crossing of F is shifted from the origin, which also indicates
a nonthermal nature. Even for the distribution at the Fermi
momentum (ϵk = µ0), we see a nonthermal interpolation
of F (µ0, ω) between the distribution at the cavity tempera-
ture around the Fermi energy ω ≈ µ0 and the distribution at
the cryostat temperature at large frequencies, as depicted in
Fig. 2(d).

Effective on-shell temperature in the nonthermal steady
state— Although the electron distribution is nonthermal, it
is useful to look at its low-energy properties near the Fermi
surface. Like in the previous section, we simplify our treat-
ment and assume γ(k, ω) = γ0. We can extract an effec-
tive temperature T on-shell

eff from the on-shell nonthermal dis-
tribution F (k, ω = ϵk) by linearizing it around ϵk ≃ µ0,
i.e. T on-shell

eff = 1
2

[∂F (k,ϵk)
∂ϵk

]−1

ϵk=µ0
. In a similar spirit to the

thermal Purcell effect [24, 25], we can thus observe that the
effective electron temperature depends on the cavity geome-
try, which enters in our model through the cavity frequency
ν0. We remark however that here, in contrast to the ther-
mal Purcell picture, the electrons are in a nonthermal distri-
bution F (k, ω), and the effective temperature T on-shell

eff repre-
sents only a local property of the on-shell distribution func-
tion around ϵk ≃ µ0. The effective temperature T on-shell

eff , from
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ν0/Tcry

1.00

1.01

1.02

1.03

T
on
−

sh
el

l
eff

/T
cr

y

g = 0.1Tcry

g = 0.5Tcry

g = 0.8Tcry

0.0 0.1
1.0000

1.0005
analytics

FIG. 3. Effective on-shell temperature T on-shell
eff = 1

2

[ ∂F (k,ϵk)
∂ϵk

]−1

ϵk=µ0

calculated from the numerical solution of Eq. (6) vs cavity fre-
quency ν0, for three values of the coupling g and with parameters
Tcav/Tcry = 3, µ0/Tcry = 100 and γ0/Tcry = 0.5. The inset shows
the agreement of the full numerical solution (green solid line) with
the analytical solution T on-shell

eff = (1 − α)−1Tcry, α = g2ν0∆T

4πγ2
0T

2
cry

from Eq. (7) (dotted black line) for small ν0 and g.

the numerical solution of Eq. (6), is shown in Fig. 3. For
small ν0 and g, it coincides with the analytical expression
T on-shell

eff = (1 − α)−1Tcry, with α = g2ν0∆T
4πγ2

0T
2
cry

derived from
Eq. (7), as shown in the inset of Fig. 3. Interestingly, from the
numerical solution we observe a non-monotonic dependence
of the T on-shell

eff on ν0. Whenever the physics of a phase transi-
tion is governed by the vicinity of the Fermi surface, we can
thus predict a non-monotonic behaviour of any critical tem-
perature measured in terms of the cryostat temperature Tcry,
as it is observed in the experiment [24].

Nonthermal Sommerfeld expansion— In a non-interacting
Fermi gas at thermal equilibrium, the expectation values of
a single-particle observable Ô =

∫
dt
∑

k ok(t)ψ
†
k(t)ψk(t)

at low temperature can be expressed as a power series of
the temperature T by means of the Sommerfeld expansion
[33]. Due to the anti-symmetry property of the equilib-
rium distribution F0(ω) around ω = µ0, the leading order
temperature-dependent term is always quadratic in temper-
ature and linear in the energy derivative of the observable
(π2T 2/6)∂ϵ[O(ϵ)D(ϵ)]ϵ=µ0 , where O(ϵk) = ok(ω = ϵk)
and D(ϵ) is the density of states. We will show now how
this picture is modified in our two-bath setting, with the
emergence of a leading-order correction stemming from the
nonthermal component of the fermionic distribution F (k, ω).
To describe this nonthermal contribution to time-independent
single-particle observables, it is necessary to take into ac-
count the frequency dependence of the quasiparticle damp-
ing γ(ω) [34]. In a setting with a finite electron damping,
one also needs to define the frequency-integrated distribution
F̃ (ϵ) =

∫
dω
π A(k, ω)F (ϵ, ω), where A(k, ω) is the spectral

function of the electrons defined below Eq. (5). This F̃ (ϵ) is
the actual distribution that enters the Sommerfield expansion
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(in the standard case [33] one typically has γ → 0, which cor-
responds to F̃ (ϵ) = F (ϵ, ω = ϵ)). In the nonthermal case,
F̃ (ϵ) acquires a symmetric contribution around ϵ = µ0, gen-
erating a new correction in the Sommerfeld expansion. To
obtain a closed expression for this correction, we consider the
usual starting point of the Sommerfeld expansion for a time-
independent observable ⟨Ô⟩ =

∫
dϵ O(ϵ) D(ϵ)f̃(ϵ), where

we defined f̃ = (1 − F̃ )/2. We assume that the width
γ(ω = µ0) of the spectral function is much smaller than the
chemical potential µ0, and we further assume that Tcry ≪ µ0,
as per the usual Sommerfeld expansion. In the limits of small
ν0 and small g, we can use the analytical solution (7) for
the nonthermal distribution, and obtain the following leading-
order term quantifying the difference between the usual ther-
mal expansion and the nonthermal case (see the Supplemen-
tary material for details of the derivation):

∆⟨Ô⟩ ≡
∫

dϵ O(ϵ) D(ϵ)[f̃(ϵ)− f̃0(ϵ)]

=
g2ν0∆T

4πγ30
O(µ0)D(µ0)∂ωγ(ω)|ω=µ0

.

(8)

We see that this new term is linear in the temperature differ-
ence ∆T = Tcav−Tcry and also proportional to the value of the
observable evaluated at the chemical potential. It is also lin-
early proportional to the frequency-derivative of the electron
damping.A term like (8) is prohibited at thermal equilibrium
due to the anti-symmetry of F̃ (ϵ) around ϵ = µ0 excluding
odd powers of Tcry from the expansion.

Conclusions— We have considered the nonthermal fea-
tures of the electron distribution under the influence of two
baths: one being the cryostat and the other the electromag-
netic environment filtered by the presence of a Fabry-Perot
cavity, as realized in state-of-the-art experimental setups. We
found that the nonthermal electron distribution function pos-
sesses a reduced symmetry with respect the thermal distribu-
tion function. We have defined an effective temperature from
the behaviour of the nonthermal on-shell distribution func-
tion near the Fermi surface, and shown that it depends non-
monotonically on the cavity frequency, which is consistent
with the non-monotonic behavior of critical temperature of the
charge-density-wave transition observed in the experiment of
Ref. [24]. In future work, we will extend our investigation
of the effects of the nonthermal electron distribution function
to the critical temperature and gap equation. Moreover, we
have shown that, in the Sommerfeld expansion of a single-
particle observable, a nonthermal correction appears, which
is proportional to the temperature difference between the two
baths, to the observable evaluated at the Fermi surface, as
well as to the frequency-derivative of the electron damping.
The findings highlight the importance of taking into account
nonthermal effects in two-bath settings through the modified
fermionic distribution function, and how this generically can
induce qualitative changes in the material’s properties.
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2Theoretical Physics III, Center for Electronic Correlations and Magnetism, Institute of Physics, University of Augsburg,
86135 Augsburg, Germany

∗Electronic address: rflorescalderon@pks.mpg.de
(Dated: April 18, 2024)

S1. Photon field coupled to a thermal bath

Starting with the general framework of a real photon field, which has a as an annihilation operator, coupled to a bath we may
model the bath as multiple real photon fields with different dispersions. The Keldish action for the photon field will be given
generically by:

Sϕ =
∑

k

∮
C
Ldt

∣∣∣ϕ̇(k, t)∣∣∣2 − ν(k)2|ϕ(k, t)|2 =
∑

k

L

∫ ∞

−∞
dt
∣∣∣ϕ̇+(k, t)∣∣∣2 − ν(k)2|ϕ+(k, t)|2 −

∣∣∣ϕ̇−(k, t)∣∣∣2 + ν(k)2|ϕ−(k, t)|2

(S1)

=
∑

k

∫ ∞

−∞
dωL

(
ϕcl(k, ω)∗ ϕq(k, ω)∗

)( 0 (ω − i0)2 − ν(k)2
(ω + i0)2 − ν(k)2 2i0F (ω)

)(
ϕcl(k, ω)
ϕq(k, ω)

)
, (S2)

where the first line describes the field along the Keldysh contour being expressed in terms of the +,− branches. We have
also introduced a length which has units of inverse energy and in cavities comes from the z axis boundary conditions that
quantize the energy, this also has the added benefit of giving the field ϕ(x, t) dimensionless units,we have the Fourier convention
ϕ(t) =

∫
dω√
2π
ϕ(ω)e−iωt. The second line is fourier transformed for each branch and a Keldysh rotation has been applied

meaning ϕcl,q = (ϕ+ ± ϕ−)/2 and the infinitesimal ±i0 are needed to express the physical coupling of the two branches at
t = −∞ given by the initial density matrix. F (ω) is likewise a distribution function for the correct normalization which will be
replaced by the finite coupling to the bath. The bath will have the same structure but for multiple frequencies meaning an action
of the form:

Sθ =
∑
k,s

∫ ∞

−∞
dωL

(
θcls (k, ω)∗ θqs(k, ω)∗

)( 0 (ω − i0)2 − νs(k)2
(ω + i0)2 − νs(k)2 2i0D(ω)

)(
θcls (k, ω)
θqs(k, ω)

)
, (S3)

where θqs(k, ω) are now the bath variables and B0(ω) = coth(ω/2Tcav) is the distribution function assuming the bath is in
thermal equilibrium, which not necessarily implies the ϕ field is. To model the coupling between the bath and field we take the
simple interaction:

Sθϕ =
∑
k,s

∮
C
dt Ltphs ϕ(k, t)θs(k, t) =

∑
k,s

∫ ∞

−∞
Ldω tphs Φ(k, ω)†τxΘs(k, ω), (S4)

where the coupling changes for each field and is dimensionless by virtue of the the L factor the final vector fields are in Keldysh
space meaning Φ(k, ω)T =

(
ϕcl(k, ω) ϕq(k, ω)

)
and Θs(k, ω) =

(
θcls (k, ω) θqs(k, ω)

)
. The matrix τx is just the first Pauli

matrix in the Keldysh space. Now if one wants to obtain properties of the stationary state but arbitrary long time correlations
then the Keldysh partition function is expressed as:

Zϕ =
Tr [ρ(tf → ∞)]

Tr [ρ(ti → −∞)]
=

∫
D(ϕcl, ϕq)

∏
s

D(θcls , θ
q
s) e

iS[ϕ,θs] =

∫
D(ϕcl, ϕq) eiSϕ[ϕ]

∫ ∏
s

D(θcls , θ
q
s) e

i(Sθ+Sϕθ), (S5)

where the trace of the initial density matrix is taken into account in the normalization. Due to the action being quadratic it is
possible to integrate out the θs fields and get an effective action for the ϕ photon field. In this case we must perform a Gaussian
integral which results on the inverse of the matrix in Eq. (S3) and matrices coming from the coupling which has a τx Pauli
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Matrix. This means we can define:

D̃(k, ω) = −τx
∑
s

(tphs )2Ds(k, ω)τx, Ds(k, ω) =
(
DK
s (k, ω) DR

s (k, ω)
DA
s (k, ω) 0

)
, D̃(k, ω) =

(
0 D̃A(k, ω)

D̃R(k, ω) D̃K(k, ω)

)
(S6)

where the previous matrix in the action is defined as the inverse of the propagator D meaning that we have also the following
relations:

D(R,A)
s (k, ω) =

1

2L

1

(ω ± i0)2 − ν2s (k)
, DK

s (k, ω) = coth
ω

2Tcav
(DR

s (k, ω)−DA
s (k, ω)), (S7)

where we have assumed that the bath is in thermal equilibrium so that the fluctuation-dissipation theorem relates the Keldysh
Green’s function to the retarder and advanced Green’s functions. Focusing on the retarded and advanced Green’s functions we
obtain:

D̃(R,A)(k, ω) = − 1

2L

∑
s

(tphs )2L2

(ω ± i0)2 − ν2s (k)
= L

∫
dω̃

2π

ω̃J(k, ω̃)
ω̃2 − (ω ± i0)2

J(k, ω) = π
∑
s

(tphs )2

νs(k)
δ(ω − νs(k)), (S8)

where we defined the bath spectral density as J(k, ω) generically one can think of the spectral density of the bath as being some
function of the frequency which is continuous in the real axis and decays faster than 1/ω if thought as a complex function. In
this case we can apply the Sokhotski–Plemelj theorem which states for real functions that :

lim
ε→0+

∫ b

a

f(x)

x± iε
dx = ∓iπf(0) + P

∫ b

a

f(x)

x
dx. (S9)

In this case we can use it for x = ω̃2 − ω2 and ±iϵ will be ∓2i0ω so that one obtains :

D̃(R,A)(k, ω) = LP
∫
dx

2π

J(k, x)
x

± i2Lγph(k, ω) = cte.± i2Lγph(k, ω), (S10)

where we have defined J so that one obtains also for the Keldysh Green’s function the result:

D̃K(k, ω) = 4iγph(k, ω)LB0(ω), γph(k, ω) = J(k, ω)/4. (S11)

In this way integrating out the bath variables leads to a contribution to the photon field action of the form:

1

2

∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞
dωΦ(k, ω)†D̃(k, ω)Φ(k, ω). (S12)

The combined integration thus leads to an effective action which now has a finite Keldysh component as well as imaginary parts
in the retarded and advanced Green’s functions giving rise to the partition function of the form:

Z =

∫
D(ϕcl, ϕq) exp

{
i
∑

k

∫ ∞

−∞
dωLΦ†

(
0 ω2 − ν(k)2 − iγph(k, ω)

ω2 − ν(k)2 + iγph(k, ω) 2iγph(k, ω)B0(ω)

)
Φ

}
, (S13)

where the constant change in the retarded and advanced functions was absorbed in the dispersion relation of the photon field.

S2. Electron field coupled to thermal bath

Analogously to the previous section we can consider the electrons coupled to a bath which physically could be the phonons of
a lattice system. Since we consider only the generic change in behaviour to a thermal bath the may as well couple the electrons to
another fermion system which will allow for analytically exact results in comparison to the phonon case but the overall generic
behaviour. To test this we consider a fermion field with the corresponding action:

Sψ =
∑

k

∮
C
dt ψ̄(k, t)(i∂t − ϵ(k))ψ(k, t) =

∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞
dt ψ̄+(k, t)(i∂t − ϵ(k))ψ+(k, t)− ψ̄−(k, t)(i∂t − ϵ(k))ψ−(k, t)

(S14)

=
∑

k

∫ ∞

−∞
dω
(
ψ̄cl(k, ω) ψ̄q(k, ω)

)(ω − ϵ(k) + i0 2i0P (ω)
0 ω − ϵ(k)− i0

)(
ψcl(k, ω)
ψq(k, ω)

)
, (S15)



9

where the first line describes the field along the Keldysh contour being expressed in terms of the +,− branches and the second
line is Fourier transformed for each branch and a Keldysh rotation has been applied. For Fermions the Keldysh rotation is defined
as ψ(cl,q) = (ψ+ ± ψ−)/

√
2 and by convention ψ̄(cl,q) = (ψ̄+ ∓ ψ̄−)/

√
2. We can now think similarly to the previous case on

a fermionic bath which is coupled to the previous electron field with the action:

Sυ =
∑
k,s

∫ ∞

−∞
dω
(
ῡcls (k, ω) ῡqs(k, ω)

)(ω − ϵs(k) + i0 2i0F0(ω)
0 ω − ϵs(k)− i0

)(
υcls (k, ω)
υqs(k, ω)

)
, (S16)

where υqs(k, ω) are now the bath variables and F0(ω) = tanh((ω − µ0)/2Tcry) is the distribution function assuming the bath is
in thermal equilibrium, which not necessarily implies the ψ field is. To model the coupling between the bath and field we take
the simplest interaction:

Sψυ =
∑
k,s

ts

∮
C
dt ψ̄(k, t)υs(k, t) + ῡs(k, t)ψ(k, t) =

∑
k,s

ts

∫ ∞

−∞
dω Ψ̄(k, ω)T γclΥs(k, ω) + Ῡs(k, ω)T γclΨ(k, ω), (S17)

where the coupling changes for each field and the final vector fields are in Keldysh space meaning Ψ̄(k, ω)T =(
ψ̄cl(k, ω) ψ̄q(k, ω)

)
and Υs(k, ω) =

(
ηcls (k, ω) ηqs(k, ω)

)
. The matrix γcl = 1̂ is just the zeroth Pauli matrix in the

Keldysh space. Now if one wants to obtain properties of the stationary state but arbitrary long time correlations then the Keldysh
partition function is expressed as:

Zψ =
Tr [ρ(tf → ∞)]

Tr [ρ(ti → −∞)]
=

∫
D(Ψ̄,Ψ)

∏
s

D(Ῡs,Υs) e
iS[Ψ,Υs] =

∫
D(Ψ̄,Ψ) eiSψ

∏
s

D(Ῡs,Υs) e
i(Sυ+Sψυ), (S18)

now since the action for the bath is again quadratic we can integrate them exactly to obtain an effective contribution to the ψ
field. In this case the integral of Grassman variables changes the form of the resulting integral so that it is useful to define:

P̃ (k, ω) = −
∑
s

t2sPs(k, ω), Ps(k, ω) =
(
PRs (k, ω) PKs (k, ω)

0 PAs (k, ω)

)
, (S19)

where the previous matrix in the action is defined as the inverse of the propagator P meaning that we have also the following
relations:

P (R,A)
s (k, ω) =

1

ω − ϵs(k)± i0
, PKs (k, ω) = tanh

(
ω − µ0

2Tcry

)
(PRs (k, ω)− PAs (k, ω)), (S20)

where we have assumed that the bath is in thermal equilibrium so that the fluctuation-dissipation theorem applies. Focusing on
the retarded and advanced Green’s functions we obtain:

P̃ (R,A)(k, ω) = −
∑
s

t2s
ω − ϵs(k)± i0

=

∫
dω̃

2π

ρ(k, ω̃)
ω̃ − ω ∓ i0

ρ(k, ω) = 2π
∑
s

t2s δ(ω − ϵs(k)). (S21)

Applying again the Sokhotsky-Plemelj theorem with x = ω̃ − ω one obtains the result for the Greens function:

P̃ (R,A)(k, ω) = P
∫
dx

2π

ρ(k, x)
x

± i2γ(k, ω) = cte.± i2γ(k, ω), (S22)

where we have defined γ so that one obtains also for the Keldysh Green’s function the result:

P̃K(k, ω) = 4iγ(k, ω)F0(ω), γ(k, ω) = ρ(k, ω)/4. (S23)

In this way integrating out the bath variables leads to a contribution to the electronic field action of the form:∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞
dωΨ̄(k, ω)T P̃ (k, ω)Ψ(k, ω). (S24)

The combined integration thus leads to an effective action which now has a finite keldysh component as well as imaginary parts
in the retarded and advanced Green’s functions giving rise to the partition function of the form:

Z =

∫
D(Ψ̄,Ψ) eiSeff [ψ] =

∫
D(Ψ̄,Ψ) exp

{
i
∑

k

∫ ∞

−∞
dωΨ̄T

(
ω − ϵ(k) + iγ(k, ω) 2iγ(k, ω)F0(ω)

0 ω − ϵ(k)− iγ(k, ω)

)
Ψ

}
,

(S25)

where the constant change in the retarded and advanced functions was absorbed in the dispersion relation of the photon field.
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S3. Photon-Electron system and Dyson equation

We are now interested in what happens to the two bath configuration in general when we add a coupling between the electrons
and the photons, specifically specializing in the steady state resulting from such interactions. To address this we introduce a a
Yukawa type interaction:

Sint = g

∮
C
dt

∫
ddx ϕ(x, t)ψ̄(x, t)ψ(x, t) = g

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫
ddx ϕ+(x, t)ψ̄+(x, t)ψ+(x, t)− ϕ−(x, t)ψ̄−(x, t)ψ−(x, t)

(S26)

= g

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫
ddx Φα(x, t)Ψ̄a(x, t)γ

α
abΨb(x, t), γcl =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, γq =

(
0 1
1 0

)
. (S27)

A good check is to see what the units of the coupling are by using the fact that previously all fields in time had dimensionless
units which means for the interacting part of the action to be dimensionless we must require g to have units of energy. In cavities
the coupling has indeed units of energy and is typically of the order 0.1t for a hopping parameter t of the electrons. If one is
interested in the form of the Green’s function for long times meaning analyzing properties of the steady state one will generally
accumulate errors in time if one uses a perturbative approach. It is in this spirit that non-perturbative approaches such as the
self-consistent formulation in terms of the effective action lead to information not being lost specifically conserved quantities.
It is in this spirit that one defines a quantity Γ which is gauge invariant and respects the microscopic symmetries from which
one can obtain the self-energy of the system. To derive the corresponding equations is useful to define the following Feynman
diagrams:

iGab(x, x
′) = =

∫
D(Ψ̄,Ψ)

∫
DΦ eiS[Ψ,Φ]Ψa(x)Ψ̄b(x

′) =
〈
Ψa(x)Ψ̄b(x

′)
〉

(S28)

iG0
ab(x, x

′) = =
〈
Ψa(x)Ψ̄b(x

′)
〉
0

(S29)

iUαβ(x, x
′) = =

∫
D(Ψ̄,Ψ)

∫
DΦ eiS[Ψ,Φ]Φα(x)Φβ(x

′) = ⟨Φα(x)Φβ(x′)⟩ (S30)

iU0
αβ(x, x

′) = = ⟨Φα(x)Φβ(x′)⟩0 (S31)

= igγαab, (S32)

where the expectation values in the path integral language are already path ordered in the operator language over the Keldysh
contour and the last diagram represents the interaction vertex where the plain straight lines are the end and beginning of the
propagators only. In the conserving approximation one defines an effective action in terms of bubble diagrams which have no
external legs and defines the self-energy to be the functional derivative with respect to the propagators:

Σψab(x, x
′) =

δΓ

δGba(x′, x)
Σϕαβ(x, x

′) =
δΓ

δUβα(x′, x)
. (S33)

The previous relation holds up to a combinatorial factor that counts the number of equivalent diagrams(the factor is 1/n for n
vertices) and a ± sign for photons or electrons.We can now define the effective action in terms of the fully dressed propagators
to first order in the photon propagator:
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ΓHF = + + . . . (S34)

In this approximation we obtain that the self-energy is given by:

Σψab(x, x
′) = −ig2δ(x− x′)

∫
dy γαabγ

α′

a′b′U
0
αα′(x, y)Gb′a′(y, y) + ig2γαab′γ

α′

a′bUαα′(x, x′)Gb′a′(x, x
′), (S35)

while for the photon to lowest order the first term (Hartree) doesn’t contribute since it has no dressed propagator and the second
one gives the bubble diagram self energy:

Σϕab(x, x
′) = −ig2γαabγβb′a′Gbb′(x, x′)Ga′a(x′, x). (S36)

We can make use of the self-energy to obtain steady-state behaviour by substituting and solving self-consistently in the Dyson
equation:

= + , (S37)

where the shaded circle represents the self-energy Σ. When written in terms of the Keldysh components it becomes:

((G
R/A
0 )−1 − Σ

R/A
ψ ) ◦GR/A = δ(x− x′), GK = GR ◦ (−(GK0 )−1 +ΣKψ ) ◦GA (S38)

((U
R/A
0 )−1 − Σ

R/A
ϕ ) ◦ UR/A = δ(x− x′), UK = GR ◦ (−(UK0 )−1 +ΣKϕ ) ◦ UA. (S39)

Now it is common to reparameterize the anti-hermitian Keldysh Green’s function in terms of a hermitian function F defined by
GK = GR ◦ F − F ◦GA. Using the previous Dyson equations one obtains:

(GK0 )−1 = G−1
R ◦ F − F ◦G−1

A +ΣK (S40)

= ((GR0 )
−1 − ΣR) ◦ F − F ◦ ((GA0 )−1 − ΣA)) + ΣK (S41)

= ΣK − (ΣR ◦ F − F ◦ ΣA) + ((GR0 )
−1 ◦ F − F ◦ (GA0 )−1). (S42)

Assuming stationarity or time translation invariance and space translation invariance while using the identities (GR)† = GA,
(GK)† = −GK we can obtain the quantum kinetic equations (QKE):

2iγ(k, ω)(F0(ω)− F (k, ω)) = ΣKψ (k, ω)− 2iF (k, ω) ImΣRψ (k, ω) (S43)

2iγph(k, ω)(B0(ω)−D(k, ω)) = ΣKϕ (k, ω)− 2iD(k, ω) ImΣRϕ (k, ω), (S44)

where we used the previously derived non-interacting Green’s function obtained from integrating out the bath degrees of freedom.
Since the bath gave a generic tunable function F0 this will not generically equal the thermal Fth which means the right side of
the QKE is not zero meaning the steady state can be nonthermal. Written explicitly the Keldysh and retarded self-energies of the
electrons one obtains:

ΣKψ (x, x′) = ig2(GK(x, x′)UK(x′, x)− (GR(x, x′)−GA(x, x′))(UR(x′, x)− UA(x′, x))) (S45)

ΣRψ (x, x
′) = −ig2δ(x− x′)

∫
dyUR0 (x, y)GK(y, y) + ig2(GR(x, x′)UK(x′, x) +GK(x, x′)UA(x′, x)), (S46)

where we used the causality identities GR(x, y)UR(y, x) = 0, GR(x, x) +GA(x, x) = 0 and others similar. We now take as a
first approximation that the coupling g between photons and electrons is very small compared to the dissipative terms of the baths
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γ, γph and the photon cavity frequency ν0 so that we can use the retarded and advanced functions of the non-interacting limit.
Let us define the momentum Fourier transform of the fields as in Eq. (5.8) of the Kamenev book [27], ϕ(x) =

∑
k ϕ(k)e

ik·x. So
that UK0 (k, ω) = B0(ω)(U

R
0 (k, ω)− UA0 (k, ω)) is satisfied and we can obtain:

ΣKψ (k, ω) = ig2
∑

k′

∫
dω̃

2π
(GR(k′, ω̃)−GA(k′, ω̃))(UR(k′ − k, ω̃ − ω)− UA(k′ − k, ω̃ − ω))(F (k′, ω̃)B0(ω̃ − ω)− 1)

(S47)

ΣRψ (k, ω)− ΣAψ (k, ω) = ig2
∑

k′

∫
dω̃

2π
(GR(k′, ω̃)−GA(k′, ω̃))(UR(k′ − k, ω̃ − ω)− UA(k′ − k, ω̃ − ω))

× (B0(ω̃ − ω)− F (k′, ω̃)), (S48)

the corresponding QKE for the electrons becomes:

2iγ(k, ω)(F0(ω)− F (k, ω)) = ig2
∑

k′

∫
dω̃

2π
(GR0 (k

′, ω̃)−GA0 (k
′, ω̃))(UR0 (k′ − k, ω̃ − ω)− UA0 (k′ − k, ω̃ − ω))

(F (k′, ω̃)B0(ω̃ − ω)− 1− F (k, ω)(B0(ω̃ − ω)− F (k′, ω̃)). (S49)

S4. Electron-bath coupling bigger than photon-bath: γ ≫ γph

In this regime we have that γ ≫ γph and both satisfy ,γph, γ ≫ g2 in order to substitute the original Green’s function for the
photons and electrons. Let’s now define the function

H(ω̃) = H̃(ω, ω̃;k,k′) = F (k′, ω̃)B0(ω̃ − ω)− F (k, ω)(B0(ω̃ − ω)− F (k′, ω̃))− 1, (S50)

taking the photons to describe cavity photons we have then a cavity frequency ν0 and the speed of light coming inside the
dispersion:

ν(k)2 = ν20 + c2|k|2, (S51)

under the assumption that c is the biggest scale and we are interested on long time physics we see that the relevant length scale
of variation of the photons going like ct is much larger than any material length scale and as such we can take the propagator to
be constant on those length scales which in momentum space implies :

(UR0 (k′ − k, ω̃ − ω)− UA0 (k′ − k, ω̃ − ω)) = iδk,k′
2

2L
Im

1

(ω̃ − ω)2 − ν20 + iγph(ω̃ − ω)
(S52)

= i
1

L
δk,k′

−γph(ω̃ − ω)

((ω̃ − ω)2 − ν20)
2 + γ2ph(ω̃ − ω)

≈ −i 1
L
π δk,k′δ((ω̃ − ω)2 − ν20)sign(ω̃ − ω), (S53)

where we assumed γph(ω) = γphω. Let us use units of c = 1 as mentioned in the main text. The spectral function of the
electrons would be a lorentzian:

(GR0 (k
′, ω̃)−GA0 (k

′, ω̃)) = 2i
−γ(k′, ω̃)

(ω̃ − ϵk′)2 + γ2(k′, ω̃)
. (S54)

We can now group everything inside the QKE to find:

2iγ(k, ω)(F0(ω)− F (k, ω)) = i
g2

L

∑
k′

∫
dω̃

2π
2i

γ(k′, ω̃)sign(ω̃ − ω)

(ω̃ − ϵk′)2 + γ2(k′, ω̃)
iπδk,k′δ((ω̃ − ω)2 − ν20)H(ω̃) (S55)

γ(k, ω)(F0(ω)− F (k, ω)) = −πg
2

L

∑
k′

dω̃

2π

γ(k′, ω̃)sign(ω̃ − ω)

(ω̃ − ϵk′)2 + γ2(k′, ω̃)
δk,k′δ((ω̃ − ω)2 − ν20)H(ω̃), (S56)

the delta function in frequency can equivalently be written as:

sign(ω̃ − ω)δ((ω̃ − ω)2 − ν20) =
1

2|ν0|
(δ(ω̃ − (ω + ν0))− δ(ω̃ − (ω − ν0))), (S57)
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meanwhile the sum in momentum together with the delta yields one. We then obtain:

(F0(ω)− F (k, ω)) =− g2

4L|ν0|γ(k, ω)

(
γ(k, ω + ν0)H(ω + ν0)

(ω + ν0 − ϵk)2 + γ2(k, ω + ν0)
− γ(k, ω − ν0)H(ω − ν0)

(ω − ν0 − ϵk)2 + γ2(k, ω − ν0)

)
(S58)

= Aν0(k, ω)H(ω + ν0)−A−ν0(k, ω)H(ω − ν0), (S59)

where we have defined the function:

Aν(k, ω) = − g2

4πγ(k, ω)
γ(k, ω + ν)

(ω + ν − ϵk)2 + γ2(k, ω + ν)
. (S60)

We can now write explicitly the function H(ω) and collect terms which depend on the distribution function F (k, ω) so that
we have:

F0(ω)−B0Aν0(k, ω)F (k, ω + ν0)−B0A−ν0(k, ω)F (k, ω − ν0)−A−ν0(k, ω) +Aν0(k, ω) = F (k, ω) (1−B0Aν0(k, ω)
−B0A−ν0(k, ω) +Aν0(k, ω)F (k, ω + ν0)−A−ν0(k, ω)F (k, ω − ν0)) , (S61)

where we defined B0 = B0(ν0) and used that B0(−ν0) = −B0(ν0). We can now rewrite the distribution function as a function
of the other parameters and itself at another frequency meaning:

F (k, ω) =
F0(ω) +Aν0(k, ω)(1−B0F (k, ω + ν0))−A−ν0(k, ω)(1 +B0F (k, ω − ν0))

1 +Aν0(k, ω)(F (k, ω + ν0)−B0)−A−ν0(k, ω)(F (k, ω − ν0) +B0)
. (S62)

Let us first treat the case of ν0 ≫ 0 in this limit we obtain essentially the equilibrium function since Aν0 ∝ 1/ν20 so F (k, ω) ≈
F0(ω) to lowest order in the frequency. The case of ν0 ≈ 0 is more interesting since in this case we can expand around zero to
obtain, expanding in Mathematica to first order:

lim
ν0→0

F (k, ω) =
F0(ω)− 4Tcav

ν0
A0F + 2ν0

(
− 1

6Tcav
A0F − TcavA0

∂2F (k, ω)
∂ω2

+A′
0 − 2TcavA

′
0

∂F (k, ω)
∂ω

− TcavA
′′
0F

)
1− 4Tcav

ν0
A0 − 2ν0

(
1

6Tcav
A0 −A0

∂F (k, ω)
∂ω

−A′
0F + TcavA′′

0

) ,

(S63)

F (k, ω)− F0(ω) = 2ν0

[
A′

0

(
1− F (k, ω)2

)
− (A0F (k, ω) + 2TcavA

′
0)
∂F (k, ω)
∂ω

− TcavA0
∂2F (k, ω)
∂ω2

]
where, (S64)

A0 = − g2

4π

1

(ω − ϵk)2 + γ2(k, ω)
and A′

0 =
g2

4π

2(ω − ϵk) + 2γ(k, ω) ∂γ∂ω
[(ω − ϵk)2 + γ2(k, ω)]2

. (S65)

in a simplified form we can write this as:

∆F = −g
2ν0γ(k, ω)
4πA(k, ω)

∂

∂ω

(
A(k, ω)2

γ(k, ω)2

(
1− F (k, ω)2 − 2Tcav

∂

∂ω
F (k, ω)

))
, (S66)

let’s examine the limit g → ∞. In that case we will get the following equation for F (k, ω)

Ã′
0

(
1− F 2

)
−
(
F + 2TcavÃ

′
0

) ∂F
∂ω

− Tcav
∂2F

∂ω2
= 0, Ã′

0 =
2(ω − ϵk) + 2γ(k, ω) ∂γ∂ω
(ω − ϵk)2 + γ2(k, ω)

(S67)

In this limit we would expect that the fermions would thermalize to the photon bath with the temperature Tcav. To check that
let’s assume that

F (k, ω) = tanh

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

)
. (S68)

So, we have

∂F

∂ω
=

1

2Tcav

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

(S69)
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and

∂2F

∂ω2
=

1

2Tcav
(−2)

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

tanh

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

)
1

2Tcav

= − 1

2T 2
cav

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

tanh

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

) (S70)

Using this on the left hand side of Eq. (S67), we get

Ã′
0

(
1− F 2

)
−
(
F + 2TcavÃ

′
0

) ∂F
∂ω

− Tcav
∂2F

∂ω2

= Ã′
0

[
1− tanh2

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

)]
−
(
F + 2TcavÃ

′
0

) 1

2Tcav

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

− Tcav

(
− 1

2T 2
cav

) 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

tanh

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

)

= Ã′
0

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

− 1

2Tcav

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

tanh

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

)
− Ã′

0

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

+
1

2Tcav

 1

cosh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
2

tanh

(
ω − µ̃

2Tcav

)
= 0

(S71)

So, F (k, ω) = tanh
(
ω−µ̃
2Tcav

)
solves Eq. (S67). Indeed in the g → ∞ limit the fermions thermalize at the photon temperature as

expected.

S5. Approximate solution for g2ν0/γ3 → 0

Let us solve this equation for small values of λ =
g2ν0
2πγ30

which means we expand the solution of the differential equation as:

F (k, ω) = f0(k, ω) + λf1(k, ω) + λ2f2(k, ω) + · · · (S72)

We specialize here to the simplified differential equation with γ(k, ω) = γ0, let us measure all energies, temperatures and
frequencies in terms of γ0 meaning ω → γ0ω, ϵk → γ0ϵk, . . . so that we have the equation:

F (k, ω)− F0(ω) = λB(k, ω)
[
Ã(k, ω)

(
1− F (k, ω)2

)
+
(
F (k, ω)− 2TcavÃ(k, ω)

) ∂F (k, ω)
∂ω

+ Tcav
∂2F (k, ω)
∂ω2

]
, (S73)

where

B(k, ω) =
1

(ω − ϵk)2 + 1
, Ã(k, ω) = 2

ω − ϵk

(ω − ϵk)2 + 1
= 2(ω − ϵk)B(k, ω) (S74)

We see that the right hand side is already linear in λ even to the zeroth order of the distribution function which means that:

f0(k, ω) = F0(ω) (S75)

Let us simplify further by changing variables to x = ω − ϵk and suppress the momentum dependence so the equation simplifies
to:

F (x)− f0(x) = λ
1

x2 + 1

(
2x

x2 + 1
(1− F (x)2) +

(
F (x)− 2Tcav

2x

x2 + 1

)
dF

dx
+ Tcav

d2F

dx2

)
(S76)
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to linear order we now have:

λf1(x) = λ
1

x2 + 1

(
2x

x2 + 1
(1− f0(x)

2) + f0(x)f
′
0(x)− 2Tcav

2x

x2 + 1
f ′0(x) + Tcav

d2f0
dx2

)
, (S77)

where we have defined f0(x) = tanh

(
x+ ϵk − µ0

2Tcry

)
, substituting and simplifying we obtain to linear order in λ:

F (k, ω) = F0(ω) + g̃
(Tcry − Tcav)

((
(ω − ϵk)

2 + 1
)
tanh

(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)
+ 4Tcry(ω − ϵk)

)
sech2

(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)
2 ((ω − ϵk)2 + 1)

2
T 2

cry

(S78)

, where we defined g̃ =
g2ν0
2πγ30

. We can now evaluate this for ω = ϵk to obtain:

F (k, ϵk) = tanh

(
µ0 − ϵk

2Tcry

)
+

(Tcry − Tcav)g̃

2T 2
cry

sech2
(
µ0 − ϵk

2Tcry

)
tanh

(
µ0 − ϵk

2Tcry

)
(S79)

Putting back the γ dependence by reversing the previous transformation leads to:

∆F =
g2ν0
2π

(Tcry − Tcav) sech2
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)(
4Tcry(ω − ϵk) +

(
γ20 + (ω − ϵk)

2
)

tanh
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

))
2 ((ω − ϵk)2 + γ20)

2
T 2

cry

(S80)

We analyze the next higher order correction in ν0 to the distribution function which gives a contribution to f1 of the form, for
Tcav → 0 to lowest order:

∆F (3) = −g
2ν30
2π

sech2
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)(
4Tcry(ω − ϵk) +

(
γ20 + (ω − ϵk)

2
)

tanh
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

))
12T 2

cryTcav (γ20 + (ω − ϵk)2)
2 (S81)

The complete solution correct to second order in g̃ and sixth order in frequency ν0 is,where ∆T = Tcav − Tcry:

∆F (k, ω) = −g
2ν0(∆T + ν20/(6Tcav))

4π

sech2
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)(
4Tcry(ω − ϵk) +

(
γ20 + (ω − ϵk)

2
)

tanh
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

))
T 2

cry (γ
2
0 + (ω − ϵk)2)

2 (S82)

S6. Effective temperatures

From the form of the nonthermal steady state one can calculate different effective temperatures. The on-shell effective tem-
pereature we define as coming from F (kF , ϵk) so that we have :

F (kF , ϵk) =
1

2Tcry

(
1− g2ν0(∆T + ν20/(6Tcav))

4πγ20T
2
cry

)
(ϵk − µ0) + O(ϵk − µ0)

3 (S83)

T on-shell
eff = (1− α)−1Tcry, α =

g2ν0(∆T + ν20/(6Tcav))

4πγ20T
2
cry

(S84)

We can instead define a different effective temperature which can be calculated from the nonthermal distribution function by
fixing the momentum to be the Fermi momentum, essentially ϵ(k) = µ0, but not fixing the frequency dependence, so that we
have:

F (kF , ω) =
1

2Tcry

(
1− g2ν0(∆T + ν20/(6Tcav))

4π

(8T 2
cry + γ20)

γ40T
2
cry

)
(ω − µ0) + O(ω − µ0)

3 (S85)

T̃eff = (1− α̃)−1Tcry, α̃ =
g2ν0(∆T + ν20/(6Tcav))

4π

(8T 2
cry + γ20)

γ40T
2
cry

(S86)



16

S7. Approximate solution for non-Markovian bath

Let us now analyze the solution for a non-Markovian bath, which means we have corrections due to the fact that γ = γ(ω)
with a frequency dependence. Following the steps from the previous derivation we obtain to first order in frequency and in

κ = −g
2ν0∆T

4πTcry
, now a similar form to before plus an extra term:

∆F = −g
2ν0γ(ω)

4πA(ω)

∂

∂ω

(
A(ω)2

γ(ω)2

(
1− F0(k, ω)2 − 2Tcav

∂

∂ω
F0k, ω)

))
= −κγ(ω)

A(ω)

∂

∂ω

(
A(ω)2

γ(ω)2

(
sech

(
ω − µ0

2Tcry

))2
)

(S87)

S8. Modified Sommerfeld expansion

The consequences of the nonthermal steady state will generally manifest on the level of observables via a modified Sommer-
feld expansion. Let us first recall how the usual Sommerfeld expansion goes and then modify it accordingly. We can derive this
from considering the expectation value of a single particle observable

〈
Ô
〉

of the generic form:

〈∫
dt
∑

k

ok(t)ψk(t)
†ψk(t)

〉
=
∑

k

∫
dt
ok(t)

2

(
1− iGKk (t)

)
=
∑

k

∫
dt

∫
dω1

2π

ok(ω1)

2
eiω1t

(∫
dω2

2π
1− iGKk (ω2)e

iω2t

)
,

(S88)

where we used the identity of the Keldysh green’s function iGK = 1 − 2
〈
ψ†ψ

〉
so that now we can use the parametrisation in

terms of F (ω) and the retarded and advanced greens functions to get:〈
Ô
〉
=

1

2

∑
k

[∫
dω

2π
2 Im

{
GRk (ω)

}
ok(−ω)F (k, ω) + ok(0)

]
=

1

2

∑
k

[
−
∫

dω

2π
2πδ(ω − ϵk)ok(−ω)F (k, ω) + ok(0)

]
,

(S89)

where we assumed that the width of the spectral function γ is much smaller than the region where the observable and occupation
function vary. To first order this would mean a big electron temperature Tcry ≫ γ. Then we would obtain:〈
Ô
〉
=

1

2

∑
k

[ok(0)− ok(−ϵk)F (k, ϵk)] =
1

2

∫
ddk
(2π)d

ok[1− F (ϵk)] =
1

2

∫
dϵ O(ϵ) D(ϵ)[1− F (ϵ)] =

∫
dϵ H(ϵ)

1

2
[1− F (ϵ)],

(S90)

where we assumed also ok = ok(0) = ok(−ϵk) = O(ϵk) we also used in the last two equalities spherical coordinates and
assuming a spherical dispersion to transform to energy space and defined the density of states as D(ϵ). We also defined the

notation H(ϵ) = O(ϵ)D(ϵ). We obtain then the usual Sommerfeld expansion by identifying n(ϵ) =
1

2
(1 − F (ϵ)) which is

the usual definition of the Fermi distribution function in the thermal state. We have thus reached the usual form of the initial
integral before the Sommerfeld expansion is performed. In our case we have to be careful since the retarded propagator has a
finite width which means now we stop before the delta function is introduced and divide the contribution in two since we write
F = F0+∆F , where the thermal part F0 will follow the usual Sommerfeld expansion so we neglect it here and study the purely
nonthermal effect which means we have a contribution of the form:

∆O =
∑

k

∫
dω

2π
Im
{
GRk (ω)

}
ok(−ω)∆F (k, ω) = −

∑
k

ok

∫
dω

2π

γ(ω)

(ω − ϵk)2 + γ(ω)2
∆F (k, ω), (S91)

where we assumed the observable is purely momentum dependent like energy or density so that we neglect its frequency depen-
dence. Let us call the last expression f̃(ϵk) it will be given by:

f̃(ϵk) = −
∫

dω

2π

γ(ω)

(ω − ϵk)2 + γ(ω)2
∆F (k, ω) ≈

∫
dω

2π

κγ(ω) ∂∂ω
 sech2

(
ω−µ0

Tcry

)
[(ω − ϵk)2 + γ(ω)2]

2

 , (S92)
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after integrating by parts we obtain the expression:

f̃(ϵk) = −κ
∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

γ′(ω)sech2
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)
((ω − ϵk)2 + γ(ω)2)

2 ≈ −2κTcry

π

γ′(µ0)

((µ0 − ϵk)2 + γ(µ0)2)
2 (S93)

,where we used the fact that sech2
(
ω−µ0

2Tcry

)
is highly peaked at µ0 for small enough Tcry so that we can to first order evaluate the

rest of the integral at the peaked value and use the fact that
∫∞
−∞ dx sech2

(
x

2Tcry

)
= 4Tcry. Let us now use the density of states

just as before to rewrite the momentum integral in terms of an integration to obtain now:

∆O =

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵ H(ϵ)f̃(ϵ) ≈ H(µ0)

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵf̃(ϵ) =

g2ν0∆T

4πTcry

2Tcry

π

π

2γ30
H(µ0)γ

′(µ0) (S94)

where we again used the fact that f̃(ϵ) is peaked at µ0 for µ0 ≫ γ(µ0) so that we can expand the integrand to lowest order and
perform the integration, we also substituted back the value of κ. In conclusion the nonthermal steady state gives an anomalous
contribution to the Sommerfeld expansion given by:

∆O =
g2ν0∆T

4πγ30
O(µ0)D(µ0)γ

′(µ0) (S95)

,with ∆T = Tcav − Tcry for absorbing the minus sign and defined γ(µ0) = γ0.

Time dependent observables

For a time dependent observable the calculation is very similar and in this case we get a contribution even for the case of
constant damping γ(ω) = γ0 = cte. We start from the frequency dependent expression for the change in the observable, we
denote now O(ω) the frequency dependent observable, the change is then:

∆O = −
∫ ∞

−∞
dϵ

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

O(ω)γ0
(ω − ϵ)2 + γ20

∆F (ϵ, ω)D(ϵ) = κ

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵ

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
O(ω)

∂

∂ω

(
γ0 sech

2(ω−µ0

Tcry
)

((ω − ϵ)2 + γ20)
2

)
D(ϵ), (S96)

where we used the density of states again D(ϵ) to reexpress the momentum integral in terms of an energy integral. We integrate
now by parts just as in the previous case and use the strongly peak nature of the hyperbolic secant to get:

∆O = −κ
∫ ∞

−∞
dϵ

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
D(ϵ)O′(ω)

γ0 sech
2(ω−µ0

Tcry
)

((ω − ϵ)2 + γ20)
2
≈ −

∫ ∞

−∞
dϵ
κγ04Tcry

2π
D(ϵ)O′(ω)

1

((ω − ϵ)2 + γ20)
2

(S97)

Finally just as before we take the limit µ0 ≫ γ0 so as to obtain now the integrand evaluated at the chemical potential and the
integral of the squared lorentzian to give the same factor as before, resulting in:

∆O ≈ −κγ04Tcry

2π
D(µ0) O

′(ω)

∣∣∣∣
ω=µ0

π

2γ30
=
g2ν0∆T

4πTcry

γ04Tcry

2π

π

2γ30
D(µ0) O

′(ω)

∣∣∣∣
ω=µ0

. (S98)

Simplifying we obtain now the analogous result for a time dependent observable where the modified contribution to the Som-
merfel expansion comes from the frequency dependence of the observable:

∆O =
g2ν0∆T

4πγ20
D(µ0) O

′(ω)

∣∣∣∣
ω=µ0

(S99)
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