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Nanoscale infrared (IR) resonators with sub-diffraction limited mode volumes and open geome-
tries have emerged as new platforms for implementing cavity quantum electrodynamics (QED) at
room temperature. The use of infrared (IR) nano-antennas and tip nanoprobes to study strong
light-matter coupling of molecular vibrations with the vacuum field can be exploited for IR quan-
tum control with nanometer and femtosecond resolution. In order to accelerate the development
of molecule-based quantum nano-photonic devices in the mid-IR, we develop a generally applica-
ble semi-empirical quantum optics approach to describe light-matter interaction in systems driven
by mid-IR femtosecond laser pulses. The theory is shown to reproduce recent experiments on the
acceleration of the vibrational relaxation rate in infrared nanostructures, and also provide physical
insights for the implementation of coherent phase rotations of the near-field using broadband nan-
otips. We then apply the quantum framework to develop general tip-design rules for the experimental
manipulation of vibrational strong coupling and Fano interference effects in open infrared resonators.
We finally propose the possibility of transferring the natural anharmonicity of molecular vibrational
levels to the resonator near-field in the weak coupling regime, to implement intensity-dependent
phase shifts of the coupled system response with strong pulses. Our semi-empirical quantum theory
is equivalent to first-principles techniques based on Maxwell’s equations, but its lower computational
cost suggests its use a rapid design tool for the development of strongly-coupled infrared nanopho-
tonic hardware for applications ranging from quantum control of materials to quantum information
processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

A wide range of natural and engineered material plat-
forms have been used to study cavity quantum electro-
dynamics (QED [1]) for applications in quantum sens-
ing [2], quantum communication [3] and quantum infor-
mation processing [4]. Under strong light-matter cou-
pling, quantized excitations of the electromagnetic field
in a cavity can reversibly exchange energy and coherence
with material excitations. This coherent interaction com-
petes with radiative and non-radiative dissipative pro-
cesses that naturally occur on the degrees of freedom of
atoms [5–9], molecules [10, 11], solid-state defects [12] or
superconducting qubits [3]. For weaker coupling, the cav-
ity field can accelerate the decay of material excitations
and internal state coherences [13], an effect exploited in
different cavity QED platforms for cooling [14], reservoir
engineering [15], and enhanced imaging [16].

While cavity QED has been studied with different
quantum systems over a wide region of the electromag-
netic spectrum –GHz to UV–, the strong coupling regime
with infrared-active molecular vibrations in Fabry-Perot
(FP) cavities has only recently attracted significant at-
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tention [17–24]. Given the weak transition dipole mo-
ments of infrared molecular transitions and their low en-
ergies and long resonant wavelengths (∼ 3 − 15 µm),
strong coupling has so far only be reached collectively
with a macroscopic number of molecular dipoles in
diffraction-limited FP resonators. In this collective cou-
pling scenario, selected chemical reactions have been
shown to proceed at different rates inside infrared res-
onators in comparison to free space [25], which suggests
the possibility of using the electromagnetic vacuum field
as a resource for chemical catalysis [26–28]. In addition
to controlled chemistry [29], strong coupling in infrared
cavities could enable the development of novel mid-IR
photon sources, infrared molecular qubits, and nonlinear
optical elements that exploit the anharmonic potential of
molecular vibrations.

Reducing the density of molecules and the mode vol-
ume of the mid-IR field can enable new experimental in-
sights about the nature of the strong coupling regime
with vibrational dipoles [35]. Nanoscale infrared res-
onator architectures have been developed for studies of,
e.g., cavity QED with ensembles of molecular vibrations
[30–33, 36–39] or intersubband transitions [34, 40]. The
densities of IR-active dipoles are significantly smaller in
nanophotonic resonators in comparison with FP cavities.
However, strong coupling regime with an individual in-
frared dipole has yet to be demonstrated.

A range of theoretical approaches have been used in the
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FIG. 1: Infrared nanocavity quantum electrodynamics. (a) A nano-cavity confined infrared photon field resonant at
ωa with radiative decay rate κr and non-radiative decay κnr coupled with a molecular vibration with absorption frequency ωv

and vibrational relaxation rate γ. The total photon decay rate is κ = κr + κnr. The cavity photon exchanges energy with the
material quantum states at rate g. (b) Photonic (T2κ) and material (T2γ) dephasing times as a function of the cooperativity
parameter Ng2/κγ. For small cooperativities (weak coupling), the photonic and material dephasing times are different when
κ 6= γ. For cooperativities that exceed unity (strong coupling), a single hybrid dephasing time T2hyb is established. Selected
infrared cavity implementations using tip-enhanced IR antenna resonators [30, 31], planar nanocavities [32, 33], intersubband
quantum well heterostructures [34], and liquid-phase Fabry-Perot microcavities [18, 19] are given.

literature to describe strong coupling in nanophotonics,
varying in complexity from phenomenological coupled-
oscillator fits to first principles calculations using macro-
scopic QED [41, 42]. The latter approach is by construc-
tion consistent with Maxwell’s equations and accurately
describes the intrinsically non-Markovian character of the
coupled light-matter dynamics of quantum emitters in
optical nanostructures [43, 44]. However, the formalism
is computationally expensive to implement due to the
multiple evaluations of the electromagnetic Green’s ten-
sor needed to map the quantum dynamics of coupled sys-
tem over a range of frequencies, positions and polariza-
tions [43, 45–49], which challenges its application to the
rapid design and characterization of prototype nanopho-
tonic quantum devices. On the other hand, simple classi-
cal oscillator models [50, 51], while equivalent to quantum
theory under some circumstances [29, 52], fail to describe
non-classical fields [53] and the strong coupling beyond
linear response [54]. Simple quantum mechanical models
thus become a necessity for the development of infrared
cavity QED on the nanoscale.

In this work, we propose a semi-empirical open quan-
tum system approach to study cavity QED in infrared
resonators driven by femtosecond pulses. The quantum
state of the coupled light-matter system evolves accord-
ing to a Markovian quantum master equation in Lindblad
form, whose coherent and dissipative parameters are ob-
tained from independent experiments. Our approach is a
compromise between a fully ab-initio macroscopic QED
approach and phenomenological classical coupled oscilla-

tor models. The complexity of the proposed Markovian
formalism can be systematically expanded to include the
effect of multiple laser pulses, the dynamics of the probe
nanotips used for imaging and field manipulation and the
natural anharmonicity in the internal level spectrum of
the material.

We validate our methodology by quantitatively re-
producing previous tip nanoprobe IR-vibrational spec-
troscopy experiments [30, 31]. The theory is shown to
match time-domain and frequency-domain observables
of the coupled dipole-resonator systems under weak and
strong coupling, and provides straightforward insights
into the dynamical role of probe nanotips on the ma-
nipulation of strong coupling and Fano interference ef-
fects (Sec. III). We then use the quantum formalism be-
yond linear response to predict novel phenomena enabled
by IR-molecule picocavities, where classical models fail.
This includes the prediction of a new type of anharmonic
blockade effect that results in a phase rotation of the
coupled resonator field that scales nonlinearly with the
input pulse power (Sec. IV). For molecular vibrations, we
predict phase shifts of a few radians for a single femtosec-
ond pulse that can produce population up to the second
excited vibrational level. In contrast with other anhar-
monic blockade mechanisms in cavity QED, the proposed
infrared nonlinearity does not rely on strong light-matter
coupling [55], optomechanical effects [56], or long-range
interactions between dipoles [57].
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II. CROSSOVER FROM WEAK TO STRONG
COUPLING

Before describing the proposed quantum approach for
infrared nanophotonics, let us first review basic cavity
QED phenomenology relevant for this work. Figure 1a
illustrates a molecular vibration dipole with fundamental
frequency ωv that couples to the near-field mode of an in-
frared resonator with frequency ωa. The single-particle
light-matter coupling strength is denoted by g. Vibra-
tional dipoles in polyatomic molecules dissipate their en-
ergy into the coupled many-body vibrational manifold
with an overall rate γ. The near-field undergoes non-
radiative cavity loss through, e.g., Drude damping into
the metal nanostructure, at a rate κnr and radiative loss
into the far field at rate κr. The total photon loss rate
is thus κ = κnr + κr. Spectroscopic observables of the
coupled system depend on these parameters.

In general, a coupled light-matter system evolves with
eigenfrequencies and decay rates that differ from the un-
coupled case. This is shown in Fig. 1b, where we plot
the material (T2γ) and photonic (T2κ) dephasing times of
coupled light-matter systems with different κ/γ ratios, as
a function of the cooperativity parameter Ng2/κγ, where
N is the number of molecular dipoles in the system. In a
simple description that ignores inhomogeneous broaden-
ing [52, 58], a strongly coupled dipole-resonator system
decays at a rate that is the average of the material and
photonic rates. Such hybridization of timescales formally
occurs for resonant coupling when 4

√
Ng/|κ − γ| ≥ 1

[50, 51], where |κ− γ| 6= 0 is the decay mismatch. How-
ever, as Fig. 1b illustrates, timescale hybridization can in
principle occur under conditions that would not be spec-
troscopically considered strong coupling. In this regime
we also expect the formation of polaritonic states that
form a spectrally resolved doublet separated by the Rabi
splitting Ω ≡ 2

√
Ng under resonant conditions. Polari-

ton formation occurs when Ω is greater than the individ-
ual linewidths κ and γ. Demanding that Ω ≥ {2κ, 2γ},
imposes the strong coupling condition

Ng2/κγ ≥ 1. (1)

In weak coupling regime, Fig. 1b shows that the mate-
rial dephasing time T2γ decreases with respect to its free
space value T 0

2γ ≡ 2/γ as the cooperativity approaches
the strong coupling region from the left. For resonant
conditions, the dephasing time scales with the coopera-
tivity as

T2γ =
T 0

2γ

1 + 4Ng2/κγ
, (2)

which is a signature of the Purcell effect [58]. The re-
duction of T2γ is accompanied by an increase of the
photon lifetime T2κ with respect to its free space value
T 0

2κ ≡ 2/κ, although for systems with κ/γ � 1, as
expected for most open cavity systems, this change of

the photon lifetime is only modest. The hybrid dephas-
ing time T2hyb/2 ≡ (1/T 0

2κ + 1/T 0
2γ)−1 is established for

Ng2/κγ � 1. Although Fig. 1b describes a wide range
of experimentally relevant scenarios, we note that nat-
ural sources of inhomogeneity in the material and pho-
tonic system can result in significant deviations from the
behavior described above [29]. In the following sections,
we further develop the theory that describes light-matter
coupling with molecular

III. COUPLED TIP-RESONATOR-VIBRATION
DYNAMICS IN THE LINEAR REGIME

A. Lindblad Quantum Master Equation

We start by generalizing the scheme in Fig. 1a to treat
an ensemble of N molecular vibrations with light-matter
coupling at rate gi of the i-th molecular vibration with
the resonator field. In general, the uncoupled spectrum of
the near-field is highly structured [49], but for simplicity
we assume a single-mode resonator field with annihilation
operator â and resonance frequency ωa. The total system
Hamiltonian can be written as (we use ~ ≡ 1 throughout)

ĤN = ωa â
†â+

N∑
i=1

T̂i + V̂i(q) + gi d̂i(q)⊗ (â+ â†), (3)

where T̂i and V̂i(q) are the nuclear kinetic energy and po-
tential energy curve along the normal mode coordinate q

in the i-th molecule and d̂i(q) is a dimensionless electric
dipole operator that depends parametrically on the vi-
brational coordinate q. The eigenstates |ν〉 and eigenval-
ues Eν for each of the single-molecule vibrational Hamil-
tonians (T̂i+V̂i) are assumed to be known from free-space
IR spectroscopy, with ν = 0, 1, 2, ... being the vibrational
quantum number.

We model driving and dissipation in the evolution
of the reduced density matrix of the coupled molecule-
resonator system ρ̂S(t) with a quantum master equation
of Lindblad form [59]

d

dt
ρ̂S = −i[ĤN+ĤF(t), ρ̂S ]+Lκ [ρ̂S ]+LγC [ρ̂S ]+LγL [ρ̂S ] ,

(4)

where [Â, B̂] denotes a commutator and L[ρ̂s] is a super-
operator that describes dissipation. The system Hamil-
tonian ĤN is adapted from Eq. (3), and the driving term
is given by

ĤF (t) = Fd(t)
[
âeiωdt + â†e−iωdt

]
, (5)

where Fd(t) is proportional to the photon flux of the laser
pulse. For dissipation we consider photon decay at the
overall rate κ, vibrational relaxation into a local reservoir
at rate γL and into a collective reservoir at rate γC . For
specific expressions of the dissipators see Appendix A.
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FIG. 2: Vibrational Purcell effect.(a) Field detection scheme for PMMA-coated nanowire with the nanoscale local probing
at the wire terminal; (b) Pulse-driven resonator field Re〈â(t)〉, measured in Ref. [31] for a resonant molecular vibration-antenna
system (ωv = ωa). The measured lifetime of the FID signal is T2γ = 345± 10 fs (box inset); (c) Simulated collective molecular

coherence Re〈B̂0(t)〉, for equivalent conditions as in experiments with dephasing time T2γ = 347 fs, for
√
Ng = 41.5 cm−1. (d)

Simulated vibrational dephasing time as a function of the resonator frequency, assuming fixed coupling constant
√
Ng = 41.5

cm−1 (red squares) and coupling constant scaling with the antenna resonance
√
Ng ∝ ωa (blue circles). The dashed line marks

the vibrational frequency ωv. In all cases, the driving pulse is centered at t0 = 600 fs, and has duration of T = 155 fs. We use
(ωv, κ/2π, γ/2π) = (1732, 519, 17) cm−1.

B. The Vibrational Purcell Effect

We first consider weak driving conditions (|Fd|/κ� 1).
Far-field photons injected into the near-field can leak out
almost instantaneously due to the short photon lifetimes
of typical IR antenna resonators. Therefore, vibrational
ladder climbing cannot occur over a pulse duration. Since
only ν = 0 and ν = 1 levels can be probed, the local
vibrational potential can be truncated to quadratic terms
in q, i.e., Vi(q) ≈ ωvq

2/2, and the dipole function d(q)
up to linear terms [60, 61]. We further ignore counter-
rotating terms in Eq. (3) and the inhomogeneity in the
vibrational frequencies and Rabi couplings.

From Eq. (4), we derive the following set coupled equa-
tions for light and matter coherences

d

dt
〈â〉 = −(iωa + κ/2)〈â〉 − i

√
Ng〈B̂0〉 − iF̃d(t) (6)

d

dt
〈B̂0〉 = −(iωv + γ/2)〈B̂0〉 − i

√
Ng〈â〉, (7)

where the material coherence is modeled as a collective
oscillator B̂0 ≡

∑
i b̂i/
√
N , with b̂i a local vibrational

mode operator. γ ≡ NγC+γL and F̃d ≡ Fd(t)exp[−iωdt]
with carrier frequency ωd. Equations (6)-(7) correspond
to driven coupled oscillators in mean field, and can be
shown to be equivalent to the classical oscillator picture
[29]. For a single excitation pulse of arbitrary shape
and frequency, exact analytical solutions for 〈â(t)〉 and

〈B̂0(t)〉 are given in Appendix B, which are valid both in
the weak and strong coupling regimes and are consistent
with previous work [62].

We test the predictions of Eqs. (6)-(7) by reprocess-
ing experimental data from Ref. [31] on the dynamics
of the near-field Enf(t) ∝ 〈â(t)〉 for gold nanowire anten-
nas coated with a thin film of poly(methyl-methacrylate)
(PMMA) for its carbonyl (C=O) stretch mode vibra-

tional oscillators under the influence of a single femtosec-
ond IR pulse. We model the pulse with a Gaussian driv-
ing term Fd(t) = (F0/

√
2πT )exp[−(t− t0)2/2T 2], where

T ≈ 150 fs is the pulse duration. |F0|2 is proportional to
the photon flux per pulse injected to the resonator field.
The pulse is centered at t0 and the system is initially in
the absolute ground state (no photonic or material exci-
tation). From the analysis below, we estimate the ratio

4
√
Ng/|κ − γ| ≈ 0.3 (weak coupling) for these experi-

ments.

The tip-enhanced antenna near-field detection scheme
is illustrated in Fig. 2a. The IR pulse drives the
molecule-coupled resonator and the coherently scattered
IR near-field is measured interferometrically by hetero-
dyne detection [63]. Fig. 2b shows the experimental
coherence Re〈â(t)〉 for N ∼ 103 carbonyl oscillators per
mode volume [31]. The antenna frequency ωa is reso-
nant with the carbonyl vibration frequency ωv in the
polymer. κ is obtained from the width of the far field
scattering spectrum of the antenna (κ/2π = FWHM).
Carbonyl vibration frequencies and linewidths in PMMA
can be found in the range ωv = 1730 − 1745 cm−1 and
γ/2π ∼ 4− 30 cm−1 [63].

In Fig. 2c, we show the simulated vibrational coher-
ence Re〈B̂0(t)〉, obtained from Eqs. (6)-(7) with pa-
rameters calibrated with the data in Fig. 2b. By set-
ting the collective Rabi coupling to

√
Ng = 41 cm−1,

the free-induction decay (FID) of the molecular coher-
ence is found to match the experimental dephasing time
(T2γ = 347 fs) within the measurement uncertainties.

The connection between the decay of the collective os-
cillator coherence 〈B̂0(t)〉 and the post-pulse resonator
FID is demonstrated in Appendix A. There we show that
long after the pulse is over (t� t0 +T ) the collective os-
cillator in a fully-resonant scenario ωa = ωv = ωd decays
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as

〈B̂0(t)〉 ≈
√
Ngf0

Γg
eγ̃

2T 2/4 e−iωvt−γ̃(t−t0)/2, (8)

where Γg ≡ Re{
√

∆2
Γ − 4Ng2}, ∆Γ = (γ − κ)/2, and

the coupled vibrational decay rate γ̃ = γPvib, written in
terms of the vibrational Purcell factor

Pvib = 1 +
4Ng2

κγ
. (9)

Pvib quantifies the additional contribution to material
relaxation that emerges from the coupling of the vibra-
tional motion to the fast-decaying resonator field. In this
Purcell-enhanced regime, the coupled vibrational dephas-
ing time drops below its free space value of T 0

2γ = 620 fs,
in agreement with Eq. (2).

In Fig. 2d, we compare the measured and simulated
vibrational dephasing times T2γ as a function of the res-
onator frequency ωa. The measured asymmetry with re-
spect to the detuning from resonance, i.e., ∆a ≡ ωa−ωv,
can be attributed to the strong frequency dependence of
κ and g in nanoresonators [41, 43, 46]. For comparison,
an infrared cavity with frequency independent κ and g
would result in a symmetric Purcell factor as a function of
detuning of the form Pvib(∆a) = 1+Ng2∆Γ/γ(∆2

a+∆2
Γ).

On the other hand, partial agreement with experiments is
obtained for red-detuned resonators when we assume the
frequency-independent Rabi coupling

√
Ng to 41 cm−1.

In this case, the asymmetry is not captured and the Pur-
cell factor is underestimated for antennas that are blue-
detuned from the vibrational resonance.

In order to capture the asymmetry observed in exper-
iments (Fig. 2d, shaded area), we extract the frequency-
dependent decay rates κ(ωa) from the scattering spectra
of a series of gold infrared resonators (see Appendix A

for details). Then
√
Ng is set for different values of ωa

to match the measured and simulated vibrational T2γ

times for the resonators. Under the assumption that the
molecule number N is only determined by the density of
carbonyl bonds in the polymer film, we obtain a linear
scaling of the single-molecule coupling g ∝ ωa, to match
the experimental dephasing times over the entire range
of resonator frequencies studied.

C. Nanotip Control of the Resonator Phase

In the previous section (Sec. III B), the nanotip only
negligibly affects the molecule-antenna coupling itself
and simply serves as a local probe of the near-field re-
sponse [31]. We now relax this assumption by explicitly
considering the relevant degrees of freedom of the tip in
the quantum master equation, in order to build physical
insight on the conditions necessary for a nanotip to in-
duce coherent phase transformations on the infrared near
field, as shown in recent experiments [30].

We start by modelling the electromagnetic field of the
localized surface plasmon resonance at the tip apex with
a bosonic operator ĉ at frequency ωt. The tip cou-
ples directly to the antenna resonator field with cou-
pling strength gat and in principle can also couple di-
rectly to the molecular vibrations with a collective cou-
pling strength

√
Ngvt. For simplicity, we assume that the

tip field couples with the same number of vibrations N
as the antenna field. The tip-antenna-vibration Hamil-
tonian can thus be written as Ĥ = ĤN + ĤT , where the
term ĤN is given by Eq. (3) and ĤT by

ĤT = ωtĉ
†ĉ+gat

(
â†ĉ+ âĉ†

)
+
√
Ngvt(B̂0ĉ

†+B̂†0 ĉ). (10)

Figure 3a illustrates the tip-antenna-vibration system.
Depending on the lateral tip position x, the phase front
of a far-field pulse can be different at the tip apex rel-
ative to an antenna reference position, due to a path
length difference (retardation). Denoting this relative
phase by ∆φ = neff2πx/λa, where λa is the antenna
resonant wavelength and neff the refractive index of the
medium, the coherent driving term in Eq. (5) now gen-
eralizes to

ĤF (t) = F1φ1(t)â eı̇(ω1t+∆φ) + F2φ2(t) eı̇ω2tĉ + H.c.,
(11)

which separately describes driving of the resonator and
the tip. ‘H.c.’ stands for Hermitian conjugate. The local
pulse profiles are denoted by φi(t) = exp[−(t−t0)2/2T 2

i ],
where i = 1 denotes the resonator and i = 2 the tip. Fi
is the peak field amplitude and ωi the carrier frequency.
Photon decay now also occurs due to finite lifetime of
the tip field at rate κt, which again includes both radia-
tive and non-radiative contributions. For clarity, we have
changed the notation from κ to κa for the the photon de-
cay rate of the antenna field.

By constructing a quantum master equation with the
Hamiltonians in Eqs. (10)-(11), in Appendix C we de-

rive coupled mean field equations for 〈â(t)〉, 〈B̂0(t)〉 and
〈ĉ(t)〉. In order to model the experiments in Ref. [30],
we set gvt = 0, F1 = F2 = F and φ1(t) = φ2(t) = φ(t),
and solve for the resonator field in the Fourier domain
as 〈â(ω)〉 = χT (ω)F̃ (ω), where χT (ω) is the coupled

resonator response function and F̃ (ω) ≡ Fφ(ω) is the
frequency-domain pulse amplitude. With the full analyt-
ical expression for χT (ω) given in Appendix C, for the
conditions relevant to Ref. [30] we obtain

χT (ω) ≈ χa(ω)
[
eı̇∆φ + gatχt(ω)

]
1− χa(ω) [Ng2

avχv(ω) + g2
atχt(ω)]

, (12)

where χa(ω) ≡ (ω − ωa − ı̇κa/2)−1 is the response of
the bare antenna, χv(ω) = (ω − ωv − ı̇γ/2)−1 the bare
vibrational response, and χt(ω) = (ω − ωt − ı̇κt/2)−1

the bare tip response. For clarity, we have changed the
notation from g to gav for the molecule antenna-vibration
coupling.

Figure 3b shows the measured imaginary part of χT (ω)
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FIG. 3: Nanotip-induced phase rotation. (a) Molecular coupled IR antenna with vertical field confinement length
l0, probed by scanning nanotip. (b) Experimentally observed imaginary part of the coupled system response χT (ω) an-
tenna with resonance wavelength λa = 5.8µm (L = 1.75µm), for different values of the relative phase ∆φ = 2πx/λa.
The vibrational resonance frequency is ωv = 1730 cm−1. (c) Simulated system response for selected values of ∆φ, with

(γ/2π, ωa, κa/2π,
√
Ngav, κt/2π, gat) = (21, 1735, 80, 23, 800, 12) cm−1. The bare vibrational and antenna responses χv(ω) and

χa(ω) are shown for reference; (d) Antenna phase response at the vibrational resonance Φ(ωv) as a function of the input phase

∆φ and the detuning-to-Rabi frequency ratio ∆a/
√
Ngav. Phase cuts i-iii at selected antenna detunings are highlighted; (e) Real

and imaginary part of the total response χT (ω) for input phases ∆φ = 0 (solid lines) and π/4 (dashed lines) for ∆a = −11
√
Ngav

(cut i in panel d); (f) Phasor diagram of the complex total response at the vibrational resonance |χT (ωv)|eı̇Φ(ωv) for cuts i-iii.
Arrows show the direction of increasing ∆φ.

as a function of the relative phase ∆φ, reconstructed from
data in Ref. [30]. The lineshape changes from absorptive
to dispersive as the relative phase ∆φ ∝ x/λa increases.
For ∆φ ≈ 0, the response is purely absorptive and ex-
hibits a Rabi splitting Ω ≈ 46 cm−1 around the bare vi-
brational resonance, in close agreement with the reported
Ω = 47± 5 cm−1 and associated population lifetime [80].

From the Rabie splitting we estimate
√
Ngav = 23 cm−1

and a ratio 4
√
Ngav/|κa − γ| ≈ 1.6.

In Fig. 3c, we plot the simulated response of the cou-
pled resonator with a set of parameters extracted from
the data in Fig. 3b. The simulated phase rotation of the
response is in qualitative agreement with experiments, al-
though further calibration work similar to the one carried
out in Sec. III B would be needed to reproduce experi-
mentally observed frequency shifts and spectral asym-
metries observed in experiments (Fig. 3b) but not in the
theory.

As a figure-of-merit for the phase rotation, we choose
Φ ≡ tan−1(Im[χT ]/Re[χT ]) at the vibrational frequency
ωv. In Fig. 3d, we show the dependence of Φ(ωv) with
the antenna-vibration detuning ∆a and the input phase
∆φ. Frequency cuts at different detunings (cuts i-iii)
show the predicted linear phase-to-phase relation at fixed
antenna frequency. The experiments in Ref. [30] corre-

spond to ∆a ≈ 0 (cut ii). In Fig. 3e we show the real
and imaginary parts of the total response χT (ω) for a
red-detuned antenna field (ωa = 1485 cm−1) for ∆φ = 0
and ∆φ = π/2, highlighting the phase inversion at the
vibrational resonance. In Figure 3f, we show a phasor di-
agram with sequences of the complex response at ωv, i.e.,
|χT (ωv)|eiΦ(ωv), as the input phase ∆φ is tuned from 0
to π/2. The predicted sequences correspond to different
values of ∆a.

Complementary to the Fourier-domain picture, the tip-
induced phase rotations in Fig. 3 can be understood
more generally from a time-domain perspective. For this
we exploit the separation of timescales T2κt � T2κa ,
where T2κt = 2/κt, such that the tip field instanta-
neously adjust to the dynamics of the antenna-vibration
sub-system. We then adiabatically eliminate the tip vari-
able 〈ĉ(t)〉 from the equations of motion and derive tip-

renormalized evolution equations for 〈â〉 and 〈B̂0〉 of the
form

d

dt
〈â〉 = − (iω′c + κ′/2) 〈â〉 − g′av〈B̂0〉+ Ea(t,∆φ)

(13)

d

dt
〈B̂0〉 = − (ı̇ω′v + γ′/2) 〈B̂0〉 − g′av 〈â〉+ Ev(t). (14)
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In comparison with Eqs. (6)-(7), the system frequen-
cies and decay rates are now modified by the interaction
with the tip. The tip drives the resonator with a phase-
dependent source Ea(t,∆φ) and also the molecular vibra-
tions through the source term Ev(t), when gvt 6= 0. Full
expressions for the tip-modified system frequencies, de-
cay rates and driving sources can be found in Appendix
C.

We solve Eqs. (13)-(14) using Laplace transform tech-
niques with gvt = 0, to obtain an expression for the res-
onator field of the form

〈â(s)〉 = ζ eiθ × (s+ γ′/2 + iω′v)

p(s)
F (s), (15)

where the polynomial p(s) ≡ s2 − s(iω′c + κ′/2)(γ′/2 +

iω′v) + g
′2
av encodes the coupled system eigenfrequencies.

F (s) is the Laplace transform of the driving pulse. This
expression shows that the resonator field is modulated by
the stationary complex amplitude Z = g′at−iei∆φ ≡ ζeiθ,
where g′at ≈ −2gat/κt is a dimensionless tip-antenna
coupling parameter. For |g′at| � 1, the coupled resonator
response is rotated by θ ≈ ∆φ − π/2, (g′at = −0.03 in
Fig. 3).

By inverting Eq. (15) back to the time domain, the
influence of the tip can be understood quantum mechan-
ically as the time-independent phase-space transforma-
tion

â(t)→ ζ eiθâ
†ââ(t)e−iθâ

†â, (16)

which is a basic transformation in optical quantum infor-
mation processing [64].

To summarize this section, we show that coherent field
retardation effects observed in tip-antenna experiments
can be simply encoded into the system Hamiltonian as
relative phases between input driving fields [see Eq. (11)],
thus facilitating a rapid analysis of tip-induced interfer-
ence effects in comparison with a full vectorial electro-
magnetic field simulation [65]. The equations of motion
obtained from the Lindblad quantum master equation
admit Fourier-domain solutions that highlight the role
of destructive and constructive interferences between the
tip and antenna fields in the complex response of the cou-
pled system [see Eq. 12]. In comparison with the classical
treatment of the coupled tip-antenna-vibration response
in Ref. [30] (see, our quantum optics approach removes
the ambiguities relative to the definition of uncoupled
mode frequencies, which facilitates the analysis of the
coupled spectra. The quantum approach also predicts
changes in both the phase and amplitude of the coupled
response at the vibrational frequency ωv (see Fig. 3e)
that are not predicted classically.

The quantum picture shows that in a broadband limit
where tip-localized photons decay much faster than in
near-field of the antenna resonator, reduced evolution
equations for the antenna-vibration system can be de-
rived such that its parameters depend explicitly on the

tip-antenna coupling strength gat, which is ultimately
given by the overlap between the corresponding evanes-
cent fields [66]. Coherent tip-induced phase-space rota-
tions of the infrared near-field [see Eq. (16)] can thus be
quantitatively studied as a function of design parameters
such as quality factors, resonance frequencies, and field
profiles. We expect this to accelerate the development of
mid-infrared quantum information devices. In the next
sections, we further explore the reach of the proposed
quantum optics formalism beyond what has been cur-
rently done in experiments.

D. Tip-induced Modulation of Strong Coupling

In addition to modifying the phase of the near-field by
varying the lateral position x relative to the resonator
surface, nanotips can also contribute to the crossover
from weak to strong coupling, as the vertical position
z is tuned. Local modulation of strong coupling has
been demonstrated with quantum dot emitters in optical
nanoresonators [67, 68], but has yet to be implemented
with infrared nanostructures. In order to theoretically
study these effects, we now generalize the analysis in Sec.
III C to allow for a more active role of the tip nanoprobe
in the light-matter interaction process, beyond just prob-
ing the vibration-antenna coupling dynamics. Since the
tip motion is essentially frozen over the relevant spec-
troscopic timescales, its position (x, z) can be mapped
to stationary magnitudes of the tip-antenna coupling gat

and tip-vibration couplings gvt, as well as the input phase
∆φ. In order to focus on the interference between the
tip-vibration and antenna-vibration couplings, through-
out this section we set ∆φ = 0.

In Fig. 4a we show the Rabi-split response of coupled
antenna-vibration system with Rabi splitting Ω ≈ 46
cm−1, probed by a broadband tip (κt � gat) that is
not directly coupled to vibrations (see also Fig. 3c). For
such a nanoprobe, we predict that by increasing the tip-
vibration coupling strength

√
Ngvt beyond the antenna

and vibrational linewidths κa (80 cm−1) and γ (21 cm−1),
for instance by bringing the tip closer to the molecu-
lar layer, the Rabi splitting in the response does not in-
crease but actually dissappears. In this case, the broad-
band tip simply acts as an additional photonic bath for
the molecules, effectively broadening the vibrational res-
onance through the Purcell effect discussed in Sec. III B
when the tip-vibration coupling is large enough.

In Fig. 4b we show that a Rabi splitting can be recov-
ered if the tip lifetime increases, while keeping gvt and
all other parameters constant. For κt comparable to κa,
the separation of timescales used in the previous section
does not apply. For large enough

√
Ngvt, the coupled

antenna response consists of one center resonant feature
at ωa = ωv of width κa and two Rabi sidebands sym-
metrically located around the vibrational resonance at
ω = ωv ±

√
Ngvt, which is the Fourier-domain signature

of strong coupling (Ng2
vt/κtγ = 13.4). Note that while
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FIG. 4: Tip-antenna interaction and strong coupling. (a) Absorptive response of a fully resonant coupled antenna-
vibration-tip system near the vibration frequency ωv = 1730 cm−1. Curves show the progression from a Rabi doublet with√
Ngav = 25 cm−1 and vanishing tip-vibration coupling (i) to the simultaneous coupling with a very broad tip with gvt = 150

cm−1 (ii). Vertical dashed lines indicate the bare antenna linewidth κa/2π = 80 cm−1; (b) Progression of the response for
a decreasing tip linewidth from κt/2π = 800 cm−1 (ii) to κt/2π = 80 cm−1 (iii), all other parameters kept constant. The
emergence of a Rabi doublet at ωv ± gvt is highlighted with triangles; (c) Progression as the antenna-vibration coupling

decreases from
√
Ngav = 25 cm−1 (iii) to zero (iv). Fano interference at the lower Rabi peak is highlighted with a triangle. In

all panels, the tip-antenna interaction is set to gat = 12 cm−1, the relative tip-antenna phase is ∆φ = 0, and the insets show
representative bare responses of the antenna χa, the tip χt and the molecular vibration χv (γ/2π = 21 cm−1).

the contribution of the bare antenna-vibration coupling
to the Rabi splitting is negligible for the chosen param-
eters (gav/gvt = 0.17), the strong tip-vibration coupling
maps into the observable 〈â(ω)〉 due to the finite tip-
antenna coupling gat.

As a third case study of the predicted linear response
of the tip-antenna-vibration system, we show in Fig. 4c
that the lineshape of the Rabi split sidebands can be
modified due to destructive and constructive Fano inter-
ference between overlapping response functions. In par-
ticular, the lower Rabi sideband has an absorption dip
at ωv − Ωvt/2, where Ωvt ≡

√
Ngvt/2 is the tip-induced

splitting (300 cm−1). We can understand this interfer-
ence effect analytically, starting from a complete expres-
sion of the Fourier response of the resonator field of the
form χT (ω) = χ1 + χ2 + χ3 + χ4, where the definition of
the individual contributions is given in Eq. (C7) of Ap-
pendix C. For gvt = 0, the full expression of the response
reduces to Eq. (12) as a special case. The graphical
analysis of the individual response terms is also given in
Appendix C.

For the Fano lineshape in Fig. 4c (curve iv), we turn
off the antenna-vibration coupling (gav = 0) and set κa =
κt = κ without losing generality. In this fully resonant
scenario (ωv = ωa = ωt), we can approximately write
the absorptive response of the coupled resonator at the
frequencies of the lower and upper sidebands ω± ≡ ωv ±
Ωvt/2 as

ImχT (ω±) ≈ 1√
Ngvt

[
κ/2√
Ngvt

± gat

κ/2

]
, (17)

showing destructive interference of the tip-vibration and
tip-antenna responses at the lower sideband ω− and con-
structive interference at the upper sideband ω+ .

These results illustrate one of the key strengths of the
semi-empirical Markovian quantum master equation ap-
proach: seemingly different quantum phenomena, such as
the Purcell effect, Rabi splitting and Fano interference,
all emerge naturally from the same equations of motion
in different parameter regimes. The quantum mechani-
cal equations admit transparent analytical solutions for
the system response that can be exploited for analyzing
different experimental scenarios. In particular, theory
suggests that in order to explore the fundamental connec-
tion between Rabi splitting and Fano intereference with
molecular vibrations, novel nanotip designs with narrow-
band plasmonic resonances in the mid-infrared should be
engineered.

IV. ANHARMONIC BLOCKADE EFFECT FOR
STRONG DRIVING PULSES

Having successfully tested the predictions of the Lind-
blad theory against our previous time-domain data for
resonator-molecule samples under conditions of weak [31]
and strong coupling [30], we finally move beyond the ca-
pabilities of classical oscillator models to study the role
of the spectral anharmonicity of molecular vibrations on
the coupled light-matter dynamics. Anharmonic oscilla-
tors are used in quantum optics for implementing non-
linear transformations on the electromagnetic field that
can enhance the quantum information capacity of optical
devices [69].

In general, nonlinear oscillators occur in cavity QED
due to spectral anharmonicities present in the Hamil-
tonian. Such anharmonicities emerge under conditions
of strong light-matter coupling with individual dipoles



9

FIG. 5: Power-dependent phase rotation of the vibrational coherence. (a) Schematic picture of coherently scattered
fields in molecule-coupled resonators. The output phase contains the driving phase Φin as well as linear and non-linear
phase shifts, ∆ΦL and ∆ΦNL; (b) Evolution of the collective coherence Re〈B̂0(t)〉 for vibrations with anharmonicity paramter
∆21 = 40 cm−1 subject to a single 150 fs pulse centered at 600 fs and driving strength F0/κ = 0.3 (solid line) and F0/κ = 0.01
(dashed line). The delay δτ between weak field and strong field responses within a pulse duration is highlighted. The inset
shows a magnified view of the FID signal after the pulse is over (boxed region); (c) Level scheme for resonant coupling between
the the antenna photon levels with anharmonic vibrations in the presence of a strong pulse with duration T � 1/κ. The ground
and first excited levels exchange coherence and population resonantly, but the transition from the first to the second vibrational
level is detuned from the antenna by ∆21. Level distributions at pulse maximum are represented as circles with different areas.
g10 and g21 are state-dependent Rabi frequencies; (d) Imaginary part of the FID signal in the frequency domain near the bare
vibrational resonance (ωv = 1732 cm−1) for anharmonic oscillators with ∆21 = 40 cm−1. Curves are labeled by the ratio F0/κ;
(c) Nonlinear FID phase at the vibrational resonance ∆Φ(ωv) as a function of F0/κ. κ is the photon decay rate. In all panels
we set ωv = ωa = ωd, with other parameters being the same as Fig. 2.

[55], due to optomechanical interactions [56], or via
strong long-range interactions between material dipoles
[57]. Implementing these traditional anharmonic block-
ade mechanisms require a level of device engineering that
is currently beyond the reach of mid-IR nanophotonics.

The general input-output scheme that describes the
phase evolution of the electromagnetic field in coupled
vibration-resonator system is illustrated in Fig. 5. Al-
though signals are measured in the time domain, the
scattered field in the Fourier domain can be always be
associated with the phase response ∆Φ(ω) = ∆ΦL(ω) +
∆ΦNL(ω), relative to the phase spectrum of the input
pulse. We have already described linear phase shifts
∆ΦL introduced by a tip nanoprobe as it moves along
the resonator surface (Fig. 3). The defining feature of
linear phase shifts is that they do not depend on the
number of photons in the driving pulse. On the other

hand, the magnitude of nonlinear phase shifts ∆ΦNL are
conditional on the intensity of the driving field, which
in the quantum regime would lead to a photon-number-
dependent phase evolution of the electromagnetic field.

We apply the semi-empirical quantum master equa-
tion approach to develop a viable scheme for imple-
menting an intensity-dependent phase response ∆ΦNL(ω)
on vibration-resonator systems at room temperature.
Broadly speaking, we show that it is possible to transfer
the natural anharmonicity of molecular vibrations to the
otherwise harmonic resonator field. Key to the scheme is
weak coupling between light and matter (Ng2/κγ < 1)
and the ultrafast decay of confined photons relative to
the pulse duration (κ � 1/T � γ), such that photonic
and material degrees of freedom do not become entan-
gled, and material excitations do not build up beyond a
desired level within a pulse duration. These simplified
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conditions over alternative schemes in cavity QED [55]
improves the prospects for experimental implementations
using currently available infrared resonator architectures.

A. Vibrational Anharmonicity Model

The simplest anharmonicity model for a chemical bond
relates to the expansion of the Born-Oppenheimer (BO)
potential V (q − qe) =

∑
k αk(q − qe)k beyond second or-

der around the equilibrium bond length qe. Quartic non-
linearities (k = 4) give a sufficient description of spec-
tral anharmonicities in vibrational modes with parity-
symmetric BO potentials near equilibrium [70], and have
been studied in the context of vibrational strong coupling
spectroscopy in Fabry-Perot resonators [71]. This nonlin-
earity decreases the energy spacing between subsequent
vibrational levels. In particular, energy gap between the
ν = 1 and ν = 2 levels is lower than the fundamental
frequency ωv by the anharmonic parameter ∆21. The
latter typically varies in the range 10−40 cm−1 for poly-
atomic molecules [24, 72, 73]. Minimal models for quartic
nonlinearities have been used extensively in nonlinear IR
spectroscopy [74–76]. In their simplest form, the vibra-
tional Hamiltonian for a single mode can be written in

terms of harmonic oscillator variables b̂i in the Kerr form
[74]

T̂i + V̂i(q) ≈ ωvb̂
†
i b̂i − U b̂†i b̂†i b̂ib̂i, (18)

with U = |∆21|/2. More general molecular anharmonici-
ties that break parity have also been studied in the con-
text of molecular cavity QED [24, 60, 61].

Linear response signals of coupled vibration-resonator
systems, as studied in the previous sections, are not sen-
sitive to the anharmonicity parameter ∆21. In the linear
regime, the intensity of femtosecond driving pulses is low
enough, and the photon decay rate is large enough, to
prevent a significant buildup of near-field photons within
a pulse duration, i.e., 〈â†â〉 � 1 for F0/κ � 1. Conse-
quently, the vibrational ground state is not significantly
depleted and higher vibrational levels ν ≥ 2 are not pop-
ulated. By increasing the ratio F0/κ, ladder climbing of
the resonator levels becomes possible, and through the
light-matter interaction between higher photonic and vi-
brational levels, ∆21 can be measured.

B. Anharmonic Blockade Effect under
Short Pulse Excitation

We simulate the coupled light-matter dynamics of N
identical anharmonic vibrations coupled to infrared res-
onator, by solving the quantum master equation in Eq.
(4) for an anharmonic vibrational Hamiltonian as in Eq.
(18). The dipole function d(q) is again truncated up to
linear terms in q. From the quantum master equation,
we derive expressions for the mean fields 〈â〉 and 〈B̂0〉, as

well as second moments such as the mean photon number

〈â†â〉 and the average vibrational population 〈B̂†0B̂0〉.
In Fig. 5b, we compare the evolution of the real part of

the collective coherence 〈B̂0〉 driven by a weak Gaussian
pulse (F0/κ = 0.01) with pulse duration T = 155 fs, and
by a strong pulse (F0/κ = 0.01) of the same duration. In
both cases the pulse is centered at 600 fs. Light-matter
coupling is fully resonant (ωv = ωa = ωd) and the non-
linearity parameter is set to U = 20 cm−1. All other
parameters are kept as in Fig. 2b (Purcell regime). Fig-
ure 5b shows that before the pulse is over, the strong field
response develops a time delay δτ of a fraction of a cycle
relative to the weak pulse signal. The time delay grows
from zero before pulses are applied, to a stationary value
after the pulses are over (Fig. 5b inset). As expected,
the T2γ dephasing times of the weak field and strong field
FID signals do not depend on the pulse strength.

The microscopic mechanism that establishes the de-
lay δτ is schematically pictured in Fig. 5c. The dia-
gram illustrates a representative population distribution
in the ground and first two excited levels of the pho-
ton field and the molecular vibrations, at the peak am-
plitude of a strong driving pulse. For the strong field
response shown in Fig. 5b, the photonic and vibra-
tional ground states are significantly depleted (see pop-
ulation evolution in Fig. 7 in Appendix D). For reso-
nant coupling (ω0 = ωv) population and coherence trans-
fer between the light-matter states |n = 0〉 |ν = 1〉 and
|n = 1〉 |ν = 0〉 occurs rapidly and resonantly at the Rabi
frequency g10, proportional to the fundamental transition

dipole 〈ν = 1|d̂|ν = 0〉. Since the pulse also populates the
two-photon state |n = 2〉, population and coherence ex-
change can occur between the states |n = 2〉 |ν = 1〉 and
|n = 1〉 |ν = 2〉 at the rate g21, proportional to the ex-

cited transition dipole 〈ν = 2|d̂|ν = 1〉. However, this
exchange is not resonant due to the anharmonic shift
∆21 of the ν = 2 vibrational level. The excited pho-
ton field thus becomes transiently blue detuned from the
ν = 2 → ν = 1 transition. This transient detuning
introduces a delay δτ in the response of the coupled
vibration-resonator system, relative to a weak-pulse sce-
nario in which no two-photon state is produced. Since
the detuning disappears immediately after the pulse is
over (T2κ � T ), the post-pulse delay is stationary and
can be measured interferometrically.

This intuitive physical picture is captured by the Lind-
blad master equation. Under the assumption that field-
induced vibrational correlations can be neglected within
the pulse duration, the resonator field 〈â〉 can be shown
to evolve again as the driven harmonic oscillator in Eq.
(6), but now the equation of motion for the collective
vibrational coherence becomes

d

dt
〈B̂0〉 = −(γ/2+i[ωv−2U 〈n̂B〉])〈B̂0〉−i

√
Ng〈â〉, (19)

where 〈n̂B(t)〉 ≡ 〈B̂†0(t)B̂0(t)〉 is proportional to the av-
erage vibrational population in the ensemble. Under the
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weak coupling and strong driving conditions in Fig. 5, we
show in Appendix D that the system dynamics is mainly
governed by the variables 〈â〉, 〈B̂〉, and 〈n̂B〉. The ex-
pression for the nonlinear detuning |∆a| = 2U〈n̂B〉 in Eq.
(19) reduces to the linear response result in Eq. (7) for
vibrations that are strong driven but have negligible an-
harmonicity (U/γ � 1), or for strongly anharmonic sys-
tems whose vibrational ground state is not significantly
depleted (〈n̂B〉 � 1).

C. Power-Dependent Phase Rotation

In Fig. 5d, we show that to the delay δτ of the vi-
brational FID signal corresponds a phase rotation of the
molecular coherence in the Fourier domain. In particu-
lar, the imaginary part of the vibrational response turns
from expected Lorentzian absorption peak at ωv in weak
driving [30, 31], to a dispersive lineshape as the ratio
F0/κ increases, as it is shown in Fig. 5d. This is reminis-
cent of the tip-induced phase rotation discussed in Sec.
III C, but now the phase rotation is entirely due to the
molecular anharmonicity.

We quantify the influence of vibrational anharmonicity
on the predicted power-dependent phase rotation of the
FID signal, by computing the phase of the FID trace
in the Fourier-domain at the bare vibrational resonance,
for a given driving strength F0. We then compare the
phase φU (ωv) obtained for anharmonic vibrations, with
the phase φHO(ωv) obtained by setting U = 0, keeping all
other parameters the same. In Fig. 5e, we plot this phase
shift ∆Φ(ωv) ≡ φU (ωv) − φHO(ωv), as a function of the
pulse strength parameter F0/κ. Large phase rotations
∆Φ & 0.1π are predicted for moderately strong pulses
with F0/κ ∼ 0.1.

These results demonstrate the feasibility of implement-
ing nonlinear phase switches based on natural vibrational
anharmonicities using currently available mid-infrared
resonator architectures. For simplicity we have consid-
ered purely classical driving pulses (laser fields), but the
quantum master equation formalism is directly applica-
ble for the analysis of input fields with non-classical light
statistics [77]. The ultrafast decay of near field photons
imposes the requirement that the photon flux F0 of the
input pulses should reach a significant fraction of the de-
cay rate κ in order for the vibrational blockade effect to
become activate. Therefore, bright sources of quantum
light such as squeezed field pulses [78] are promising can-
didates for implementing the proposed nonlinear phase
gates in the quantum regime.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The semi-empirical Markovian quantum master equa-
tion approach proposed here for the analysis of mid-IR
molecular nanophotonic devices is modular in the sense
that the Hamiltonians and super-operators that respec-

tively describe the coherent and dissipative evolution of
bare vibrational and photonic variables can be indepen-
dently parametrized from spectroscopic measurements of
the uncoupled sub-systems. By interferometrically mea-
suring the photon lifetime in the mid-IR near field of an
infrared antenna as a function of its resonance frequency,
the uncertainty of the procedure for calibrating the light-
matter coupling parameter of an antenna-vibration sys-
tem can be kept below the vibrational linewidth (∼ 10
cm−1), allowing for theoretical predictions on the dy-
namics of the coupled light-matter system with a few-
femtosecond precision, which is comparable with fully ab-
initio modeling based on macroscopic QED [41, 46], but
at a lower computational cost. This theoretical accuracy
is desirable for the development of quantum nanopho-
tonic devices that exploit natural phenomena in molecu-
lar materials in the mid-IR.

We use the proposed quantum optics approach in Secs.
III B and III C to reinterpret recent nanoprobe spec-
troscopy measurements in weak coupling [31] and at the
onset of strong coupling [30]. The experiments were orig-
inally interpreted using classical oscillator models. Good
quantitative and qualitative agreement is shown between
the classical and quantum models, coinciding with a more
general analysis of linear response signals in molecular
polariton theory [29]. We then used quantum theory
in Sec. III D to understand general design rules that
would allow tip probes to actively manipulate the observe
Rabi splittings and Fano interferences that can occur in
the frequency response of coupled antenna-vibration sys-
tems. This analysis should stimulate the implementation
of novel tip architectures with narrow-band plasmonic
resonances that provide strong field confinements in the
mid-infrared regime [79].

Finally, in Sec. IV we use a parametrized quantum
master equation to predict novel infrared nonlinear ef-
fects in the coupled light-matter dynamics subject to
strong femtosecond laser pulses. We show that for a
strong pulse that can induce population in the ν = 2
excited vibrational level of the molecular ensemble, the
phase response of a weakly coupled antenna-vibration
system acquires a measurable shift that scales nonlin-
early with the pulse power. This intensity-dependent
phase shift is transferred to the infrared field from the
natural anharmonicity of the excited vibrational levels.
By solving the underlying quantum master equation in
the basis of material and photonic degrees of freedom, we
trace the origin of the nonlinearity to a transient chirp-
ing effect in which the driven resonator field becomes blue
detuned with respect to the ν = 1 → ν = 2 transition,
when both the laser and the resonator are tuned to the
fundamental vibrational resonance ν = 0→ ν = 1. This
new type of vibrational blockade effect is fundamentally
different from other blockade mechanism in cavity QED
that rely on strong coupling [55], optomechanical cou-
plings [56], or long-range interactions between material
dipoles [57], and is proof-of-principle for the implemen-
tation of optical phase gates in the mid-IR in near-future
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experiments.
In summary, we propose and develop a semi-empirical

quantum optics framework for the quantitative and quali-
tative analysis of mid-infrared nanophotonic devices that
exploit the coupling of near field photons with the molec-
ular vibrations that are naturally present in organic ma-
terials. By comparing with state-of-the-art experiments,
we validate the predictions of the theory and demonstrate
the feasibility of implementing classical linear and non-
linear phase operations on the infrared near field, which
represent the foundations for further theoretical and ex-
perimental work on quantum state preparation and con-
trol in the mid-infrared. Our work thus paves the way for
the development of ultrafast quantum information pro-
cessing at room temperature with molecular vibrations,
in a range of frequencies that has yet to be developed for
optical quantum technology.
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Appendix A: Calibration of the Lindblad master
equation

The reduced density matrix of the coupled light-matter
system ρ̂S(t) evolves according to the quantum master
equation in Lindblad form

d

dt
ρ̂S = −i[ĤN+ĤF(t), ρ̂S ]+Lκ [ρ̂S ]+LγC [ρ̂S ]+LγL [ρ̂S ] ,

(A1)

where the undriven system Hamiltonian ĤN is given by
Eq. (3) and the dissipators are given by

Lκ[ρ̂] =
κ

2

(
2 âρ̂â† − â†â ρ̂− ρ̂ â†â

)
. (A2)

LγC [ρ̂] =
NγC

2

(
2 B̂0ρ̂B̂

†
0 − B̂†0B̂0 ρ̂− ρ̂ B̂†0B̂0

)
(A3)

LγL [ρ̂] =
γL
2

N∑
i=1

(
2 b̂iρ̂b̂

†
i − b̂†i b̂i ρ̂− ρ̂ b̂†i b̂i

)
. (A4)

κ is the resonator field decays rate, γN ≡ NγC is the vi-
brational relaxation rate into a collective reservoir (spon-

taneous emission, intermolecular phonon mode), and γL
is the vibrational relaxation rate into a local reservoir
(IVR).

We parametrize the quantum master equation in a two-
step process: (1) We fix the frequencies and linewidths
of the bare resonator and vibrational resonances from
independent measurements taken in the absence of light-
matter coupling. The infrared absorption linewidth in
free space γ̃ ≡ γ/2π cm−1 (FWHM) gives the bare de-
phasing time T 0

2γ = 2/γ. The width of the antenna res-

onance κ̃ = κ/2π cm−1 gives the bare photon dephasing

time T 0
2κ = 2/κ; (2) The free parameter

√
Ng is obtained

by comparing the experimental decay time of the tail of
the near-field interferogram, proportional to 〈â(t)〉, with

the simulated decay of 〈B̂0(t)〉. In Fig. 2a we fit the ex-
perimental FID decays to the exponential exp[−t/T2γ ].
We repeat this fitting procedure for a set of FID signals
of the same resonator sample to get the experimental de-
phasing time T exp

2γ fs. The value of
√
Ng to be used in

simulations is obtained by imposing the long-time decay
time T2γ of 〈B̂0(t)〉 to match the decay time obtained
by fitting the experimental FID trace. Table I shows
the collective Rabi couplings that best reproduce the ex-
perimental dephasing times T2γ in Fig. 2c, for several
resonator frequencies ωa close the vibrational resonance
ωv = 1732 cm−1.

ωa(cm−1) κ/2π(cm−1) T exp
2γ (fs)

√
Ng(cm−1) T2γ(fs)

1510 439.55 487.6± 52.9 30.5 488.6
1567 462.15 463.8± 29.5 31.0 464.1
1634 486.69 421.0± 20.9 32.5 423.8
1722 516.02 345.4± 10.3 40.2 346.8
1807 541.64 345.0± 8.2 41.5 338.0
1892 564.96 333.0± 9.2 49.0 336.1
1994 590.32 349.6± 13.2 54.0 349.1
2138 622.00 372.8± 18.9 59.7 374.8
2280 649.32 404.2± 23.6 63.5 404.7

TABLE I: Measured resonator linewidth κ/2π and vibrational
dephasing time T exp

2γ for several resonance frequencies ωc. The
last two columns show the predicted Rabi coupling strengths
and vibrational dephasing times

.

Appendix B: Exact solutions for 〈â(t)〉 and 〈B̂0(t)〉
under a single Gaussian pulse

The mean field equations of motion in Eqs. (6)-(7) can
be written in the form(

y′1(t)
y′2(t)

)
=

(
a11 a12

a21 a22

)(
y1(t)
y2(t)

)
+

(
f1(t)

0

)
(B1)

with y1 = 〈â〉, y2 = 〈B̂0〉, a11 = −(κ/2 + iωa), a22 =

−(γ/2 + iωv), a12 = a21 = −igN , with gN =
√
Ng. The

initial condition is (y1, y2)T = 0 at t = 0. The Gaussian
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driving function is given by

f1(t) = −ifT exp[−(t− t0)2/2T 2 − iωdt], (B2)

where fT = f0/
√

2πT is the driving amplitude, T the
pulse width and ωd the pulse carrier frequency. The pulse
area is normalized. Solving for Eq. (B1) in the Laplace
domain gives a vibrational coherence of the form

y2(t) =
a21

m1 −m2

∫ t

0

f1(τ)
(

em1(t−τ) − em2(t−τ)
)
dτ.

(B3)
where m1 and m2 are roots of the characteristic polyno-
mial p(s) = (s − a11)(s − a22) − a12a21, explicitly given
by

m± =
1

2
(a11 + a22)± 1

2

√
(a11 − a22)2 + 4a12a21, (B4)

with the upper sign corresponding to m1. In terms of
physical parameters, we have mj ≡ m′j + im′′j = −(γ +
κ)/4− i(ωc + ωv)/2± (Γg + iΩg)/2, with

Γg + iΩg ≡
√

(i∆a −∆Γ)2 − 4g2
N . (B5)

The real quantities Γg and Ωg modify the decay rates and
oscillation frequencies of the coupled light-matter system,
respectively. They depend on the detuning ∆a = (ωa −
ωv) and the decay mismatch ∆Γ = (γ − κ)/2.

Inserting Eq. (B2) in (B3), and evaluating the Gaus-
sian integrals, we obtain

y2(t) = −
(
f0

2

)
g

(Γg + iΩg)

[
em1tQ1(t)− em2tQ2(t)

]
,

(B6)
where we introduced the envelope functions

Qj(t) = e
1
2k

2
jT

2+t0kj × (B7)(
erf

[
t− t0 − kjT 2

√
2T

]
+ erf

[
t0 + kjT

2

√
2T

])
,

with kj ≡ −m′j − i(ωd + m′′j ) and erf(x) is the error
function. The odd parity of the error function enforces
y2(0) = 0. Up to this point, the solution is exact. For a
pulse kick (T → 0) at t = t0, the vibrational coherence
in Eq. (B6) reduces to

y2(t� t0) ≈ − gf0

Γg + iΩg
eiωdt0

[
em1(t−t0) − em2(t−t0)

]
,

(B8)
determined only by the complex roots m1 and m2, in-
dependent of the pulse duration T . For finite pulses,
the dependence of the coherence on the pulse duration is
given by the Qj functions in Eq. (B7).

Solving now for the antenna coherence y1(t), we get

y1(t) =
1

a21

(
d

dt
y2(t)− a22 y2(t)

)
(B9)

=

(
if0

2

)
1

Γg + iΩg

[
(m1 − a22)em1tQ1(t)

−(m2 − a22)em2tQ2(t)
]

−
(
if0

2

)
1

Γg + iΩg

[
em1t

d

dt
Q1(t)− em2t

d

dt
Q2(t)

]
where in the first line we used y2(0) = 0. The derivative
envelope functions in the last line are given by

dQj(t)

dt
=

2√
2πT

exp

[
− (t− t0)2

2T 2

]
exp

[
−m′j + i(ωd −m′′j )

]
,

(B10)
which are essentially replicas of the input Gaussian pulse
[Eq. (B2)], modulated by an mj-dependent exponential
factor (j = 1, 2). For t0 � T , the antenna coherence
also satisfies y1(0) = 0. In the limit of continuous driv-
ing (T → ∞ with T/t0 constant), the Qj functions be-
come independent of time for long times. The transient
Gaussian-shape contribution to the antenna coherence
thus vanishes, as expected.

Weak coupling solution: Under exact resonance (ωa =
ωv) and large decay mismatch (|∆Γ| � 2g), we have
Ωg → 0 in Eq. (B5). For κ � γ, we have m1 ≈ −γ̄/2−
iωv and m2 ≈ −κ̄/2 − iωa, with coupled decay rates
γ̃ ≈ γ(1 + 4g2

N/κγ) and κ̃ ≈ κ(1− 4g2
N/κ

2) (see also Ref.
[58]). For a pulse detuning from the resonator frequency
∆d ≡ ωd − ωa, the vibrational coherence can be written
as

y2(t) =

√
Ngf0

2Γg
e−iωat−i∆dt0

[
e−γ̃(t−t0)/2Qγ(t− tγ)

−e−κ̃(t−t0)/2Qκ(t− tκ)
]
, (B11)

where the timescales tγ ≡ t0+γ̃T 2/2 and tκ ≡ t0+κ̃T 2/2
can be written generally as tα in the simplified envelope
function

Qα(t− tα) ≈
(

1 + erf

[
t− tα√

2T

])
e

1
2 (α̃/2−i∆d)2T 2

. (B12)

Appendix C: Tip-Vibration-Resonator System

1. Coupled equations of motion

The dynamics considering dissipation can be treated
with the Lindblad master equation in Eq. (4) of the
main text, with the system Hamiltonian given by Eqs.
(10) and (11), plus by the tip dissipator

Lκt
[ρ̂S ] = (κt/2)

(
2ĉρ̂S ĉ

† − ĉ†ĉρ̂S − ρ̂S ĉ†ĉ
)
, (C1)
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where ρ̂S is the total dipole-resonator-tip system density
matrix and κt is the tip decay rate. From the Lindblad
master equation we obtain evolution equations for the
resonator, dipole, and tip mean fields of the form

d

dt
〈â〉 = −(κa/2 + ı̇ωc) 〈â〉 − ı̇gav〈B̂0〉 − ı̇gat 〈ĉ〉

−ı̇Edφ1(t)e−ı̇(ωdt−∆φ) (C2)

d

dt
〈B̂0〉 = −(γ/2 + ı̇ωv)〈B̂0〉 − ı̇gav〈â〉 − ı̇gvt〈ĉ〉 (C3)

d

dt
〈ĉ〉 = −(κt/2 + ı̇ωt) 〈ĉ〉 − ı̇gat 〈â〉 − ı̇gvt〈B̂0〉

−ı̇Eeφ2(t)e−ı̇ωet, (C4)

where we have absorbed the
√
N -dependence of the tip-

vibration and antenna-vibration couplings into gvt and
gav, respectively. φi(t) = exp[−(t − t0)2/2T 2

i ] denotes a
Gaussian pulse envelope.

2. Resonator response in the Fourier domain

Solving Eqs. (C2) to (C4) in Fourier domain, with
Edφ1(ω)e−iωdt = Eeφ2(ω)e−iωet = E(t), we obtain the
following system of coupled differential equations

M(ω)

 â(ω)

b̂(ω)
ĉ(ω)

 =

 ei∆φ

0
1

E(ω), (C5)

with

M(ω) =

 1/χa(ω) −gav −gat

−gav 1/χv(ω) −gvt

−gat −gvt 1/χt(ω)

 . (C6)

By solving Eq. (C5) for the resonator field â(ω) ≡
χT(ω)E(ω), we obtain an expression for the total field
response function of the form

χT (ω) ≡ χ1(ω) + χ2(ω) + χ3(ω) + χ4(ω) (C7)

where

χ1(ω) = D−1(ω)χa(ω)eı̇∆φ (C8)

χ2(ω) = −D−1(ω)g2
vtχv(ω)χt(ω)χa(ω)eı̇∆φ (C9)

χ3(ω) = D−1(ω)gatχa(ω)χt(ω) (C10)

χ4(ω) = D−1(ω)gavgvtχv(ω)χa(ω)χt(ω) (C11)

with bare response function given by

χa(ω) = (ω − ωc − ı̇κa/2)−1, (C12)

χv(ω) = (ω − ωv − ı̇γ/2)−1, (C13)

χt(ω) = (ω − ωt − ı̇κt/2)−1, (C14)

(C15)

FIG. 6: Antenna response function. Absorptive re-
sponse of a fully resonant coupled antenna-vibration-tip sys-
tem at the vibration frequency ωv = 1730 cm−1 (Black line).
Dashed lines correspond to each term of the total antenna
response function in Eq. (C7) with the relative tip-antenna

phase is ∆φ = 0 and (γ/2π, κa/2π, κt/2π,
√
Ngav, gat, gvt) =

(21, 80, 80, 23, 12, 150) cm−1.

and

D(ω) = 1− g2
avχa(ω)χv(ω)− g2

vtχt(ω)χv(ω)

−gatχa(ω)χt(ω)[gat + 2gavgvtχv(ω)].

(C16)

For gat = gav = 0, χT (ω) = χa(ω) up to a global phase,
regardless of gvt. In this regime, the antenna resonator
is only a spectator of the tip-vibration dynamics. On the
other hand, when gvt = 0 and φ1 = φ2, Eq. (C7) reduces
to Eq. (12) of the main text.

To study the emergence of the Rabi sidebands in Fig.
4b, we show in Fig. 6 the individual contributions to
χT (ω) under conditions of strong tip-vibration coupling
gvt > κ � gat ∼ gav � γ, assuming a fully resonant
scenario (ωv = ωa = ωt ). In the Fano regime, we set
κt = κa = κ, ∆φ = 0, gav = 0 (χ4 = 0), and evaluate
the non-vanishing terms of ImχT (ω) at ω = ωv ± gvt to
obtain Eq. (17) in the main text.

3. Adiabatic elimination of the tip dynamics

Under the frequency hierarchy κt � κa & γ, Eq. (C4)
can be adiabatically eliminated from the system dynam-
ics under steady state conditions, to give effective evolu-
tion equations for the resonator and dipole coherences of
the form

d

dt
〈â〉 = −(κ′/2 + ı̇ω′c) 〈â〉 − g′av〈B̂0〉+ g′atEeφ2(t)e−ı̇ωet

+εdEdφ1(t)e−ı̇ωdt (C17)

d

dt
〈B̂0〉 = −(γ′/2 + ı̇ω′v)〈B̂0〉 − g′av 〈â〉+ g′vtEeφ2(t)e−ı̇ωet,

(C18)

which are analogue to Eqs. (6) and (7) in the main text,
except that the bare system frequencies and light-matter
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coupling constants are renormalized by the instantaneous
tip amplitude as follows:

κ′ = κa +
4g2

at/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

(C19)

γ̄ = γ +
4g2

vt/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

, (C20)

ω′c = ωc −
4Qtg

2
at/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

(C21)

ω′v = ωv −
4Qtg

2
vt/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

(C22)

g′av =
2gvtgat/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

+ i

(
gav −

4Qtgvtgat/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

)
(C23)

εd = −ı̇e+i∆φ (C24)

g′at = − 2gat/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

+ i
4Qtgat/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

(C25)

g′vt = − 2gvt/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

+ i
4Qtgvt/κt

1 + 4Q2
t

, (C26)

where Qt = ωt/κt is the quality factor of the tip.
Solving Eqs. (C17)and (C18) for the Laplace trans-

form of the resonator field 〈â(s)〉, with vanishing initial
conditions, we obtain

〈â(s)〉 =
(s− a22)

p(s)
G1(s,∆φ) +

a12

p(s)
G2(s), (C27)

where p(s) = (s− a11)(s− a22)− a12a21, a11 = −κ′/2−
iωc, a22 = −γ′/2 − iω′v, a12 = a21 = −g′av. The source
terms are given by G1(s,∆φ) = g̃atF2(s) − iei∆φF1(s)
and G2(s) = g̃vtF2(s), with F1(s) = L[Edφ1(t)e−ı̇ωdt]
and F2(s) = L[Eeφ2(t)e−ı̇ωet] are the Laplace transforms
of the pulse sources. For equal pulses (F1(s) = F2(s) =
F (s)) and vanishing tip-dipole coupling (gvt ∼ 0), Eq.
(C27) reduces to Eq. (15) in the main text.

Appendix D: Anharmonic Vibrational Blockade

In order to consider the natural anharmonicity of the
molecular vibrations, we introduce a nonlinear term pro-
porcional to U that arises from the diagonalization of

the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) with the quartic vibrational
anharmonicity in Eq. (18). Up to the lowest order vibra-
tional correlations the resulting effective ensemble Hamil-
tonian is given by

ĤN = ωaâ
†â+ωvB̂

†
0B̂0−UB̂†0B̂†0B̂0B̂0+

√
Ng(B̂0â

†+B̂†0â).
(D1)

Using the Lindblad master equation in Eq. (4) with the
driving term in Eq. (5), we derive closed evolution equa-

tions for the mean fields 〈a(t)〉, 〈B̂0〉 and the average
vibrational population 〈n̂B〉 ≡ 〈B̂†0B̂0〉 that read

d

dt
〈â〉 = − (κ/2 + iωc) 〈â〉 − i

√
Ng〈B̂0〉 − iẼd(t)

(D2)

d

dt
〈B̂0〉 = − (γ/2 + i[ωv − 2U 〈n̂B〉]) 〈B̂0〉 − i

√
Ng〈â〉

(D3)

d

dt
〈n̂B〉 = −γ 〈n̂B〉 − 2

√
Ng [Im 〈B0〉Re 〈â〉

−Re〈B̂0〉Im 〈â〉
]
. (D4)

By projecting the system density matrix ρ̂S(t) into the
ground vibrational levels (ν = 0), we find that the ground
state population is depleted by about 50% at the peak of
the driving pulse when ∆Φ/π ≈ 0.1. Despite the strong
ground state bleaching, the mean resonator photon num-
ber 〈â†â〉 remains below one at the pulse peak because
F0/κ < 1, i.e., photons leak out faster than they ac-
cumulate in the near field. The vibrational population
stays within the lowest vibrational levels ν ≤ 2 through-
out the coupled dynamics. For F0/κ ≈ 0.5, the ν = 2
population can reach up to ∼ 35% while the pulse is on.
This makes the post-pulse FID dynamics sensitive to the
anharmonicity parameter ∆21, as the resonator is red-
detuned from the 1 → 2 excited vibrational transition
when ωa is resonant with the fundamental vibration fre-
quency ωv. In Fig. 7a,b, we show the simulated photonic
and vibrational population distributions, P (n) and P (ν),
respectively, obtained by solving the Lindblad quantum
master equation in the product basis |n〉 |ν〉, for the sys-
tem parameters used in Fig. 5b of the main text (strong
field response).
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