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Here two theoretical models of semi-classical matrix and quantum Green’s function are developed for the
system of x-ray thin-film planar cavity with inner-shell electronic resonances. The semi-classical model is
based on the matrix formalism to treat each layer as the propagating matrix. The crucial idea is to expand the
propagating matrix of the resonant atomic layer under ultrathin-film approximation, then derive the analytical
expression of the spectral observation, i.e, the cavity reflectance. The typical cavity effects of cavity enhanced
decay rate, cavity induced energy shift and the Fano interference which were observed in the recent experiments
could be phenomenologically interpreted. The second quantum model employs the analytical Green’s function
to solve the cavity system. The system Hamiltonian and the effective energy-level are derived. The effective
energy-level scheme indicates that the cavity effect acts on the regulation of the intermediated core-hole state.
To test the validity of the semi-classical matrix and quantum Green’s function models, the classical Parratt’s
formalism and the dispersion correction of the atomic refractive index are also recalled. Very good agreements
in reflectivity spectra between semi-classical and quantum models with the Parratt’s results are observed. The
present semi-classical matrix and quantum Green’s function models will be useful to predict the new phenomena
and optimize the cavity structures for future experiments and promote the emerging of quantum optical effects
with modern x-ray spectroscopy techniques.

PACS: 32.80.-t, 32.80.Qk, 42.50.Ct, 32.30.Rj, 78.70.Ck.

I. INTRODUCTION

X-ray quantum optics has become a flourishing field of re-
search in last decade [1–6] with the developments of the x-ray
sources such as high-brilliant synchrotron radiation (SR) [7]
and x-ray free electron laser (XFEL) [8], x-ray detection and
sample fabrication. Depending on the x-ray intensity, non-
linear and linear quantum phenomena have been extensively
studied by XFEL [9–18] and SR [19–25] respectively. Hard x-
ray XFELs usually provide individual pulses with ∼ 109 pho-
tons/eV with duration on the order of a few to tens of fem-
toseconds [9], thus being ideal for studies of non-linear phe-
nomena such as multi-photon excitation of Dicke superradi-
ance [10] for nuclei isotope, and multiphoton ionization [11]
and resonant excitation [12], two-photon absorption [13],
population inversion [14], and superfluorenscence[15], stimu-
lated emission [16–18] and etc for inner-shell electronic reso-
nances. The peak intensity of SR pulses is 5-6 orders of mag-
nitude lower than those of XFELs, and their pulse duration is
∼3 orders of magnitude longer, therefore up to now almost
all experiments done in SR were restricted to the linear or so
called weak excitation regime. Nevertheless, a vast number
of fundamental studies about collective, interference and cav-
ity effects using SR have been reported [19–25]. Wherein, a
very successful physical platform is the x-ray thin-film cav-
ity or called x-ray cavity QED setup with a usual thickness of
nanometers, in which a rich variety of quantum optical phe-
nomena have been realized via it, such like lifetime shorten-
ing [19], the collective Lamb shift [20], electromagnetically
induced transparency [21], spontaneously generated coher-
ences [22], Fano interference [23], group velocity control for
x-ray photons [24], the collective strong coupling of x-rays
and nuclei [25]. The observation of collective Lamb shift is a
particular milestone in the field of x-ray cavity-QED science,

which inspires the similar researches in optical regime using
atomic ensembles [26–28], demonstrating the coherent con-
trol ability of the x-ray cavity and breading the new field of
x-ray quantum optics.

So far most of cavity QED studies above were based on the
Mössbauer nuclear resonances. The cavity can be regarded
as a structure with boundary limitation for electromagnetic
field [29], and in general, the role of cavity is to modify the
electromagnetic environment and the mode density. Therefore
the coupling between the atoms/nulei and the photons will be
remarkably strengthened, resulting in the typically observed
phenomena of line broadening and energy shift [30]. In hard
x-ray regime, another similar system of photonic crystal pro-
vides possible evidence to the reasons of the cavity effect with
electronic resonance being so rarely noticed in previous stud-
ies. The photonic crystal is a periodic quantum-well multi-
layer structure that can also modify the mode density around
the Bragg peak, but it only results in the angular modula-
tions of x-ray spontaneous fluorescence with electronic res-
onators which is known as Kossel effect [31] without obvious
linewidth broadening and energy shift [32–34]. However, a
more anomalous behaviours of collective strong coupling and
anti-crossing could be easily realized with the resonator of nu-
clei [35, 36]. The coupling strength between the atom and
cavity mode is related to the atomic dipole moment [30], and
following the x-ray scattering framework we know that the
resonant scattering length which depends on the dipole mo-
ment of the nuclear transition is 1-2 orders of magnitude larger
than the one of inner shell transition [37]. Therefore coupling
strength will be stronger and the cavity effect could be more
obvious in nuclear resonance. Nevertheless, a much stronger
modification of the mode density can be provided by the x-ray
thin-film cavity compared with the periodic multilayer struc-
ture, as demonstrated in recent studies exploiting the viability
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of inner shell electronic resonances in x-ray thin-film cavi-
ties [38–40]. The lifetime and energy of the core-hole state are
simultaneously modified in the thin-film cavity [39], which
are manifestations of the typical Purcell and collective ef-
fects leadings to controllable spcetral shape in materials [38].
Vassholz and Salditt reported the observation of directional
spontaneous emission of Kα emission lines of cobalt, copper
and iron [40]. It is important to note that the directional spon-
taneous emission is also a well-known cavity effect that has
been extensively studied at optical regime [41, 42]. Moreover,
Gu et al subsequently proposed broad prospects for molecu-
lar core-hole state manipulation with the x-ray cavities, such
like creating core polaritons and delocalizing the core-hole
states [43, 44]. These pioneer works indicate that the x-ray
cavity with electronic resonances will become a new promis-
ing platform for x-ray quantum optics, and promote the merg-
ing between x-ray technology progress and quantum optics
effects.

Fig. 1(a) depicts a typical example of the cavity structure,
which is made of a multilayer of cladding and guiding lay-
ers. The cladding layers act as mirrors with high electron den-
sity materials such as Ta, Pd and Pt, while the guiding lay-
ers stack the cavity space with low electron density materials
such as B4C, B and C. To guarantee the cladding layer has a
good reflection ability with avoiding strong absorption loss,
the thin-film are used at grazing incident geometry in general
(normally the incident angle is below the critical angle of the
cladding layer) because the refractive index of all materials at
x-ray energies is always smaller than unity. The top mirror
layer is relatively thin so that the x-ray can be evanescently
coupled into the cavity. This kind of cavity structure is also
called as x-ray 1D waveguide which is usually used to focus
the x-ray beam to nanometers scale and enhance the fluores-
cence yield [45–47]. In this design, at certain incident angles
θth, x-ray can resonantly excite specific cavity guided modes
where the reflection dips in the rocking curve appear as shown
in Fig. 1(b). Then the coupling between the cavity and atom
is built by embedding a thin atomic layer inside the cavity.

From the classical point of view, the reflectivity and the
scattering field of the multilayer structure can be well solved
by the scattering theories, such as the kinematical approxima-
tion [48], coupled-wave theory and Parratt’s formalism [49,
50]. To solve the scattering processes, the central key is the
accurate refractive indexes of all multilayer materials. For the
cladding and guiding layers, the incident energy is usually far
away from their absorption edges, so the refraction indexes
are flat and energy-independent. For the atomic layer with
resonances, the refraction index is energy-dependent which is
commonly called anomalous resonant scattering [51–53]. It
should be clear that after correcting the dispersion by the res-
onant scattering length under weak excitation regime, there is
nothing really anomalous [54]. By accurately translating the
atomic or nuclear resonances into the energy-dependent re-
fractive indexes, the Parratt’s formalism is still adequate to
calculate the spectral behaviors of the cavity structure. In
both of electronic [55–58] and nuclear [37, 59–62] resonances
systems, the Parratt’s formalism is a benchmark for develop-
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Fig. 1. The schematics for x-ray thin-film planar cavity and the mea-
surement setup usually used in experiment. (A) Cavity structure.
The cavity has a sandwich structure of cladding layers, guiding lay-
ers and atomic layer. In this present work, a geometry of Pt (2.1
nm)/C (28.2 nm)/WSi2 (2.0 nm)/C (28.2 nm)/Pt (16.0 nm)/Si100 is
chosen. The middle inset shows the energy-level of LIII edge of atom
W, the transition energy of the white line is 10208 eV. After the ex-
citation from 2p3/2 to 5d band via x-ray photon, there are competi-
tive decay channels that is the particular character of the inner shell
excitation. The solid arrow represents the resonant elastic scatter-
ing process which is well-known as resonant elastic x-ray scattering
(REXS), and the dash arrows represent the inelastic scattering, which
could be the fluorescence emission or resonant inelastic x-ray scat-
tering (RIXS). The Auger processes are not depicted here. (B) The
calculated θ − 2θ rocking curve for the bare cavity without consid-
ering the atomic resonance. The reflection dips of the bare cavity
correspond to the specific cavity modes, in present work the incident
angles are chosen around the first dip, i.e., the first cavity mode for
showing and comparing the results. (C) An example of the experi-
mental and fitted fluorescence spectra [39] as a function of incident
photon energy at an incident angle of 3◦. The solid dots are exper-
imental results, and the solid lines in pink, red, green and blue are
the fitted result, Lorentzian resonance line, ionization continuum line
and the flat background respectively. The fluorescence spectrum will
be used to derive the refractive indexes of the WSi2 material with
resonance contribution.

ing novel semi-classical and quantum optical models in nu-
clear system because it can provide accurate spectrum for the
cavity reflectivity which is in agreement with the experimen-
tal results. The Parratt’s formalism combined with the reci-
procity theorem provides a method to calculate the x-ray flu-
orescence spectrum for electronic resonances in cavity struc-
tures [33, 63]. However, using solely the classical model is
not possible to provide an interpretation of the quantum op-
tical effects. The experimental spectra cannot be correlated
with the retrieved physical parameters too.

The Parratt’s recursion can be actually remoulded in the
form of transfer matrix, which has been successfully imple-
mented in calculation of nuclear resonance [37, 64]. When
the thickness of the nuclear layer is as thin as to nanome-
ter scale, the matrix of the resonant part could be treated by
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Taylor expansion and the high-order contributions be omitted.
In this case, the scattering field amplitude from the bare cav-
ity, i.e., without the nuclear resonance, will be separated from
the one of resonant part, then an analytical reflection coeffi-
cient with line broadening and energy shift effects could be
derived. Using such semi-classical model, the line broaden-
ing could be phenomenologically interpreted as the decay rate
speedup [19, 65], and the energy shift is associated with the
collective Lamb shift [20]. In the recent work of controlling
core hole lifetime of the inner shell electronic resonance, the
semi-classical model was also used to explain the linear rela-
tion between the enhanced decay rate and the field amplitude
inside the cavity [39]. However, there are some limitations of
the semiclassical matrix method, for example the formalism
will be very complex for the cavity with embedding multi-
ple atomic or nuclear layers [21, 66] or double-cavity struc-
ture [25], and it is also hard to derive the effective energy-
levels which is crucial for correlating the experimental spec-
tral observations with physical parameters. Therefore, with
the development of the x-ray cavity-QED with the nuclear res-
onance in last decade, several quantum optical models have
been well developed for interpreting and predicting the exper-
imental phenomena, including the phenomenological quan-
tum optical model [67, 68] based on the Jaynes-Cummings
approach [69], the ab initio few-mode quantum model [70–
73] and the ab initio Green’s functions model [70, 74, 75].

Studies of x-ray cavity with electronic resonances are more
recent than those reporting on nuclear ones, thus there is cur-
rently a gap in effective theoretical tools dealing with quantum
optical framework. The very recent experimental works [38–
40, 43, 44] also encourage future studies with more com-
plex cavity structures and modern x-ray spectroscopy tech-
niques, which need a versatile theoretical quantum model. In-
spired by the well-established theoretical models in the nu-
clear resonance system, here we extend the semi-classical ma-
trix and the quantum Green’s function models of the x-ray
thin-film planar cavity into the electronic resonance system.
We benchmark these two models by using the Parratt’s cal-
culation, the comparisons of the reflectivity spectra between
them show very good agreement. Both two models can be
successfully implemented to describe the recent experimen-
tal observations [38, 39], including the cavity enhanced de-
cay rate (CER), the cavity induced energy shift (CIS) and the
Fano interference. Especially, the Green’s functions could be
used to fit the dipole moment of the electronic resonance and
derive the effective energy-levels following the language of
quantum optics, and it can be conveniently extended to the pe-
riodic multilayer photonic crystal structures [74], which will
be useful to open new avenue of x-ray cavity studies in tender
and soft x-ray regimes [43, 44], wherein the dipole moments
are usually stronger than the ones in hard x-ray regime. These
two models will be helpful to predict the new phenomena and
design the cavity structure for future experiments.

The manuscript is organized as follows. Section I is the
introduction. In section II, we recall the classical model and
introduce the Parratt’s formalism. The resonant elastic scat-
tering amplitude corrections ∆ f ′(ω) and ∆ f ′′(ω) are briefly

discussed which are the crucial physical quantities for disper-
sion correction of the atomic refractive index. Reciprocity
theorem is also applied to calculate the fluorescence spectra
as functions of incident energy and angle, and the behaviors
of line profile broadening and shift are observed. In section
III, we introduce the semi-classical matrix method, utilizing
the approach of atomic layer matrix expansion under thin film
approximation, and the analytical formula of the reflection co-
efficient is obtained. The CER and CIS are connected with
the real and imaginary parts of the field amplitude η inside
the cavity. The numerical reflectivity spectra agree well with
the ones of Parratt’s calculation, and can give the interpreta-
tions of two-pathway Fano interference and anti-crossing phe-
nomenon. In section IV, we introduce the quantum Green’s
function model then derive the effective Hamiltonian and ob-
tain the two key physical parameters of decay rate and spin-
exchange. The Green’s function in the structured media ge-
ometry was analytically derived by Tomaŝ [76], and we fol-
low the same procedure in reference [74] to treat the thin-
film cavity as 1D structured media. The input-output relation
is employed to give the observed reflectivity spectra to com-
pare with the Parratt’s results, and very good agreements are
shown. The value of the dipole moment is obtained via fitting
process, which is compared with the one of nuclear resonance.
Section V gives the summaries of the developed theoretical
models. Finally we predict some possible applications based
on the semi-classical and Green’s functions models.

II. CLASSICAL PARRATT’S FORMALISM

A. Basic Parratt’s formalism

L. Parratt extended the exact calculation of single layer to
the multilayer and developed the Parratt’s formalism [49]. It
supposes that the multilayer is sitting on an infinitely sbus-
trate [54], which holds the truth that the substrate in millimeter
scale is much thicker than the mulitilayer structure in nanome-
ters. Parratt’s formalism has been proved to be the standard
method to calculate the reflectivity curve and the field distri-
bution inside the multilayer [62]. The cavity is indeed a par-
ticular sandwich structure of multilayer, therefore a numerical
implementation of Parratt’s formalism is still suitable. Firstly
we give the basic expressions of the Parratt’s formalism.

The basic geometry of two layers with different thicknesses
and materials is shown in Fig. 2, for the 1D structured media
all of the layers and the interfaces between them are parallel.
Inside a layer (e.g., located in the layer i), the field amplitude
in layer i at a depth zi is given by considering propagating of
a plan x-ray wave with frequency ω

Ai(ω,zi) = Ai(ω)× exp(iki · zi) , (1)

Inside the medium i, the component of the wave vector ki in z
direction is written as

ki = k×
√

ni2− cos2(θ) , (2)
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Fig. 2. The schematic of the Parratt’s recursion. At the interface
between the layers i and j, the transmission and the reflection parts
of the field are depicted as + and − directions.

where k is the wave vector of the incident x-ray in vacuum,
ni is the refractive index of layer i, θ is the incident grazing
angle. At the boundary between the medium i and j, the com-
plex refection efficient ri j and transmission coefficient ti j are
given by the Fresnel equations

ri j =
ki−k j
ki+k j

ti j =
2ki

ki+k j
,

(3)

note here that the polarization effect is left out. Then the re-
flection and the transmission field amplitudes could be derived
by the Parratt’s recursion

Ai
− (ω,zi) = β 2

i αiAi
+ (ω,zi)

A j
+ (ω,z j) =

βiti jAi
+(ω,zi)

2
(

1+β 2
j α jri j

) , (4)

with

αi =
ri j+β 2

j α j

1+β 2
j α jri j

βi = exp(−ikizi) .
(5)

The interface roughness is omitted here.

For a thin-film multilayer, there are two boundary condi-
tions can be used to start the recursion. Firstly, the top-
most layer i = 0 is the air or vacuum media, in this case
A0
+(ω) = A0(ω) in which A0(ω) is the incident x-ray field

with frequency ω . Secondly, the substrate layer i = s is in-
finitely thick, so there is no field enters the structure from bot-
tom, i.e., As

−(ω) = 0. Applying Eq. (4), the reflection and
transmission field amplitudes at any depth z could be obtained,
which could be used to obtain the normalized field amplitude

a(ω,z) =
A+(ω,z)+A−(ω,z)

A0(ω)
, (6)

and the normalized field intensity

I(ω,z) = |a(ω,z)|2 . (7)

The reflectivity of the overall multilayer is given by the ratio
of the reflected field amplitude and the incident x-ray strength
at the surface layer

r(ω,θ) =
A0
−(ω,θ)

A0(ω,θ)
. (8)

Then the reflectance |r|2 could be used to compare with the
experimental measurement.

It can be seen that the Parratt’s formalism can obtain the
reflectance at any incident energies and angles for the mul-
tilayer, and the refractive indexes are the crucial parameters
in the procedure of calculation. Firstly we consider the bare
cavity structure without the atomic resonance. The working
energy around 10 keV [38, 39] is far away from the ionization
thresholds of the cladding and guiding mediums, and their
elastic scattering process with the x-rays is mainly from the
contribution of Thomson scattering, therefore the refractive
indexes are flat and energy-insensitive within a range of hun-
dred electron volts. Subsequently to include the atomic reso-
nance, the resonant elastic scattering of the atomic layer must
be considered to correct the refractive dispersion.

B. Resonant X-ray scattering

The refractive index describes a fact that the transmission
or reflection of x-ray is from a beam scattering when it passes
through a slab of the material which consists a set of ’scatter-
ers’, and the total field is a superposition of the incident and
scattering waves. When we consider a homogenous medium
with identical atom scatterers, the refractive index is con-
nected with the atomic scattering length or so called oscillator
strength f [51, 77, 78]

n = 1− 2πρar0

k2 × f , (9)

wherein r0 is the classical radius of the electron. ρa is the
number density of the material which can be calculated by
the lattice parameters, e.g., for tungsten disilicide [79] in the
tetragonal space group gives ρa = 12.42 nm−3. When we talk
about the scattering, it refers to the elastic processes. In gen-
eral, there are two elastic scattering channels of the Thomson
scattering and resonant elastic scattering. The second item de-
scribes the picture that the inner-shell electron firstly is excited
to a higher intermediate state |e〉, i.e, the core hole state, then
decays back to the initial ground state |g〉 through emitting a
photon whose energy is same as the incident one. The overall
differential cross-section of the elastic scattering is given by
the famous Kramers-Heisenberg formula [80–82]
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dσ

dΩ
=

r2
0

∣∣∣∣〈g|ρ (Q) |g〉−m/h̄∑
e

〈g| Ĵ (k′) |e〉〈e| Ĵ (−k) |g〉
ωi−ωg−ω− iΓ/2

∣∣∣∣2 .

(10)

The polarization effect is omitted. Here the first item describes
the Thomson scattering where ρ(Q) is the charge density of
atom in momentum space. The second item is a second-order
matrix element which describes the resonant elastic scatter-
ing, and it relates to the virtual process that the electron is
excited from |g〉 to |e〉 then decays back to |g〉. We need to
note here that the second-order scattering can also happen via
the inelastic fluorescence, inelastic scattering and Auger pro-
cesses [83, 84], in these cases the final states | f 〉 will be dif-
ferent from the ground state |g〉. These channels are compet-
itive, for example the resonant elastic scattering and the Lα

processes are depicted in the inset of Fig. 1(a). Ĵ is the cur-
rent operator, k(k′) is the incident (scattering) wave vector and
Q = k′− k is the momentum transfer. Γ is the lifetime of |e〉
which could be accelerated by the cavity effect [38, 39].

Note that dσ

dΩ
= | f |2, therefore the scattering length f could

be written as a summarization of two parts

f = fT +∆ f , (11)

where fT is the Thomson scattering length, and ∆ f is the dis-
persion correction from the resonant scattering. We empha-
size that Eq. (11) is also suitable for the nuclear resonance,
e.g., the transition energy of 57Fe is 14.4 keV which is far
away from the K edge of Fe at 7.1 keV, therefore ∆ fN is only
from the nuclear resonance and f N

T is mainly from the Thom-
son scattering of iron atom [37]. From this viewpoint of scat-
tering theory, there is no difference to treat the nuclear or elec-
tronic resonant scattering in frequency space, hinting that the
x-ray cavity effect should be equally applied to the electronic
system. ∆ f could be calculated by summarizing all interme-
diate states [80, 85, 86], or by deriving from the experimental
spectrum. Actually, the imaginary part of ∆ f represents the
absorption strength [51, 87]

dσabs

dΩ
=

4π

k
Im[∆ f ] , (12)

wherein dσabs
dΩ

could be gotten from the experimental x-ray ab-
sorption spectrum (XAS), e.g., the fluorescence yield XAS of
WSi2 around LIII is shown in Fig. 1(c). Then the real part of
the complex ∆ f could be derived from the imaginary part via
the well-known Kramers-Kronig relations [88, 89]

Re [∆ f (ω)] =
2
π

P
∫

∞

0

ω ′Im [∆ f (ω ′)]
ω ′2−ω2

dω
′

Im [∆ f (ω)] =−2ω

π
P
∫

∞

0

Re [∆ f (ω ′)]
ω ′2−ω2

dω
′ , (13)

P is the Cauchy principal value.
Utilizing Eqs. (9), (12) and (13), and the XAS result of

Fig. 1(c), the refractive index deviations δ and β and ∆ f of
WSi2 are obtained as shown in Fig. 3, note that the tradition
of n = 1−δ + iβ is followed. For comparison, the refractive
index deviations δ and β and ∆ f of nuclear resonance of 57Fe
are given in Fig. 4 (The datum are from ref. [37]). It can
be clearly seen that ∆ fN is much bigger than ∆ f , which will
result in a much stronger coupling strength with the cavity
mode. This may explain why the cavity effect for electronic
resonance system is not as strong as the nuclear one, e.g, al-
most tens of times decay rate enhancement was observed in
the nuclear system [20], while only about two times decay
rate enhancement was achieved [39] in the electronic system.
The nuclear ones show perfect Lorentzian profiles, while the
electronic ones are affected from the absorption edge on the
right tail because the white line transition overlaps with the
electronic continuum. On the other hand, the decay width of
the nuclear one is in neV scale which gives hundreds nano sec-
onds lifetime, so probing coherence in time space is possible.
While for the electronic one, the linewidth is much bigger,
which makes it very hard to observe the cavity effect in the
time space. Nevertheless, as learned from above scattering
theory, when we deal with the cavity structure in frequency
space there is no difference between the nuclear and elec-
tronic ones, some typical cavity effects, e.g., CER, CIS and
Fano interference, have been also achieved in the electronic
systems [38, 39].
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C. Numerical results

Using the refractive indexes of cladding, guiding and
atomic layers, we can simulate the reflectivity spectra under
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any geometries of different incident energies and angles, and
the results are depicted in Fig. 5. The anti-crossing behav-
ior which have been observed in the experiments [38, 39] is
reproduced, and the peak shift and broadening of the line pro-
file are also shown. This means that the Parratt’s method can
be well coincident with the experimentally spectral observa-
tion, so Fig. 5 will be used to benchmark the semi-classical
and Green’s function calculations. The reflectivity spectra in
different angle offsets ∆θ , where ∆θ = θ − θ1 and θ1 is the
cavity mode angle, are given in Fig. 6. When ∆θ = 0 de-
gree, an enhanced resonant elastic scattering is observed. For
the ones of ∆θ =±5×10−3 degree the Fano-like profiles are
shown, but we do not know where the two interference chan-
nels come from. It can be seen that, the Parratt’s formalism
can not give a deep interpretation for these observations and
the phenomena can not be well understood too, because it only
produce an overall reflectance that agrees with the experimen-
tal result and leaves out the quantum views.

The field intensities at any frequencies and position in-
side the cavity could be calculated according to Eqs. (6) and
(7), this will be useful to simulate the fluorescence spectrum.
Based on the reciprocity theorem, the fluorescence intensity
is phenomenologically related to the absorption coefficient
µ(ω), the field intensities at the atomic position for incident
and emitted fluorescence energies [33, 63]

F(ω,θ) = c(za) ·µ(ω) · I(ω,θ ,za) · I f (ω f ,θ f ,za) , (14)

where c(za) is a scaling constant. I(ω,θ ,za) is the field inten-
sity at the atomic layer position for incident beam which could
be calculated by Eq. (7). I f (ω f ,θ f ,za) is the field intensity at
the atomic layer position with assuming a virtual source lo-
cated at the detector position, and θ f is the fluorescence emit-
ted angles. In general θ f is very large thus I f (ω f ,θ f ,za) is
almost a unit constant. It can be seen that only I(ω,θ ,za) is
adjustable through the incident energy and angle. The simu-
lated fluorescence spectra and the field intensity as functions
of incident energy and angle are shown in Fig. 7. When the in-
cident angle scans across the first mode angle, a phenomenon
of the line profile first broadening to maximum at the mode an-
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Fig. 5. Using the Parratt’s formalism, the 2D map of the reflectiv-
ity spectra vs. the energy and angle offset is obtained. The cavity
structure is shown in Fig. 1(a). Angle offset ∆θmeans the deviation
between the incident angle θ and the first cavity mode angle θ1. A
clearly anti-crossing behavior is shown, which is actually from the
Fano interference effect, but the Parratt’s formalism can not give an
interpretation.

gle, then narrowing is depicted, also along with the peak shift.
Note here that the behaviors of the line profile broadening and
peak shift have been observed in the experiments [38, 39]. We
know the standing wave only forms when the incident angle θ

is around the cavity mode angle θ1, but in Fig. 7(b), the field
intensity approaches to minimum when the energy closes to
the transition energy of the white line while it approaches to
maximum when the energy is off-detuned, this makes sense
that the line width of fluorescence spectrum is widest when
θ = θ1, i.e., the spectral behavior of µ(ω) is strongly modi-
fied by the abrupt field distribution. When the incident angle
is detuned from θ1, the field intensities are flat as a function
of incident energy, in this case the fluorescence will be sim-
ply connected with the absorption coefficient itself and the
fluorescence spectrum shows the natural linewidth. This com-
plex behavior of field redistribution has also been observed in
the nuclear system [62, 68], it is a side feature of the cavity
effect [65] and shows non-contradictory conformity with the
evolution of the fluorescence intensity. However, this picture
is very awkward, it can not interpret which physical param-
eters control the width and peak position of the fluorescence
spectrum, just gives an overall result in spectral observation.

III. SEMI-CLASSICAL MATRIX METHOD

A. Matrix formalism derivation

As discussed above, the recursion in Eq. (4) is the core
algorithm in Parratt’s formalism, and it actually could be
equally remoulded as the expression of transfer matrix
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Fig. 7. The calculated fluorescence spectra (top panel) and the field
intensity map at the atomic layer position (bottom panel) as functions
of the incident photon energy and the angle offset. The fluorescence
and field intensities show a non-contradictory conformity that is awk-
ward to interpret the line profile broadening and shifting.

(
A j
+ (ω)

A j
− (ω)

)
= Mi

(
Ai
+ (ω)

Ai
− (ω)

)
, (15)

where

3A  (ω, za)+
3A  (ω, za)−

D
ep

th
 (n

m
) Atomic

Pt0

za

zc

 

 

Pt

C

C

z

xy

Substrate

0A  (ω, 0)+
0A  (ω, 0)−

7A  (ω, zc)+
7A  (ω, zc)−

Fig. 8. Schematic of the semi-classical matrix model and the cavity
geometry in the xz plane.

Mi =
1
t ji

(
1 r ji
r ji 1

)(
exp(ikidi) 0

0 exp(−ikidi)

)
. (16)

Eq. (15) represents that the field amplitude
(

A j
+,A

j
−

)T
at

layer j is connected with the field amplitude of
(
Ai
+,A

i
−
)T at

layer i through the prorogating matrix Mi. di is the thickness
of layer i. When we deal with the multilayer, the full matrix is
obtained by multiplying the propagation matrices of all layers
from the surface to the expected depth position. On the other
hand, considering [37, 64]

(
1 rik
rik 1

)(
1 r ji
r ji 1

)
=−

(
1 rk j

rk j 1

)
r ji + rki

tikt ji
=

1
tki

, (17)

Mi could be rewritten as a compact form for diagonaliza-
tion [37]
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Mi = exp(iFdi) , (18)

where F is a 2×2 matrix which is directly connected with the
atomic scattering length f

F =

(
f f
− f − f

)
+

(
ki 0
0 −ki

)
. (19)

Eq. (19) is the base stone in the semi-classical matrix model.
As discussed in Eq. (11), the scattering length f is composed
by two parts: the non-resonant scattering fT and the resonant
scattering correction ∆ f . Below we will show how the semi-
classical matrix model separates the scatterings form the bare
cavity ( fT from all layers) and the resonant one (∆ f from the
atomic layer).

The 1D cavity structure is depicted in Fig. 8, it contains
overall 7 layers including the air and substrate. Firstly we
only consider the bare cavity, i.e, all of the layers and the
corresponding refractive indexes are involved, in addition to
that of the atomic layer without taking into account the reso-
nant white line transition, so only the background index from
fT and the absorption edge are involved which can be found
from the data base [90]. The field amplitude at the bottom
of the cavity

(
A7
+,A

7
−
)T is connected to the one of topmost

surface by the complete matrix for the bare cavity Mzc

(
A7
+

A7
−

)
= Mzc

(
A0
+

A0
−

)
Mzc = M6 · · ·M0 ,

(20)

similar with the Parratt’s formalism, using the boundary con-
ditions of A0

+ = A0 and As
−(ω) = 0. The reflection coefficient

is given,

r0 =
A0
−

A0 =−
Mzc

21
Mzc

22
, (21)

Mnm,(n,m ≤ 2) is the matrix element. Moreover, consider-
ing a generalized field amplitude at any position of z inside
the cavity, Mz could be also used to give the normalized field
amplitude at position z as similar with Eq. (6)

a(z) =
A+(z)+A−(z)

A0

= (Mz
11 +Mz

21)− (Mz
12 +Mz

22)
Mzc

21
Mzc

22
. (22)

Here we define two important factors by the matrix elements
in Mz

p(z) = Mz
11 +Mz

21
q(z) = Mz

12 +Mz
22

, (23)

where p(z) is the field amplitude corresponds to the wave
from up direction scattered into the up and down directions
at the position z, and q(z) is the one corresponds to the wave
scattered from the down direction into the down and up di-
rections. These two factors describe the field amplitudes that
come from the Thomson scattering under the specific cavity
structure, moreover it will be also very useful to describe the
enhanced resonant x-ray elastic scattering in the reflection di-
rection.

Next we take into account the atomic layer, which is sand-
wiched at the position of za, according to Eq. (18) the propa-
gation matrix for the atomic layer only involves the white line
resonant transition is written as

Ma = exp(iFa ·d) , (24)

where d is the thickness of the atomic layer. In usually used
geometry, d is very small in few nanometers. In this case, we
can apply the ultrathin-film approximation to Ma to expand
the exponential function and omit the higher orders

exp(iFa ·d)≈ 1+ iFa ·d . (25)

This expansion is the core idea in the semi-classical matrix
model. Because the matrix of the bare cavity is already cal-
culated, next we can obtain the complete matrix for the cavity
including the atomic electronic resonance as

M = Mzc−za(1+ iFa ·d)Mza

= Mzc [1+ id(Mza)−1FaMza ] , (26)

with Fa expressed as

Fa =

(
∆ f ∆ f
−∆ f −∆ f

)
, (27)

After calculating Eq. (26) with the matrix operations (I =
M−1M, qr0 ≈ 0), the reflection coefficient of the whole cavity
structure is derived as

r = r0 + ra

ra =
id∆ f ×|a(za)|2

1− id∆ f × p(za)q(za)
. (28)

It is clearly seen that the reflectance of the cavity with em-
bedding the atomic layer is from the two pathways: the first
one of r0 is from the bare cavity itself where the photon does
not interact with the resonant atom, and the second one of ra
is from the enhanced resonant elastic scattering. The thin-film
cavity in general has a Q factor of about 100, and the linewidth
of the electronic resonance is on the scale of few eV. There-
fore, the energy linewidth of r0 is much broader than ra, re-
sulting in the Fano-type interference [38–40]. Now we can
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know that the semi-classical matrix model can give the phys-
ical interpretation for the anti-crossing behavior and the Fano
profiles. Because the ∆ f only involves the electronic reso-
nance of the white line transition and leave out the edge effect
in the present approach, therefore it should be well described
by a single Lorentzian function

∆ f =
f0

ε + i
, (29)

where ε = 2δ

Γ
is the dimensionless energy, Γ is the natural

decay width which can be fitted from Fig. 1(c), ∆ = ω −ω0
is the energy detuning and ω0 is the transition energy of the
white line which can also be fitted from Fig. 1(c). f0 is a
constant to characterize the resonant scattering length. Inset
the Lorentzian function into ra, it is easily to derive that

ra =−
id f0×|a(za)|2

∆+∆c + i(Γ+Γc)/2
, (30)

which is still a Lorentzian function, while it contains two ad-
ditional cavity effects: CER Γc and CIS ∆c

∆c = d f0× Im(η)
Γc = d f0×Re(η)
η = p(za)q(za) ,

(31)

It can be seen that the strengthes of ∆c and Γc are determined
by the imaginary and real parts of the field amplitude η of the
bare cavity.

B. Numerical results

We use the Parratt’s result as the benchmark to test the va-
lidity of the semi-classical Matrix model, the constant f0 is
the only one fitting parameter. Using Eq. (28) to fit the reflec-
tivity spectrum at ∆θ = 0 degree, a very good agreement be-
tween the Parratt’s and matrix methods is shown in the middle
panel of Fig. 9. The fitted value of f0 = 0.36 is much smaller
than the one of nuclear resonance of 57Fe f N

0 = 2.53 [20].
This value is in line with our expectations, because the larger
value of f N

0 gives stronger cavity effect, e.g, the peak value of
the reflectance for the nuclear resonant scattering can reach to
0.8 [21], while for the one of electronic resonance only about
0.25 is obtained when the cavity detuning angle offset is 0
(The middle panel in Fig. 9). On the other hand, the reflec-
tivity spectra for other angle offsets are also consistent with
the Parratt’s results without any further adjustment, and the
comparisons are shown in the left and right panels of Fig. 9
for ∆θ = ±5×10−3 degree. Then the 2D reflectivity map as
functions of incident energy and angle offset is obtained as
depicted at Fig. 10, a very good agreement with Fig. 5 is ob-
served. And now we can know from the semi-classical model
that the anti-crossing behavior is due to the two-pathway Fano
interference according to the discussion of Eq. (28).

Moreover, the numerical results of the enhanced factor η

is shown in Fig. 11. As depicted at Eq. (31), we know that
the emission rate of the electronic resonance is enhanced by a
factor of Re(η) and the transition energy is shifted by a factor
of Im(η). In Fig. 11, the value of Re(η) shows the maxi-
mum when the incident angle θ equals the cavity mode angle
θ1 (∆θ = 0 degree). For Im(η), its value from 0 firstly de-
creases to a negative minimum then increases to the positive
maximum and finally drops back to 0, which predicts a be-
havior of firstly negative then positive energy shifts. It can
be seen that η is the crucial parameter that describes the phe-
nomena of CER and CIS. Actually, it has been successfully
used to interpret the linear relation between Γc and Re(η) in
recent experiment [39]. However, we need to admit here that
the physical picture given by the semi-classical matrix method
is phenomenological. For example the key factor η is a little
bit elusive, because the semi-classical model can not connect
it with a fundamental physical parameter. Another question
is that even though the semi-classical model can give a pre-
diction of CER and CIS from the cavity effect, it is still diffi-
cult to derive the effective energy-levels since it does not in-
volve the interaction Hamiltonian. Moreover, the expansibil-
ity of the semi-classical model is not very good, we can image
the formula simplification from Eq. (28) to Eq. (30) will be
tricky when multiple atomic layers are embedded inside the
cavity. These questions could only be answered by the quan-
tum model which will be introduced in next section.

IV. QUANTUM GREEN’S FUNCTION

The observed photons scattered by the thin-film planar cav-
ity can be generally attributed to the tailored electromag-
netic field by the multilayer stacks of dielectric media. To
solve such type problem, a set of electromagnetic Green’s
functions known as the macroscopic quantum electrodynam-
ics [91] have been developed for a variety of applications, for
example, light-emitting tunnel junction [92, 93], Raman scat-
tering [76], subradiance and selective radiance of the atmoic
arrays [94] and the thin-film cavity with nuclear resonance
[70, 74, 75]. In this section, the modification of the electro-
magnetic field with electronic resonance in the thin-film pla-
nar cavity will be analyzed from the perspective of quantum
Green’s function following the framework of Refs. [70, 74].
The analytical expressions of the decay rate, spin-exchange
and the inter-layer coupling are derived, which is very useful
to give the effective energy-level scheme.

A. Model Hamiltonian

For inner-shell electronic resonance, the white line is gen-
erally treated in the dipole approximation [51, 54, 95, 96]. For
a normalized and oscillating dipole at r′, the Green’s function
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G(r,r′,ω) obeys the electromagnetic wave equation given by

∇×∇×G(r,r′,ω)− ε(r,ω)
ω2

c2 G(r, r′,ω) = δ (r− r′) .

(32)

Here, ε(r,ω) is the complex permittivity. Hence, the elec-
tric field E(r,ω) at r with any source current j(r′,ω) can be

derived by combining the Green function and given by

E(r,ω) = iωµ0

∫
dr′G(r,r′,ω) · j(r′,ω) . (33)

Especially for the dipole source j(r,ω)=−iω pδ (r−r′) such
as the resonant x-ray elastic scattering of white line, the elec-
tric field E(r,ω) has the simplest form given by

E(r,ω) = µ0ω
2G(r,r′,ω) ·p . (34)

Here, µ0 is the vacuum permeability. p is the momentum op-
erator.

To this end, for the elastic x-ray scattering of atom as men-
tioned in Sec. II B, the scattered electric field of the superpo-
sition of the Thomson scattering and resonant scattering can
be separated into two parts, which is similar with Eq. (11),
and given by

E(r,ω) = ET(r,ω)+Er(r,ω) , (35)

where the subscripts ‘T’ and ‘r’ represent Thomson scatter-
ing and resonant elastic scattering respectively. For the reso-
nant scattering process, it has the Lorentz shape as discussed
in Eq. (29) and can be regarded as the dipole source under
dipole approximation. Hence, the scattered electric field can
be simplified with the Green’s function

E(r,ω) = ET(r,ω)+µ0ω
2
∑

N
i=1 pi ·G(r,r′i,ω) , (36)

The summarization runs over all scatterers at different source
position r′i. In order to introduce the quantum Green function,
the classical field should be translated to the quantum field
firstly. Due to the consistency of the Maxwell’s equations for
field propagation [94], the dipole moment and classical field
only need to do the substitution with

p→ p̂→ d∗σ̂++dσ̂
− , (37)

E→ Ê→ Ê+
+ Ê− , (38)

where σ+ = |e〉〈g| is the atomic raising operator and σ− is
its conjugate operator. d = 〈g| p̂ |e〉 is the dipole matrix ele-
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ment [94]. The superscript ‘+’ and ‘-’ of the Ê present the
positive and negative frequency component of the field oper-
ators respectively, which are relevant to the bosonic creation
operator f̂(r,ω) such as

Ê+
(r,ω) = iµ0ω

2

√
h̄ε0

π

∫ √
Im[ε(r′,ω)]G(r,r′,ω)f̂(r′,ω)dr′ .

(39)

Considering the N two-level atoms inside the medium that
interact with the electromagnetic field, the general Hamilto-
nian for such coupling system under rotating-wave and dipole
approximation reads [97, 98]

Ĥ =
∫

dr
∫

∞

0
h̄ω f̂†

(r,ω)f̂(r,ω) dω +
N

∑
i=1

1
2

h̄ω0 σ
z
i

−
N

∑
i=1

∫
∞

0
p̂i · Ê(ri,ω) dω , (40)

where ω0 is the resonant energy and σ z = |e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g|.
Traced out the freedom of the photonic degree within the
Born-Markov approximation, the effective Hamiltonian in the
rotating wave approximation and the Lindbland operator read
[94]

Ĥeff =
N

∑
i=1

h̄∆

2
σ̂

z
i − h̄

N

∑
i, j=1

Ji jσ̂
+
i σ̂
−
j −

N

∑
i=1

[d∗ ·E+
T (ri)σ̂

+
i +H.c.] ,

(41)

and

L[ρ̂] =
N

∑
i. j=1

Γi j

2
(2σ̂

−
i ρ̂σ̂

+
j −{σ̂

+
j σ̂
−
i , ρ̂}). (42)

Here, ∆ = ω−ω0 is the detuning between the cavity field and
the resonant transition. The spin-exchange Ji j and decay rates
Γi j are given by

Ji j =
µ0ω2

h̄
d∗ ·Re[G(r,r′,ω)] ·d , (43)

Γi j =
2µ0ω2

h̄
d∗ · Im[G(r,r′,ω)] ·d . (44)

According to the effective Hamiltonian and the Lindbland op-
erator, it is clear that the spin-exchange and decay rate charac-
terize the energy shift and the decay rate enhancement. These
two parameters are controlled by the Green’s function which
can be modified by the cavity. In section B, we will apply the
Green’s function to the specific thin-film cavity structure.

B. Green’s function for thin-film planar cavity

In the general case, the thin-film cavity works at very small
incident angle, i.e., the grazing incidence case, the electro-
magnetic field will be tailored by the thin-film planar cavity
along the z axis as shown in Fig. 8. As a consequence, the

Green’s function is such a system that can be simplified by
considering the quasi-1D structure

G(ri,r j,ω) =
1

(2π)2

∫
G(zi,z j,ω,kxy)eikxy·(rxy,i−rxy, j)d2kxy ,

(45)

For the weak polarization dependence at a small incidence an-
gle where the cavity modes are driven, the Green’s function
G(zi,z j,ω,kxy) can be further derived from the matrix for-
malism as mentioned in Sec. III [75]

G(zi,z j,ω,kxy)≈
i

2kz
[p(zi)q(z j)Θ(zi− z j)

+ p(z j)q(zi)Θ(z j− zi)] , (46)

Θ is the step function. As depicted in Eqs. (23) and (46), the
Green’s function for such 1D structure is calculated from the
bare cavity. We know that the electron density of the atomic
layer is much larger than the guiding layers, i.e., the Thomson
scattering and the absorption strength of the atomic layer are
much stronger than the ones of guiding layers, so the atomic
layer will disturb the accuracy of the Green’s function more
or less. When the atomic layer is thin enough, all atoms could
be approximately regarded as locating at same position of z.
But if the atomic layer is relative thicker, we need to slice
the atomic layer into a set of sublayers. Note here the slice
approach will not change the Green’s function framework,
because when we deal with a medium containing N atoms,
summarizations of the spin-exchange and decay rate are con-
sidered for all atoms. Therefore, the atomic layer could be
arbitrarily sliced into the sublayers Nl , so that the loweing op-
erator of the resonant atoms of the atomic layer reads

σ̂
−
l (kxy) =

1√
Nl

Nl

∑
i=1

σ̂
−
i e−ikxy·rxy,i , (47)

Hence, the effective Hamiltonian considering different multi-
ple sublayers with the interlayer coupling is given by

Ĥeff = ∑
l

h̄∆

2
σ̂

z
l (kxy)− h̄∑

ll′
Jll′(kxy)σ̂

+
l (kxy)σ̂

−
l′ (kxy)

− h̄∑
l
[Ωlσ̂

+
l (kxy)+H.c.] , (48)

with the Lindbland term to character the incoherent pro-
cesses [70]

L[ρ̂(kxy)] = ∑
ll′

Γll′

2
(2σ̂

−
l (kxy)ρ̂σ̂

+
l′ (kxy)−{σ̂+

l′ (kxy)σ̂
−
l (kxy), ρ̂})

+LSE[ρ̂] , (49)

where

Jll′ =

√
NlNl′

A
µ0ω2

h̄
d∗ ·Re[G(z,z′,ω,kxy)] ·d , (50)

Γll′ =

√
NlNl′

A
2µ0ω2

h̄
d∗ · Im[G(z,z′,ω,kxy)] ·d . (51)
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So not only the inter-atom but also the inter-layer couplings
are given, and the summarization of all atoms give the over-
all CER Γc and CIS ∆c. Ωl =

√
Nl
h̄ d∗l ·E

+
T (zl ,kxy) is the Rabi

frequency of the inner-shell resonant transition for sublayer l.
A was defined as the parallel quantization area [70] to trans-
late the Green’s function in three dimensional to the quasi one
dimensional in the case of grazing incidence, so that the area
number density is relevant to the inter-layer coupling and de-
cay rate. According to Ref. [70], Nl/A can be expressed as

Nl

A
= ρa ·dl , (52)

where dl is the thickness of the sublayer l and ρa is the atomic
number density.

In the Heisenberg representation, Eq. (47) can be solved in
the frequency space, then the motion equation is written as

˙̂σ−l (kxy) = i(∆+ i
γ0

2
)σ̂−l (kxy)+ iΩl + i∑

l′
Gll′ σ̂

−
l (kxy) ,

(53)

and

σl
−(kxy) =−∑

l′
M−1

ll′ Ωl′ , (54)

where

Mll′ = (∆+ i
γ0

2
)I+Gll′ , (55)

where I is the unity matrix, and G is the Nl dimension matrix
that contains the elements Gll′

Gll′ = Jll′ + iΓll′/2

=

√
NlNl′

A
µ0ω2

h̄
d∗ ·G(z,z′,ω,kxy) ·d . (56)

According to the framework of the quantum Green’s func-
tion, it is clear to see that the CER and CIS are con-
nected to the physical parameters of decay rate and spin-
exchange, which are enhanced by the imagery and real parts
of the Green’s function inside the thin-film cavity respectively.
Based on the system Hamiltonian of Eq. (48), the effective en-
ergy level is given in Fig. 12. The atomic ensemble is driven
by the field Ω that is modified by the Thomson scattering of
the specific bare cavity structure, from the ground state |g〉 to
the excited state |e〉. Due to the cavity effect, the energy and
the lifetime of |e〉 are modified simultaneously, resulting in
that |e〉 is different from the one of atom in free space. For ex-
ample, the CIS of about 3.0 eV and CER of about 6 eV were
realized in Ref. [38]. Moreover, |e〉 is actually the intermedi-
ated core-hole state, and the particularity of the core vacancy
is the extensive relaxation pathways. The other incoherent
decay channels such as Auger and inelastic fluorescence pro-
cesses compete with the second step of the resonant scattering
process |e〉 → |g〉, and the core hole lifetime is determined by

the total decay rate of all channels. Normally when the atom
is in the free space, the Auger processes dominate the decay
routes of the K shell for low-Z atoms [83] and L/M shells for
higher-Z atoms [84]. However, when the resonant scattering
process is enhanced through the cavity effect, the decay of the
core-hole state will be accelerated which has been reported
recently [39]. Moreover, a maximum value of Γc = 5.0 eV
was realized [39] which even breaks the limitation of natural
decay rate.

Ω

Γie

Γc+Γ0

 g

e

f

2p3/2

3d

5d Δc

Fig. 12. The effective energy-levels around the tungsten LIII edge of
WSi2 inside the thin-film cavity system. The driving field is shown
by the solid arrow, and the decays are represented by the wavy ar-
rows. Γ0 is the natural decay rate of the resonant scattering channel,
and Γie is the decay rate of the inelastic relaxations, here the Lα

fluorescence processes are depicted as example. The summarization
of Γ0 and Γie could give the natural decay width Γ, and the cavity
enhanced decay rate is Γc. A simultaneous effect of cavity induced
energy shift is also shown, the shift value is labeled by ∆c.

C. Input-output formalism

As discussed at the above two sections, a general spectrum
observed in experiment is the energy and angle dependent re-
flectance. In the linear regime, this observation is readily to be
got through the input-output formalism, wherein the reflection
is calculated by the output field at the surface of cavity and the
input field [75]

R =
〈âout〉

ain
, (57)

where

âout = Ê+
out(zs)eikxy·rxy , (58)
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Fig. 13. The reflectivity spectra as a function of incident energy in different angle offsets. The curves in dot is calculated by the Parratt’s
method, and the solid line represent the calculations of the quantum Green’s function model. Good agreements between the quantum Green’s
function model and Parratt’s method are observed.

is the output operator, and ain is the input field. According to
Eq. (35), Ê+

out(z) contains two components

Ê+
out(z) = Ê+

T (z)

+
µ0ω2

A ∑
l

√
NlG(z,zl ,ω,kxy) ·dσ

−
l (kxy) , (59)

where Ê+
T (z) is the Thomson scattering that only from the bare

cavity, and the second term is the enhanced resonant scatter-
ing from the atomic layer. Under the framework of the quan-
tum optical model, it is easy to understand that the observed
reflection of the cavity is from the two separated pathways:
bare cavity and the resonant scattering.

D. Numerical results

To test the validity of the quantum Green’s function model,
the Parratt’s results are also used as the benchmark. With the
assistance of the input-output formalism, there is only one fac-
tor need be scaled, the modular square of dipole moment |d|2.
Firstly, the reflectivity spectrum of ∆θ = 0 degree is used to
obtain the value of |d|2, and a very good agreement between
the Green’s function and the Parratt’s results is shown in the
middle panel of Fig. 13. The fitted value of |d|2 is 3.3×10−7

(in unit Γ), which is much smaller than the nuclear dipole mo-
ment |dN |2 = 1.8×10−6 [70]. The coupling strength between
the atom and cavity mode is linearly related to the strength
of the dipole moment [99], this explains why the electronic
resonance systems has the relatively weaker cavity effect. As
shown in the left and right panels of Fig. 13, without any fur-
ther adjustment, the reflectivity spectra of other angle offsets
also show very good agreements with the Parratt’s results, and
the Fano-like profiles are observed. Then the 2D reflectivity
map as functions of incident energy and angle offset is ob-
tained as depicted at Fig. 14, which agrees well with Fig. 5
of Parratt’s model and Fig. 10 of the semi-classical matrix
model. And the Green’s function model interprets the anti-
crossing behavior very clearly, which is from the two-pathway

Fano interference effect.

Under the linear regime, we can see that the quantum
Green’s function model shows an intrinsic self-consistence
with the Kramers-Heisenberg formula of Eq. (10), and it
could be intuitively understood as a dedicated and succinct
solution of Kramers-Heisenberg scattering theory under the
specific cavity-based structural media. We emphasise that the
Green’s function model provide a framework to separate the
Thomson scattering (and background absorption) and the res-
onant elastic scattering of the atoms, and to individually dis-
cuss the atomic response, which is the crucial concept to un-
derstand the cavity effect and derive the system Hamiltonian
and the effective energy-level. We also need to note here that
the Thomson scattering and background absorption strength
of the atomic layer are not very small, or said that the res-
onant scattering is not very strong compared with the back-
ground [54, 77, 81, 90]. When the thickness of the atomic
layer increases, even though the atom number becomes lager,
the strength of Green’s function of the bare cavity should be
unfortunately weakened. This disturbing influence may make
the collective effect inapparent in the electronic system which
is quite different from the nuclear one wherein the collective
strength can be easily controlled by the nuclear layer thick-
ness [20] or the isotope abundance [100].

Different from the nuclear resonance system [70] wherein
the dipole moment is an already known parameter which is
connected to the constants of internal conversion factor, spins
and the natural decay rate, the quantum Green’s function
model for the electronic resonance systems reported here is
not ab initial because the dipole moments of the inner shell
white line transitions are usually unknown. On the other
hand, for the inner shell transition in the hard x-ray regime,
the white line transition around the main edge always over-
laps with the absorption edge which also involves the dipole
transition [101] and even can be approximately modelled by a
series of dipole oscillators with different weights [54]. Never-
theless, the quantum Green’s function model provide a ab ini-
tial framework. Combining with the accurate quantum chem-
istry calculations for the inner-shell transitions [102–105], the
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value of the modular square of dipole moment |d|2, the 2D map of
the reflectivity spectra vs. the energy and angle offset is obtained.
A clearly anti-crossing behavior is shown, which is from the Fano
interference. The results agree well with the ones of Parrtt’s and
matrix methods.

quantum Green’s function model is possible to be complete
ab initial.

The Green’s function model indicates that the cavity ef-
fect acts on the modification of the intermediated core-hole
state, wherein the energy and core-hole lifetime are manip-
ulated which are different from the natural ones. More-
over, one of the relaxation pathways of the core-hole state,
i.e, the resonant elastic scattering process is enhanced. Ac-
tually, the core-hole state is the basic concept in a variety
of modern x-ray spectroscopy techniques [102, 106], e.g.,
its elastic relaxation pathway gives the resonant elastic x-
ray scattering (REXS) spectroscopy [51, 53, 95], its inelas-
tic fluorescence pathways give the resonant x-ray emission
spectroscopy (RXES) [96, 107], its inelastic scattering path-
ways give the resonant inelastic x-ray scattering spectroscopy
(RIXS) [52, 80, 108], and its Auger decay pathways give
the x-ray photoemission spectroscopy (XPS) [52, 109, 110],
therefore the emerging of the cavity effect in x-ray regime
with x-ray spectroscopy techniques might provide potential
applications for x-ray core level spectroscopies.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we extended the semi-classical matrix and the
quantum optical Green’s function models into the platform
of the x-ray thin-film planar cavity with the inner-shell elec-
tronic resonances. Firstly the classical Parratt’s model is re-
called, which is a standard method to calculate the reflectivity
spectrum of the multilayer and used as benchmark for the ma-
trix and Green’s function models. Both of the semi-classical
and quantum optical models can be successfully implemented
to describe the recent experimental observations [38, 39], in-
cluding the cavity enhanced decay rate, the cavity induced en-

ergy shift, the enhanced resonant elastic x-ray scattering and
the multi-pathway Fano interference. Specifically, the semi-
classical matrix model employs the ultrathin film expansion
approximation, gives an analytical formula of the reflection
coefficient, whose numerical spectra agree well with the ones
of Parratt’s calculation, and can give the interpretation of two-
pathway interference. The CER and CIS are phenomenologi-
cally connected with the real and imaginary parts of the cavity
field amplitude respectively. In the Green’s function model,
the classical field is firstly translated into the quantum field,
then the system Hamiltonian is derived. The decay rate and
spin-exchange of the atomic ensemble are obtained after con-
sidering the thin-film cavity as a 1D structural media. Based
on the Hamiltonian and the Lindblad operator of the cavity
system, it is successful to drive the effective energy-levels.
The quantum Green’s function model indicates that the cav-
ity effect finally acts on the regulation of the intermediated
core-hole state, so the cavity effect with electronic resonances
would be very useful for the core level spectroscopy, and some
possible applications are expected. Moreover, based on the
quantum Green’s function model the modular square of the
dipole moment of the white line transition around LIII edge of
WSi2 is obtained through the fitting process. The numerical
spectra show very good agreement with the Parratt’s results,
which demonstrates the validity of the quantum Green’s func-
tion model. On the other hand, because the slice approach for
the atomic layer can be applied in the quantum Green’s func-
tion model, the thin-film approximation can be always ful-
filled. Therefore, the quantum Green’s function model should
be also suitable for the periodical multilayer structure which
is normally used in soft and tender x-ray regimes. The two
models of semi-classical matrix and quantum Green’s func-
tion developed here would be helpful to predict the new cavity
phenomena in the x-ray regime and promote the emerging be-
tween the quantum optical effects and the x-ray spectroscopy
techniques.
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B. Kalska, S. Kamali-M, S. Vdovichev, N. Salashchenko,
V. Semenov, O. Leupold, et al., Nucl. Instrum. Meth. B 266,
187 (2008).

[66] X.-C. Huang, Z.-R. Ma, X.-J. Kong, W.-B. Li, and L.-F. Zhu,
J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 37, 745 (2020).

[67] K. P. Heeg and J. Evers, Phys. Rev. A 88, 043828 (2013).
[68] K. P. Heeg and J. Evers, Phys. Rev. A 91, 063803 (2015).
[69] E. T. Jaynes and F. W. Cummings, Procedings of the IEEE 51,

89 (1963).
[70] D. Lentrodt, K. P. Heeg, C. H. Keitel, and J. Evers, Phys. Rev.

Research 2, 023396 (2020).
[71] D. Lentrodt and J. Evers, Phys. Rev. X 10, 011008 (2020).
[72] D. Lentrodt, O. Diekmann, C. H. Keitel, S. Rotter, and J. Ev-

ers, arXiv:2107.11775 (2021).
[73] O. Diekmann, D. Lentrodt, and J. Evers, arXiv:2108.01960

(2021).
[74] X. Kong, D. E. Chang, and A. Pálffy, Phys. Rev. A 102,

033710 (2020).
[75] P. Andrejić and A. Pálffy, Phys. Rev. A 104, 033702 (2021).
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