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We explore theoretically how the coupling to cavity vacuum fields affects the electron transport in
quantum conductors due to the counter-rotating-wave terms of light-matter interaction. We determine the quantum conductance in terms of the transmission coefficients predicted by an effective
electron Hamiltonian. The coupling between bare electronic states is mediated by virtual processes
involving intermediate states with one electron (or one hole) on top of the Fermi sea and one virtual
cavity photon. We study the behavior of the quantum conductance in the presence of artificial
or disordered single-particle potentials, as well as a spatially varying cavity mode. As illustrative
examples, we apply our theory to 1D conductors and to disordered 2D quantum Hall systems. We
show how the cavity vacuum fields can lead to both large enhancement or suppression of electron
conductance in the ballistic regime, as well as modification of the conductance quantization and
fluctuations.

Introduction.— The manipulation of matter by the
coupling to cavity fields is an emerging topic in physics
and chemistry [1–4]. An aspect of particular interest is
the control of electronic properties by a passive electromagnetic resonator, i.e., in the absence of illumination
[5–9]. The control of electron transport by vacuum fields
is one of the open frontiers [10–13]. Experiments on disordered organic materials have reported a conductance
enhancement without illumination, mediated by the presence of cavity photon modes that are spatially extended
over the whole electronic system [10, 11]. Early theoretical studies have explored this problem via tight-binding
models dealing with chains of two-level systems describing the hopping of electrons between different molecular
orbitals in the organic material, accounting both for disorder and light-matter interaction in the rotating-wave
approximation [14–16]. In these models, however, electrons are supposed to be injected in the excited band that
is separated from the ground band by an energy close
to that of the cavity photon: in this scenario, real photons can be emitted by spontaneous emission and subsequently resonantly re-absorbed via the standard rotatingwave terms of light-matter interaction in a dynamics that
is related to cavity electro-luminescent devices [17, 18].
Yet, without illumination, for vanishing applied voltage and low temperature, electrons cannot be injected
into highly excited states and real photons cannot be
emitted. Earlier works in the framework of linearresponse Kubo formalism did not consider disorder, but
only scattering at the phenomenological semi-classical
level [12, 19, 20], where the response is mediated by collective polariton excitations [21, 22] in the ultrastrong
light-matter coupling regime [23, 24]. In a spatially inhomogeneous system, a possible mechanism for electron
hopping to be affected by vacuum fields is the exchange of
virtual cavity photons via the counter-rotating terms of
light-matter interaction, which has been recently introduced for disordered quantum Hall systems [25]. Such
processes can in principle mediate long-range electron

hopping affecting the edge channel transport and breaking down the topological protection of the integer quantum Hall effect, as discovered experimentally [13].
In the general context of quantum conductors, a microscopic theory of electron transport mediated by cavity vacuum fields that takes into account the effect of
counter-rotating-wave terms of light-matter interaction,
mode field spatial profile and arbitrary single-particle
electronic potential is still missing. In this Letter, we
address this general problem. To achieve that, we determine a cavity-mediated effective Hamiltonian for a
Fermi system that can be conveniently exploited to predict transmission coefficients from one probe lead to another one. We show how, depending on the single-particle
electron potentials and spatial mode profile, the cavity
vacuum fields can both dramatically enhance or suppress
the quantum electron conductance, as well as strongly affecting its quantization and fluctuation properties.
Quantum light-matter Hamiltonian.— Let us consider
a single-band electronic conductor in a single-mode cavity resonator, as sketched in Fig. 1. Within a tightbinding description, the Hamiltonian can be written as:
X
X
q R rj
Ei dˆ†i dˆi −
Jei ~ ri Â(r)·dr dˆ†i dˆj +~ωcav â† â , (1)
Ĥ =
hi,ji

i

where dˆ†i creates an electron with charge q in the lattice
site labeled by i and position ri , while Ei =  + U (ri ) is
the on-site energy that can include a disordered and/or
an arbitrary artificial single-particle potential U (r). The
nearest-neighbor hopping coupling is J, while Â(r) =
Avac (r) (â + â† ) is the electromagnetic vector potential
with vacuum amplitude Avac (r). The considered cavity
mode has frequency ωcav and a bosonic creation (destruction) operator â† (â). The quantum light-matter Hamiltonian can be rewritten as Ĥ = Ĥ0 + ~ωcav â† â + V̂ , with
Ĥ0 the bare electronic Hamiltonian
X
X †
X
Ĥ0 =
Ei dˆ†i dˆi − J
dˆi dˆj =
λ ĉ†λ ĉλ ,
(2)
i

hi,ji

λ
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The first type of process has an intermediate state with
a cavity photon and an electron above the Fermi energy:
ĉ†λ |Gi → ĉ†µ â† |Gi → ĉ†λ0 |Gi ,

(6)

where µ ≥ EF . The product of the matrix elements of V̂
for the two steps is −J 2 g̃λ,µ g̃µ,λ0 . The energy difference
(penalty) between the initial and intermediate state is
λ −µ −~ωcav < 0. The second type involves an electronhole excitation:
FIG. 1. Top panel: sketch of the considered electronic system,
described by a single-band tight-binding lattice model with
hopping J between nearest neighbors. The goal is to study
how the linear quantum electron transport is affected by the
cavity vacuum fields (no illumination). Bottom panel: sketch
of the process creating an effective coupling between singleparticle states |φλ i and |φλ0 i via two types of intermediate
states consisting of one virtual cavity photon and one electron
(or hole) in another state |φµ i.

where ĉ†λ is the fermionic creation operator for the singleparticle eigenstate |φλ i with energy λ . The quantum
light-matter interaction is:
V̂ = −J

∞
XX
hi,ji

1
(igij )n (â + â† )n dˆ†i dˆj ,
n!
n=1

(3)

Rr
where gij = ~q rij Avac (r) · dr. The interaction V̂ can
be conveniently re-expressed in the basis of the singleparticle eigenstates as follows:
V̂ = −J

∞ n
XX

i (n)
g̃ 0 (â + â† )n ĉ†λ ĉλ0 ,
n! λ,λ
0 n=1

(4)

λ,λ

with
(n)

g̃λλ0 =

X
hi,ji

gijn hφλ |iihj|φλ0 i .

(5)

Considering couplings such that |gij |  1 and processes
with only one virtual cavity photon, then only the term
n = 1 can be retained at the lowest-order in perturbation
(n=1)
theory. For simplicity, we will denote g̃λλ0 with g̃λλ0 .
Effective electronic Hamiltonian and conductance —
Our goal is to study the quantum electron transport
with vanishing voltage bias at low temperatures. In this
regime, no real photons can be emitted and the cavity can mediate interactions only via the exchange of
virtual cavity photons. Let us assume that the manyelectron ground state is given by the Fermi sea |Gi =
Πν ≤EF ĉ†ν |0i, where EF is the Fermi energy. If we consider an electron injected above the Fermi level in a state
ĉ†λ |Gi with λ & EF and consider processes involving one
virtual cavity photon, then the quantum light-matter interaction produces an effective coupling of ĉ†λ |Gi to another state ĉ†λ0 |Gi with λ0 & EF , as illustrated in Fig. 1.

ĉ†λ |Gi → ĉ†λ ĉ†λ0 ĉµ â† |Gi → ĉ†λ0 |Gi ,

(7)

where µ ≤ EF . The product of the matrix elements of
V̂ for the two steps is +J 2 g̃µ,λ0 g̃λ,µ (the sign is different
with respect to the first process due to fermionic anticommutation). The energy difference between the initial
and intermediate state is µ − λ0 − ~ωcav < 0. The effective coupling Γ̃λ,λ0 between ĉ†λ |Gi and ĉ†λ0 |Gi, obtained
by elimination of the intermediate states [26, 27], can be
approximated as:
Γ̃λ,λ0 '

X
µ ≥EF

X
J 2 g̃λ,µ g̃µ,λ0
J 2 g̃λ,µ g̃µ,λ0
−
.
µ − λ + ~ωcav
λ0 − µ + ~ωcav
µ <EF

(8)
To determine the quantum electron transport, we consider the effective single-particle Hamiltonian for the electronic states:
Ĥeff =

X
λ

λ |φλ ihφλ | +

X Γ̃λ,λ0 + Γ̃∗λ0 ,λ
|φλ ihφλ0 | . (9)
2
0

λ,λ

Given that we are interested in the quantum transport of
electrons injected at the Fermi level, the relevant states
are such that λ ≈ EF and λ0 ≈ EF . Hence, we
can approximate the sign function as sgn(µ − EF ) '
sgn(µ − min(λ , λ0 )). Considering the different signs in
the two sums in Eq. (8), this allows us to get the following compact approximation:
Γ̃λ,λ0 ' J 2

X sgn(µ − min(λ , λ0 )) g̃λ,µ g̃µ,λ0
µ

|µ −

λ +λ0
2

| + ~ωcav

,

(10)

where µ here labels single-particle states with energy
both below and above EF . Using Ĥeff and Green’s function approach [28], we can determine the transmission coefficients Tj,j 0 at the Fermi energy between source S and
drain D contacts. Here, j and j 0 denote the channels
coupled to the two leads. The corresponding quantum
conductance [28, 29] reads:
G(EF ) =

e2
h

X

Tj,j 0 (EF ) .

(11)

j∈S ,j 0 ∈D

Results for 1D systems — As a first application, we
will consider a one-dimensional (1D) conductor with an
artificial single-particle potential. This kind of systems
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FIG. 2. Example of conductance enhancement by cavity vacuum fields in a 1D system. The cavity mode is spatially
homogeneous, linearly polarized along the x direction, with
frequency ωcav = 2π × 1THz and vacuum field Avac that
corresponds to r η = 10−9 (see text). Other parameters:
m = 0.067m0 and N = 180. Top panel: single-particle potential U (x) (thick black line). The shapes of the wavefunctions
for the energy eigenstates are also shown, vertically offset by
their corresponding energies. Bottom panel: conductance versus EF for the bare case (gray line) and for the cavity case
(thick red line).

can be engineered for example by using gates to induce
tailored potentials on a 2D electron gas [30–33]. In
Fig. 2, we consider an asymmetric double well and a
spatially homogeneous cavity mode. For a ’flat‘ mode
and a 1D lattice q
with length L and N sites, we have
ωcav
d, where d = L/N , α is the fine
gij = gflat = 2πc α
rη
structure constant, r the relative dielectric constant and
η is the compression factor of the cavity mode volume.
This is defined by Vmode = ηλ30 with λ0 = 2πc/ωcav
the free space wavelength. For split-ring resonators such
compression factor η can be as small as ∼ 10−10 [34].
The hopping can be expressed as J = ~2 /(2md2 ), where
m is the band effective mass. For a fixed length L and
a sufficiently large N , the tight-binding model converges
to its continuum limit.
As shown in Fig. 2, each well has a bound state. Without the cavity, these states have a small hybridization due
to the asymmetric potential and relatively thick separation barrier. As a result, the conductance (gray line)
shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 2 displays two resonances, but with very low peak values in units of the
conductance quantum e2 /h due to the poor transmission
(∼ 10−6 ). The vacuum fields can mediate an effective
interaction between these two bound states and enhance
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FIG. 3. Example of conductance suppression in a 1D system.
Same plots and parameters as in Fig. 2 (except N = 200),
but with a symmetric double well. In the bottom panel, the
red line corresponds to a flat cavity mode (as in Fig. 2).
The thicker blue line corresponds to a vacuum field Avac (x)
varying linearly from 0.75A0 to 1.25A0 where A0 corresponds
to the same field as in Fig. 2.

the tunnel transport. Indeed, as shown by the thick red
line, the conductance exhibits an enhancement by several orders of magnitude. Moreover, the enhanced peaks
exhibit a Fano-like lineshape. This is due to the cavitymediated coupling of the bound states to the unbound
states. Indeed, we have verified that by neglecting such
coupling, a Lorentzian lineshape is recovered.
While the example in Fig. 2 displays a strong conductance enhancement, a different configuration can lead to
a dramatic suppression (Fig. 3). The parameters are
the same as in Fig. 2, but with a symmetric potential.
Without cavity, the bound states in the two wells hybridize leading to a conductance resonance peak close
to the conductance quantum. Due to the finite barrier,
the transmission resonance has an intrinsic finite broadening, masking the small energy splitting between the
two symmetric and anti-symmetric electron wavefunctions. Now, if we consider the same cavity flat mode
as in Fig. 2, then the effect of the vacuum fields is just a
shift of the conductance resonance (thick red line). However, if the cavity mode has a moderate linear variation
along the x direction (from 0.75 to 1.25 times the average value), then the cavity-mediated coupling breaks the
symmetry and the hybridization of the two bound states
is significantly reduced. As a result, the conductance is
dramatically suppressed by several orders of magnitude
(two peaks can now be resolved, thicker blue line). In
contrast, for the asymmetric electronic potential in Fig.
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FIG. 4. Same plots and parameters as in Fig. 2 (except
N = 800), but with a smooth random potential U (x) with a
finite correlation length (thick black line) and with a spatially
flat cavity mode.

2, the same spatial gradient of the cavity mode produces
only a very minor modification of the conductance (not
shown). Now, let us explore the role of the cavity vacuum
fields on a more complex disordered potential. As shown
in Fig. 4, we have considered a smooth potential with
a finite correlation length and displaying a significant
number of peaks and valleys. At low energies, there are
bound states trapped in the deepest wells. By increasing
the energy, the probability of tunneling between different
wells increases. At high energy a quasi-continuum spectrum of levels eventually emerges. The bottom panel of
Fig. 4 presents the conductance as a function of EF for
the intermediate spectral region. Without the cavity, the
conductance displays several resonance peaks. Increasing
the energy, the envelope of the bare conductance significantly increases. With the considered cavity coupling,
the conductance associated to the lowest energy peaks is
enhanced by several orders of magnitude and acquires the
characteristic Fano lineshape previously discussed. Note
that some conductance peaks are suppressed.
Results for 2D systems — Another interesting example is the quantum transport in a 2D conductor subject
to a perpendicular magnetic field B. As shown in Fig.
5, we have calculated the two-terminal conductance of
a rectangular sample. We have included two spin channels (light-matter interaction conserves spin) with a finite
Zeeman energy splitting. Moreover, we have considered a
smooth 2D disordered potential and a cavity mode with
a spatial gradient (see caption). In the bare case (gray
curve), by increasing the Fermi energy we can see clear
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FIG. 5. Two-terminal conductance for a 2D system (N =
60 × 40) with a perpendicular magnetic field B for the bare
(gray line) and cavity (blue line) case. The current flows along
the x direction. Parameters: B = 1Tesla, m = 0.067m0 , Lx =
0.5µm, Ly /Lx = 2/3, EZeeman = 0.2~ωcyc with ωcyc = eB/m
the cyclotron frequency, and ωcav = 2π × 1THz. The vacuum field is polarized along the y direction and its amplitude
Avac (y) varies linearly from 0.5Ā to 1.5Ā, where the average
Ā corresponds to r η = 4 × 10−10 . The considered smooth
2D random potential U (r) with a finite correlation length is
shown in the inset.

quantized plateaus of the conductance at multiple integers of e2 /h [35]. In the two-terminal configuration, this
is due to the occupation of 1D edge states that cannot
back-scatter [36, 37] even in the presence of disorder due
to the well-known topological protection of quantum Hall
systems [29]. With cavity coupling, disorder and spatial
gradient of the cavity mode, cavity-mediated hopping becomes possible [25]. Our microscopic transport calculations [38] show that increasing the number of active edge
channels (by increasing EF ) the conductance quantization worsens with the corresponding plateaus even completely destroyed, as observed in [13]. Note also that in
the cavity case the disorder-induced fluctuations of the
conductance appear significantly enhanced.
In conclusion, we have shown how cavity vacuum fields
can affect quantum electron transport. With the framework introduced here, it is possible to explore the interplay of cavity vacuum fields with different types of disorder, weak links, multi-probe geometries in a wide variety
of configurations. The present theory with a single-band
conductor and arbitrary single-particle potential can be
generalized to multi-band systems. Given that in mesoscopic systems the use of metallic gates with different
geometries is common and can produce strong vacuum
fields, their role in general cannot be overlooked. Possible intriguing future investigations include the control of
transport in 2D materials with non-trivial single-particle
states such as van der Waals materials [39, 40], vertical semiconductor heterostructures [41, 42] and hybrid
semiconductor-superconductor systems [43].
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