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Theory of photon condensation in an arbitrary-gauge condensed matter cavity model
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We derive an arbitrary-gauge criterion under which condensed matter within an electromagnetic
field may transition to a photon condensed phase. Previous results are recovered by selecting the
Coulomb-gauge wherein photon condensation can only occur for a spatially-varying field and can
be interpreted as a magnetic instability. We demonstrate the gauge-invariance of our description
directly, but since matter and photons are gauge-relative concepts we find more generally that
photon condensation can occur within a spatially uniform field, and that the relative extent to
which the instability is both magnetic and electric versus purely magnetic depends on the gauge.

The discussion of photon condensation in the ground
state of the simplest quantum model of many dipoles in-
teracting with a single-mode cavity, the so-called Dicke
model, possesses a substantial history [1–31]. Myriad
‘no-go’ and ‘counter no-go’ theorems respectively forbid
and permit a phase transition into a photon condensed
state. Reconciliation of these apparently incompatible
results is found [7] by noting that “light” and “matter”
as quantum subsystems, are gauge-relative [29]. A “pho-
ton”, defined as a quantum of “light”, refers to differ-
ent physical degrees of freedom in each different gauge.
The phase of the Dicke model originally discovered by
Hepp and Leib [1], can be understood as a condensate
of photons defined relative to the multipolar-gauge. The
Coulomb-gauge defines the same physical excitations as
purely material, such that photon condensation does not
occur, and this result is nothing but the well-known “no-
go theorem”.

Direct demonstration that the extensively studied crit-
icality of the Dicke model is consistent with gauge-
invariance is clearly an important theoretical result, but
the physical validity of such a simple model for describ-
ing realistic experimental situations is much less clear.
A number of approximations with (at least partially)
opposing conditions of validity must be simultaneously
made in order to coerce the fundamental light-matter
Hamiltonian into the form of a Dicke model. In partic-
ular, the material system is supposed to be comprised
of individually discernible (disjoint) dipoles that form a
dense gas, but the spatial dependence of each dipole’s
coupling to the cavity field is ignored. A physical analysis
of the limitations this places upon the light-matter cou-
pling strength was performed by Vukics et al. in Ref. [8].
It was found that the critical point of the phase transi-
tion is at the border of covalent molecule formation and
crystallization.
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Condensed matter theory naturally possesses a wide
variety of phenomena associated with strong correlations
[30–51], including superconductivity, excitonic condensa-
tion, magnetism and magnonic phase transitions. The
difficulties regarding the physical appropriateness of the
Dicke model for describing actual experiments are cir-
cumvented by more recent analyses of photon condensa-
tion in condensed matter cavity QED systems. For ex-
ample, rather than considering individually discernible
charge distributions such as dipoles, Ref. [28] considers
a so-called jellium of (strongly correlated) electrons that
are superimposed on a uniform positive background. The
spatial variation of the cavity field over the extent of the
jellium system need not be neglected, and truncation of
the material Hilbert space can also be avoided.
Despite these advantages, the description of critical

phenomena within condensed matter cavity QED has
so far been confined almost exclusively to the Coulomb-
gauge. Photon condensation has been found possible for
a spatially varying field, but not for a uniform field, and it
has been interpreted as a magnetic instability. In view of
the fundamental gauge-relativity exemplified by the crit-
icality of the Dicke model, it is clear that a more general,
arbitrary-gauge theory is required to determine whether
the same understanding of criticality persists when the
restriction to the Coulomb-gauge is lifted.
In this work, we derive an arbitrary-gauge criterion for

photon condensation in the jellium model. The results of
Refs. [27, 28] are reproduced as special cases obtained by
choosing the Coulomb-gauge. More generally however,
we find that photon condensation can occur through
a combination of magnetic and electric instabilities,
with the relative contributions of each depending on
the gauge. We find moreover, that condensation can
generally occur for a uniform field. In particular, correct
to the first (electric dipole) order of a multipole expan-
sion, photon condensation within the multipolar-gauge
constitutes a purely electric instability. This offers the
most extreme alternative to the Coulomb-gauge’s purely
magnetic classification of photon condensation, which
occurs for a spatially varying field. We conclude with a
discussion of the physical significance of our findings.
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Hamiltonian.—The jellium model consists of N elec-
trons of mass m and charge −e distributed over a homo-
geneous background of total charge +Ne with volume
V = L3 centered at the origin. The charge density oper-
ator is ρ̂ (x) = ρ̂e (x) + ρ̂b with electron and background

parts ρ̂e (x) = −e∑N
µ=1 δ(x− r̂µ) and ρ̂b = eN/V , where

r̂µ are the electronic positions. The electron density is
n̂e = ρ̂e/(−e).
The energy of the jellium contained within an electro-

magnetic cavity of volume V is

Ĥ =
∑

µ

1

2
m ˙̂r2µ+U +

1

2

∫

V

d3x
[
ÊT (x)

2
+ B̂ (x)

2
]
, (1)

where B and ET are the magnetic and transverse
electric fields, and the electrostatic potential is Û =∫
d3x ÊL (x)

2
/2. We employ a general formulation in

which the choice of gauge is encoded into the arbi-
trary transverse component gT of the Green’s function
for the divergence operator, defined by ∇x · g(x,x′) =
δ(x− x′). The longitudinal component is fixed uniquely
as gL(x,x

′) = −∇(4π|x−x′|)−1 in terms of which Gauss’

law yields the static field ÊL(x) :=
∫
d3x′gL(x,x

′)ρ̂(x′).
The arbitrary vector potential and transverse polarisa-
tion field

Â (x) = ÂT (x) +∇

∫
d3x′ gT(x

′,x) · ÂT (x′) , (2a)

P̂T (x) = −
∫

d3x′ gT(x,x
′)ρ̂ (x′) , (2b)

determine the theory’s canonical momenta in terms of
m ˙̂rµ and ÊT as

p̂µ = m ˙̂rµ − eÂ(r̂µ), (3a)

Π̂ (x) = −ÊT (x)− P̂T (x) = −Ê (x)− P̂g (x) , (3b)

where P̂g(x) := −
∫
d3x′g(x,x′)ρ̂(x′) = P̂T(x) + P̂L(x)

is the total polarisation field in which P̂L = −ÊL.
The canonical commutation relations [r̂µi, p̂νj ] =

iδµνδij and [Âi (x) , Π̂j (x
′)] = δTij(x−x′) suffice to specify

the algebraic properties of all observables. An arbitrary
state |ψµ〉 within the canonical Hilbert space Hµ of the
µ’th electron can be expanded in either position or canon-
ical momentum eigenkets as |ψµ〉 =

∫
d3rµψµ(rµ) |rµ〉 =∫

d3pµψ̃µ(pµ) |pµ〉 where ψ is a square-integrable wave-

function and ψ̃ its Fourier transform. The total material
Hilbert space Hm is the antisymmetric tensor product of

each electronic space; Hm =
∧N
µ=1 Hµ.

We assume periodic boundary conditions at the edge
of the volume V , such that a field F (x) may be ex-
panded in discrete Fourier modes as F (x) =

∑
q Fqe

iq·x

where Fq = (1/V )
∫
d3x F (x) e−iq·x. The annihilation

operator for a photon with polarisation σ and momen-
tum q = 2π(nx, ny, nz)/L with ni ∈ Z is defined by

âqσ := ǫqσ · [νqÂTq + iΠ̂q)]/
√
2νq where νq = |q| and

the ǫqσ with σ = 1, 2 are two mutually orthogonal polar-
isation vectors orthogonal to q. The eigenstates |nqσ〉 of
â†qσâqσ span the Hilbert space Hqσ of the mode qσ, and
the photonic Hilbert space is defined asHph =

⊗
qσHqσ.

The total light-matter Hilbert space is H = Hm ⊗ Hph.

The canonical operators {p̂µ} and Π̂ represent different
observables in each different gauge and so material and
photonic states within Hm and Hph respectively are also
physically distinct in each different gauge. We therefore
describe the light and matter quantum subsystems as
gauge-relative [29].

Gauss’ law, ∇ · Ê = −∇ · P̂ = ρ̂, implies gauge re-
dundancy and the degrees of freedom represented by its
solution, P̂g, are included within the “material” quan-
tum subsystem. The remaining part of the electric field
is purely photonic. In other words, Ê = −Π̂ − P̂g is
a partition of the electric field into a purely “photonic”
component, Π, and a purely “material component”, Pg.
The two most commonly chosen gauges of non-relativistic
QED, namely the Coulomb- and multipolar-gauges, are

given respectively by gT = 0 and gT(x,x
′) = −

∫ x′

o
dz ·

δT(x − z) where z is any curve from a chosen origin o

to x′ [7, 29, 52]. In the Coulomb-gauge P̂T ≡ 0, there-

fiore P̂Coul(x) = P̂L(x) and the photonic field is Π̂ =

−ÊT = −Ê− P̂Coul. This is a non-local field because Ê

is local by fundamental assumption while PCoul = −EL

is non-local by definition. The multipolar-gauge polari-
sation P̂mult is more localised. By noting that the longi-
tudinal Green’s function defining the Coulomb field can

be written gL(x,x
′) = gL(x,o) −

∫ x′

o
dz · δL(x − z), we

see that for a neutral source the multipolar choice of gT

gives P̂mult(x) =
∫
d3x′

∫ x′

o
dzδ(x − z)ρ̂(x′), in which

each charge is connected along z to o by a δ-function.
By choosing o inside the jellium source, P̂mult vanishes
outside of the source (which is where the field can be

measured), and so Π̂ = −Ê at all such points. The
multipolar-gauge therefore provides the best possible rep-
resentation of the local total electric field Ê in terms of
a transverse field Π̂ that can be used to define uncon-
strained photons [29].

Other noteworthy gauges also exist, such as a gauge in
which ground state virtual photon population is highly
suppressed as compared to the Coulomb- and multipolar-
gauges [29, 52]. Since photons are defined in terms of dif-
ferent gauge-invariant observables in each different gauge,
the physical significance of the condensation of photons
defined relative to a particular gauge can only be de-
termined by identifying which observables are accessed
by a given detection protocol. Therefore, an analysis
that is confined to only one particular gauge such as
the Coulomb-gauge, is obviously limited. We will de-
rive the condensation criterion with as few restrictions on
the form of gT as is possible whilst retaining a tractable
problem.

We find it useful for interpreting photon condensa-
tion to separate out electric and magnetic interactions
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using Eqs. (2) as Ĥ = Ĥm + Ĥℓ + ĤE + ĤB , where

Ĥm =
∑
µ p̂

2
µ/(2m) + Û +

∫
d3x P̂T (x)

2
/2 is a purely

material Hamiltonian, which includes a P̂2
T self-term,

Ĥℓ =
∫
d3x [Π̂ (x)

2
+ B̂ (x)

2
]/2 =

∑
qσ νq

(
â†qσâqσ +

1
2

)

is the bare photonic Hamiltonian, and

ĤE =

∫
d3x P̂T (x) · Π̂ (x) , (4)

is the electric interaction Hamiltonian. The magnetic
interaction ĤB is comprised of a paramagnetic compo-
nent Ĥp

B = [(e/(2m)]
∑
µ{p̂µ·, Â(r̂µ)} and a diamagnetic

component Ĥd
B = [e2/(2m)]

∑
µ Â(r̂µ)

2, which we show
in Appendix A can be written in terms of corresponding
magnetisation fields to give

ĤB = −
∫
d3x

(
M̂p (x) +

1

2
M̂d (x)

)
· B̂ (x) , (5)

where M̂g = M̂p + M̂d is the total magnetisation, such

that Ĵ = ∂tP̂g −∇× M̂g is the charge current. In terms
of photonic operators the Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ = Ĥm+
∑

qσ

Aqǫqσ ·
[
f̂†
qâqσ + f̂qâ

†
qσ

]
+ Ĥℓ+ Ĥ

d
B, (6)

where A2
q = 1/(2νqV ) and

f̂q = iV νq

[(
q̌× M̂p

q

)
+ P̂Tq

]
, (7)

with q̌ = q/|q|.
If Ĥm is translationally invariant, then the distribution

of electrons is uniform in any eigenstate |ψm〉;

〈ψm|n̂e (x) |ψm〉 = N

V
. (8)

This property will be used in our analysis below and is
proved in Appendix B. Translational invariance of Ĥm

within the gauges we consider is proved in Appendix C.
We note that in the multipolar gauge Ĥm is translation-
ally invariant only under complete translations of both
the electrons and the origin o to which the electrons are
connected by continuous lines of polarisation. Unitary
translations of the total material source are accommo-
dated by treating o quantum mechanically with conju-
gate momentum po, such that [oi, poj ] = iδij [see Ap-

pendix C]. Since Ĥm is independent of po the origin re-
mains fixed. In gauges that do not depend on o, such
as the Coulomb-gauge, the Hamiltonian has the from
Ĥm ≡ Ĥm ⊗ Io where Io is the identity in the origin
sector.
Thermodynamic Limit .—The thermodynamic limit

(TDL) is defined by N, V → ∞ with N/V finite. We

show in Appendix D that a generic eigenvector |Ψ〉 of Ĥ
is separable in the TDL in all gauges; |Ψ〉 = |ψm〉 ⊗ |φℓ〉
[27, 28]. Photon condensation occurs in the TDL if there

exists an eigenstate of Ĥ containing photons that has a

smaller energy than the lowest energy zero-photon state
[27, 28]. We therefore seek the eigenstate |φℓ〉 of the ef-

fective photonic Hamiltonian Ĥeff
ℓ = 〈ψm|Ĥ |ψm〉 given

by

Ĥeff
ℓ = Hm +

∑

qσ

Aqǫqσ ·
[
f∗
q âqσ + fqâ

†
qσ

]

+ Ĥℓ + 〈ψm|Ĥd
B|ψm〉 , (9)

where we denote the average of any material operator Ôm
in the state |ψm〉 without a caret; Om ≡ 〈ψm|Ôm|ψm〉.
By expressing the vector potential as Â (x) =∑
qσ Aq

[
ǫ′−qσ (x) âqσ + ǫ′qσ (x) â

†
qσ

]
, where

ǫ′qσ(x) = ǫqσe
−iq·x +∇

∫
d3x′ [ǫqσ · gT(x

′,x)] e−iq·x
′

,

(10)

it becomes clear that determining the eigenstates of Ĥ
remains an intractable problem unless the diamagnetic
interaction, Ĥd

B, does not couple modes with different
momenta. We therefore choose to focus on cases satisfy-
ing

〈ψm|
∑

µ

ǫ′qσ(r̂µ) · ǫ′q′σ′(r̂µ)|ψm〉 ≈ NDqσσ′δq,−q′ , (11)

where Dqσσ′ = Dqσ′σ is a dimensionless gauge-
dependent function. This is sufficient to exemplify the
gauge-relativity of photon condensation, and avoids the
prescription of a specific model.
Translational invariance of Ĥm implies Eq. (8), which

in the Coulomb-gauge yields Dqσσ′ = δσσ′ [28]. In
the multipolar-gauge, modes of different momenta de-
couple in the long wavelength limit (LWL) whereby the
multipolar diamagnetic interaction vanishes, such that
lim{exp[±iq.r̂µ] → 1}Dqσσ′ → 1 [62]. More generally,
our description applies whenever Eq. (11) is satisfied,
which implies

〈ψm|Ĥd
B|ψm〉 =

∑

q

∑

σσ′

∆qDqσσ′

(
â−qσ + â†qσ

) (
âqσ′ + â†−qσ′

)
, (12)

where ∆q = (e2NA2
q)/(2m). Eq. (12) can be diago-

nalised by introducing new bosonic operators

ĉqτ = wqτ âq1 + xqτ âq2 + yqτ â
†
q1 + zqτ â

†
q2, (13)

with τ ∈ {+,−} [53, 54]. The transformation results

in a displaced oscillator Hamiltonian, Ĥeff
ℓ = Hm +∑

qτ Aq

(
g∗qτ ĉqτ + gqτ ĉ

†
qτ

)
+
∑

qτ νqτ
(
ĉ†qτ ĉqτ +

1
2

)
. Here

gqτ =
∑
σ hqστ (ǫqσ · fq), with hq1τ = wqτ − yqτ and

hq2τ = xqτ − zqτ , and the renormalised frequency is
νqτ = νqλqτ , where

λq± =

(
1+

2∆q

νq

[
Dq11 +Dq22

±
√
[Dq11 −Dq22]

2
+ 4D2

q12

]) 1

2

. (14)
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The coefficients in Eq. (13) are given in Appendix E.

We finally define the diagonal Hamiltonian Ĥeff
ℓ (β) =

D̂†(β)Ĥeff
ℓ D̂(β) where D̂(β) = exp[

∑
qτ (βqτ ĉ

†
qτ −

β∗
qτ ĉqτ )] with

βqτ = 〈ψm|β̂qτ |ψm〉 , (15)

β̂qτ = −Aq

νqτ
ĝqτ , (16)

which evaluates as

Ĥeff
ℓ (β) = Hm +

∑

qτ

νqτ

(
ĉ†qτ ĉqτ +

1

2
− |βqτ |2

)
. (17)

Since the eigenstates of Ĥeff
ℓ (β) are number states,∏

qτ |n̄qτ 〉, we obtain |φℓ〉 =
∏

qτ |βqτ 〉 ≡ |φℓ{βqτ}〉
where |βqτ 〉 = D̂(β) |n̄qτ 〉 is a coherent state.
Condensation criterion.—Arbitrarily close to the criti-

cal point, a non zero 〈φℓ|âqσ|φℓ〉 is signalled by a non-zero
〈φℓ|ĉqτ |φℓ〉, and so βqτ in Eq. (15) can be used as the or-
der parameter for the transition [28]. Using Eq. (17) the
average energy in the state |Ψ{βqτ}〉 = |ψm〉⊗ |φℓ{βqτ}〉
can then be written

En̄{βqτ} = Hm +
∑

qτ

νqτ

(
n̄qτ +

1

2
− |βqτ |2

)
, (18)

where n̄qτ = 〈φℓ|ĉ†qτ ĉqτ |φℓ〉. Photon condensation occurs
if

Minψm
[E0({βqτ} 6= 0)] < Minψm

[E0({βqτ} = 0)] ,
(19)

where the minimisation is subject to the constraint de-
fined by Eqs. (15) and (16). Using Eq. (18), inequality
(19) becomes

Minψm
[Hm] < 〈ψ0

m|Ĥm|ψ0
m〉+

∑

qτ

νqτ |βqτ |2 . (20)

Constrained minimisation problems of this type can be
solved using the stiffness theorem [55], which is derived
in Appendix F for the case that the constraint involves
a spatially varying operator. We begin by defining the
zero-temperature static linear response function (SLRF)
for material operators O and C by

χ̃OCqi,−q′j = −2V
∑

n6=0

〈ψnm|Ôqi|ψ0
m〉 〈ψ0

m|Ĉ−q′j |ψnm〉
ε
(n)
m − ε

(0)
m

, (21)

where Ĥm |ψnm〉 = ε
(n)
m |ψnm〉. In Appendix G, we prove

that the translational invariance of Ĥm means that the
SLRF is also translationally invariant, and so χ̃ffqi,−q′j =

χ̃ffqi,−qjδqq′ . Up to second order in δβqτ = βqτ − βqτ0,

where βqτ0 = 〈ψ0
m|β̂qτ |ψ0

m〉, one obtains through the
stiffness theorem that

Minψm
[Hm] = 〈ψ0

m|Hm|ψ0
m〉 − 1

2
V
∑

qτ

F−qτ δβqτ , (22)

where Fqτ is determined by the implicit equation

A2
q

ν2qτ
χ̃ffTq

∑

τ ′

Λqττ ′Fqτ ′ − δβqτ = 0, (23)

in which Λqττ ′ =
∑
σ hqστhqστ ′ and χ̃ffTq =

∑
ij ǫqσiǫqσjχ̃

ff
qi,−qj [55].

To proceed, we focus on choices of gT yielding a so-
lution to Fqτ of Eq. (23) in closed form. This occurs if
Λqττ ′ ∝ δττ ′ which, as we show in Appendix H, requires

that Ĥm be invariant to rotations about q. As we show
in Appendix F, rotational invariance implies further that

Λqττ ′ = δττ ′/λqτ . (24)

In total we have therefore imposed three restrictions on
Ĥm, namely, wavevector decoupling in the diamagnetic
term [Eq. (11)] and translational and rotational invari-
ance. We note in particular that the Coulomb gauge and
the LWL of the multipolar gauge satisfy these restric-
tions.
Using Eq. (24) the solution of Eq. (23) is found to

be F−qτ = (δβ∗
qτν

2
qτλqτ )/(A

2
qχ̃

ff
Tq). Moreover, Eq. (8)

implies that βqτ0 = 0. Using these equalities in Eq. (22)
and subsequently in Eq. (20) yields,

−
∑

qτ

(
V 2ν2qλ

2
qτ

χ̃ffTq

+ 1

)
|βqτ |2 < 0. (25)

Since we have optimised the parameters {βqτ} to lower
the energy, only terms within the sum in Eq. (25) that
independently satisfy the inequality will acquire a fi-
nite displacement βqτ 6= 0. We can therefore anal-
yse the criterion for each term separately [28]. We
substitute Eqs. (16) and (7) into the summand on the
left-hand-side of Eq. (25), such that by using ǫqσ ·(
q̌×Mp

q

)
=
(
ǫqσ′ ·Mp

q

)
with σ′ 6= σ, q · ǫqσ = 0, and∑

ij ǫqσiǫqσ′jχ̃
OC
qi,−qj = χ̃OCTq δσσ′ = 0, we arrive at the

dimensionless gT-dependent condensation criterion

−χ̃MpMp

Tq − χ̃PTPT

Tq > λ2qτ , (26)

which is the main result of this work. The left-hand-side
is the sum of the SLRFs associated with the paramag-
netic and the electric interactions of the gauge gT, and
the right-hand-side is a gT-dependent function given in
Eq. (14).
Classification of the instability.—Linear response the-

ory can be used to provide a physical interpretation of
the criterion. Consider an arbitrary operator Ôi with
equilibrium average, 〈Ôi (x)〉eq, defined at zero temper-

ature using a Hamiltonian Ĥeq. We denote by 〈Ôi (x)〉δ
the average change in Ôi due to a perturbation of Ĥeq in

the form
∫
d3x Ĉ (x) ·F(x) where Ĉ (x) is some coupling

operator and F(x) is the perturbing field. We show in
Appendix I that the Fourier amplitudes within the ex-
pansion 〈Ôi (x)〉δ =

∑
qO

δ
qie

iq·x are given according to

linear response theory [55] by Oδqi =
∑

j χ̃
OC
qi,−qjFqj .
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If we now consider the electric interaction ĤE as a
perturbation of Ĥeq = Ĥm via the perturbing field Π (x),

then the response of 〈P̂T (x)〉 is found to be

P δTqi =
∑

j

χ̃PTPT

qi,−qjΠqj , (27)

where the transverse part of χ̃PTPT

qi,−qj is the same response

function as appears in inequality (26). Condensation due
to this term in inequality (26) is therefore the result of an

electric instability. Similarly, the response of 〈M̂p (x)〉 to
the perturbation Ĥp

B with perturbing field −B (x) is

Mp,δ
qi = −

∑

j

χ̃M
pMp

qi,−qjBqj, (28)

where the transverse part of χ̃M
pMp

qi,−qj is the same response
function as appears in inequality (26). Condensation due
to this term in inequality (26) is therefore the result of a
(para)magnetic instability.
Examples .—In this section we evaluate Eq. (26) by

making specific choices of gT. The results of Ref. [28]
are recovered by choosing the Coulomb-gauge gT = 0.
In this case there is no electric interaction Hamiltonian
and wavevectors within the diamagnetic term automat-
ically decouple under the assumption of uniformly dis-
tributed charges in the ground state [Eq. (8)]. Moreover,
we show in Appendix J that in the Coulomb-gauge one
can define the total magnetisation-magnetisation SLRF
including both paramagnetic and diamagnetic contribu-

tions as χ̃MM
qi,−qj = χ̃M

pMp

qi,−qj − δijχ̃
Md

q , where χ̃M
d

q =

−(e2N)/(mV ν2q). One can show further that in the

Coulomb-gauge, λ2qτ = 1 − χ̃M
d

q , such that inequality
(26) becomes

Coulomb-gauge: − χ̃MM
Tq > 1, (29)

which is the result derived in Ref. [28]. Condensation
within the Coulomb-gauge constitutes a purely magnetic
instability.
We can also recover the Coulomb-gauge ‘no-go’ theo-

rem for the case of a spatially uniform field [27]. The
Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (6) in the LWL, such that
exp[±iq · r̂µ] → 1. Taking this limit within the paramag-
netic transverse SLRF of the Coulomb-gauge and using
the Thomas-Reiche-Kuhn sum rule

∑

n6=n′

∣∣∣〈ψnm|P̂i|ψn
′

m 〉
∣∣∣
2

ε
(n)
m − ε

(n′)
m

=
mN

2
, (30)

which holds for an arbitrary material level n′, we obtain

χ̃M
pMp

Tq = χ̃M
d

q . Inequality (26) therefore becomes

Coulomb-gauge long wavelength limit: 0 > 1. (31)

The opposite extreme of this result is provided by the
so-called “dipole-gauge” defined as the multipolar-gauge

within the LWL, which causes all magnetic interactions
to disappear. It follows that Dqσσ′ = 0 and so λqτ = 1.
Inequality (26) therefore becomes

Dipole-gauge: − χ̃PTPT

Tq > 1, (32)

showing that condensation can occur within this gauge,
and that it constitutes a purely electric instability.
Eq. (21) can be used to calculate χ̃PTPT

Tq in the dipole

gauge directly and yields −V χ̃PTPT

Tq =
∑
σ ǫqσ ·α(0) ·ǫqσ

where

αij(ω) :=
∑

n6=p

[
d0ni dn0j

ǫ
(n0)
m − ω

+
d0nj dn0i

ǫ
(n0)
m + ω

]
(33)

is nothing but the polarisability tensor of the mate-

rial ground state with ǫ
(n0)
m = ǫ

(n)
m − ǫ

(0)
m and d0ni =

−e∑µ 〈ψ
(0)
m | rµi |ψ(n)

m 〉. The polarisability is central to
the study of two-photon processes, Raleigh and Raman
scattering, and dispersive energy shifts [56].
Essentially the same results, namely the ‘no-go’ theo-

rem (31) and inequality (32) are also found when consid-
ering the Dicke model describing a dense gas of dipoles
[7]. In this case the underlying Hamiltonian restricted
to the dipole-gauge yields the Dicke Hamiltonian with-
out any further approximations beyond those used to ob-
tain the ‘no-go’ theorem from the same starting Hamil-
tonian restricted to the Coulomb-gauge. In this context
inequality (32) is nothing but the well-known ‘counter
no-go’ theorem and it corresponds to the original Hepp-
Leib instability [1]. Despite initial appearances, one can
show, as in the case of the Dicke model [7], that the dif-
ferent Coulomb-gauge (no-go) and dipole-gauge (counter
no-go) results (31) and (32) do not constitute a break-
down of gauge-invariance. Rather, they exemplify gauge-

relativity and they actually constitute a verification that
gauge-invariance does hold. To see this note first that in
the ground state the average electric field must be static;
〈Ê〉G = 〈ÊL〉G and 〈ÊT〉G = 0. In Appendix K we fo-
cus on the LWL and verify by direct calculation that one
does indeed obtain 〈ÊT〉G = 0 in both the Coulomb and

dipole gauges. In the Coulomb-gauge ÊT = −Π̂ is purely
photonic, so 〈ÊT〉G = 0 follows immediately from the im-
possibility of photon condensation [inequality (31)]. In

the dipole-gauge, ÊT = −Π̂− P̂T and so if an instability
corresponding to inequality (32) results in a macroscopic

average 〈P̂T〉, then the same gauge-invariant prediction

〈ÊT〉 = 0 implies that photon condensation occurs.

Discussion.—The fields P̂g and Π̂ define the compo-

nents of Ê that respectively begin (at time t = 0) at-
tached and detached from “matter”, as defined relative
to the gauge g. Suppose that the system is perturbed
via the introduction of a polarisable test distribution, D,
such as a detector dipole in the vicinity of a point xD
outside the support of the source density ρ. The pre-
dicted response of D to s will depend on how “matter”
is defined. Assuming the distributions are localised and
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disjoint means assuming that “matter” is such that the
initially attached electric fields, P̂s and P̂D, have disjoint
supports;

∫
d3xP̂s(x) · P̂D(x) = 0, as in the multipolar

gauge. This gauge is used in conventional quantum op-
tics to define a photodetector dipole [57], which therefore
registers photons defined relative to the dipole gauge.
For a source-field system in the ground state the de-

tector responds to the electric energy density of the
source via a dispersive energy shift attributed to the ex-
change of photons [56, 58–61]. Assuming D in its ground
state with isotropic polarisability, one obtains the shift
∆E = −αD(0)〈Ê(xD)

2〉G/2, which produces an attrac-
tive force [59, 61]. In this expression the average elec-
tric energy density is that of the source-field system in
the absence of D, such that our results regarding pho-
ton condensation are directly relevant. The electric field
Ê(xD) coincides with minus the photonic momentum,

−Π̂(xD), in the dipole gauge. Its average energy density
is calculated in the ground state of the source-field sys-
tem and is a function of the source polarisability [Eq. 33],
which also determines the occurrence of photon conden-
sation. The simplest example consists of a pair of two-
level distributions with transition energies ωs, ωD, transi-
tion dipole moments ds, dD, and with isotropic static po-
larisabilities obtained by assuming for both s and D that

d0ni d
n0
j = δij |d0n|2/3, such that αs,Dij (0) = δijα

s,D(0)

with αs,D(0) = 2|ds,D|2/(3ωs,D). The shift ∆E is then
proportional to −αs(0)αD(0)ωsωD/[(ωs+ωD)x

6
D] in the

near zone, and −αs(0)αD(0)/x7D in the far zone where
retardation results in the well-known (Casimir-Polder)
decay x−7

D . We see therefore that the response of D is
entirely electric, but it is not generally electrostatic, and
it is photonic. Thus, an understanding of photon con-
densation and it’s physical effects cannot be restricted to
a consideration of magnetic properties, nor to a consid-
eration of ground state (static) average fields.

Conclusion.–We have derived a general analytic cri-
terion for photon condensation, inequality (26), in an
arbitrary-gauge specified by gT. This reproduces previ-
ous results as special cases, including the condensation
of photons defined relative to the Coulomb-gauge and its
characterisation as a purely magnetic instability, as well
as both the Coulomb-gauge ‘no-go’ and the dipole-gauge
‘counter no-go’ theorems of the long wavelength limit.
Our result clearly demonstrates both the gauge-relativity
of photon condensation and the gauge-invariance of phys-
ical predictions. We have shown that in general, photon
condensation arises from both electric and magnetic in-
teractions, which directly reflects the physical differences
between photons defined relative to different gauges.

We thank Gian Marcello Andolina and Alessandro
Principi for helpful discussions.
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Appendix A: The magnetic interaction

In this appendix we prove that the magnetic interactions given in the main text, ĤB = Ĥp
B + Ĥd

B, where

Ĥp
B = −

∫
d3x M̂p (x) · B̂ (x) , (A1a)

Ĥd
B = −1

2

∫
d3x M̂d (x) · B̂ (x) , (A1b)

can be written in the more conventional forms

Ĥp
B =

e

2m

∑

µ

{
p̂µ · , Â(r̂µ)

}
, (A2a)

Ĥd
B =

e2

2m

∑

µ

Â(r̂µ)
2, (A2b)

where we have symmetrise the paramagnetic interaction, and we derive explicit formulae for M̂p (x) and M̂d (x). We

will prove this by deriving Eqs. (A1) from Eqs. (A2) by considering the more general form,
∑
µ V̂µ · Â(r̂µ), where V̂µ

is an arbitrary operator depending on µ. In the paramagnetic interaction, V̂µ = (e/m)p̂µ, and in the diamagnetic

interaction, V̂µ = (e2/m)Â(r̂µ). Note that the missing factor of 1/2 as compared to Eq. (A2b) in the diamagnetic

V̂µ is accounted for by the 1/2 in Eq. (A1b). This choice will be explained soon.

We define the current, ĵV (x), associated with V̂µ via

∑

µ

V̂µ · Â(r̂µ) = −
∫

d3x ĵV (x) · Â (x) . (A3)

At this point we can explain why the diamagnetic interaction has a factor of 1/2 compared to the paramagnetic

interaction in Eqs. (A1). Substituting the relevant definition of V̂µ into Eq. (A3) we find the paramagnetic and
diamagnetic currents to be,

ĵp (x) = − e

2m

∑

µ

{p̂µ, δ(x− r̂µ)}, (A4)

ĵd (x) = − e2

2m

∑

µ

{Â(r̂µ), δ(x− r̂µ)}, (A5)

where we have symmetrised the expression by using an anti-commutator. (This is only strictly necessary for the
paramagnetic current since [p̂µ, δ(x− r̂µ)] 6= 0.) The sum of these currents gives the total, gauge-invariant current,

ĵ (x) = ĵp (x) + ĵd (x) = −e
2

∑

µ

{
p̂µ + eÂ(r̂µ)

m
, δ(x− r̂µ)

}
= −e

2

∑

µ

{ ˙̂r, δ(x− r̂µ)}. (A6)

Had we included the 1/2 within the definition of V̂µ, and so within ĵd (x), the sum of the para- and dia-magnetic
currents would not equal the physical current.
We now proceed with the proof by substituting Eq. (2a) for the total vector potential into Eq. (A3) to obtain

∑

µ

V̂µ · Â(r̂µ) = −
∫

d3x ĵV (x) · ÂT (x)−
∫

d3x
[
ĵV (x) ·∇x

] ∫
d3x′ gT(x

′,x) · ÂT(x
′). (A7)

To move this expression into the form seen in Eqs. (A1) we will use three formulae. The first is found by inverting

ÂT (x) = ∇× B̂ (x) via Helmholtz’ theorem as

ÂT (x) =

∫
d3y

∇y × B̂ (y)

4π |x− y| . (A8)
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The second, is the following identity valid for any suitably well-behaved operator field Ŵ (y) that vanishes at the
boundary of integration,

∫
d3y

∇y × Ŵ (y)

4π |x− y| =

∫
d3y ∇x ×

[
Ŵ (y)

4π |x− y|

]
. (A9)

Similarly, the third is,
∫

d3y Ŵ (y) ·
[
∇× Ẑ (y)

]
=

∫
d3y Ẑ (y) ·

[
∇× Ŵ (y)

]
. (A10)

Using Eqs. (A8), (A9) and (A10), in that order, we can rewrite the first term of Eq. (A7) as

−
∫

d3x ĵV (x) · ÂT (x) = −
∫

d3y

(∫
d3x

∇x × ĵV (x)

4π |x− y|

)
· B̂ (y) ≡ −

∫
d3y M̂V

0 (y) · B̂ (y) , (A11)

where we have defined the gT ≡ 0 component of the magnetisation associated with current ĵV (y) as,

M̂V
0 (y) =

∫
d3x

∇x × ĵV (x)

4π |x− y| . (A12)

We now move onto the second term in Eq. (A7). After again using Eqs. (A8), (A9) and (A10) we find that

−
∫

d3x
[
ĵV (x) ·∇x

] ∫
d3x′ gT(x

′,x) · ÂT(x
′) ≡ −

∫
d3y M̂V

g
T

(y) · B̂ (y) , (A13)

where the gT-dependent part of the magnetisation associated with ĵV (y) is,

M̂V
g
T

(y) =

∫
d3x

[
ĵV (x) ·∇x

] ∫
d3x′

∇x′ × gT(x
′,x)

4π |x′ − y| . (A14)

This can be brought into a more useful form using integration by parts once more:
∫
d3x

[
Ŵ (x) ·∇

]
Z (x) =

−
∫
d3x Z (x)

[
∇ · Ŵ (x)

]
, and subsequently using the relation ∂tρ̂

V (x) = −∇ · ĵV (x). This gives

M̂V
g
T

(y) = −
∫
d3x′

∇x′ × ∂tP̂
V
T (x

′)

4π |x′ − y| , (A15)

where we have defined the transverse polarisation associated with charge density ρ̂V (x) as

P̂VT (x) = −
∫

d3x′ gT(x,x
′)ρ̂V (x′) . (A16)

Collecting terms, we have therefore shown that

∑

µ

V̂µ · Â(r̂µ) = −
∫

d3x M̂V (x) · B̂ (x) , (A17)

where M̂V (x) = M̂V
0 (x) + M̂V

g
T

(x) with the contributions given in Eqs. (A12) and (A15). The paramagnetic
interaction is

e

m

∑

µ

p̂µ · Â(r̂µ) = −
∫

d3x M̂p (x) · B̂ (x) , (A18)

where M̂p (x) is defined completely by ĵp (x) in Eq. (A4). The diamagnetic interaction is

e2

2m

∑

µ

Â(r̂µ) · Â(r̂µ) = −1

2

∫
d3x M̂d (x) · B̂ (x) , (A19)

where M̂d (x) is defined completely by ĵd (x) in Eq. (A5). Note the factor of 1/2 on the right-hand-side of Eq. (A19),

which we introduced to ensure that M̂d (x) is defined by the correct diamagnetic current.
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Appendix B: Proof of Equation (8)

In this Appendix we prove that Eq. (8) follows from the translational invariance of Ĥm. Repeated here, Eq. (8) is

〈ψm|n̂e (x) |ψm〉 = N

V
, (B1)

for any matter eigenstate |ψm〉 of Ĥm.

We begin by writing the discrete component of Ĥm as

Ĥm =
∑

n

d(n)∑

i=1

En |E(i)
n 〉 〈E(i)

n | , (B2)

where the En are distinct eigenvalues for different n and is assumed to possess a (possibly infinite) d(n)-fold degeneracy.
The eigenstates are orthonormal and complete, such that identity can be resolved as

Î =
∑

n

d(n)∑

i=1

|E(i)
n 〉 〈E(i)

n | , (B3)

with 〈E(i)
n |E(j)

m 〉 = δnmδij . Since Ĥm is translationally invariant, T̂ (a)ĤmT̂ (a)
† = Ĥm where T̂ (a) is a unitary

operator that translates the jellium system by a vector a. Since T̂ (a)Ĥm = ĤmT̂ (a) we have

0 = 〈E(i)
n | [Ĥm, T̂ (a)] |E(j)

m 〉 = (En − Em) 〈E(i)
n | T̂ (a) |E(j)

m 〉 . (B4)

Therefore,

tijnm(a) := 〈E(i)
n | T̂ (a) |E(j)

m 〉 = δnmt
ij
nn(a), (B5)

and so

T̂ (a) =
∑

n

d(n)∑

i,j=1

tijnn(a) |E(i)
n 〉 〈E(j)

n | . (B6)

It follows that T̂ (a) cannot couple different eigenspaces of Hm.

We can diagonalise T̂ (a) by defining a basis

|ǫ(p)n 〉 =
d(n)∑

i=1

Sipn |E(i)
n 〉 , p = 1, ..., d(n), (B7)

where ŜnŜ
†
n = În = Ŝ†

nŜn for all n with În the identity within the n’th eigenspace. Unitarity of Ŝn implies that the
new states are an orthonormal basis and so we may resolve the identity as

Î =
∑

n

d(n)∑

p=1

|ǫ(p)n 〉 〈ǫ(p)n | , (B8)

with 〈ǫ(p)n |ǫ(q)m 〉 = δnmδqp. We choose Ŝn to diagonalise the matrix [tijnn(a)] so that

T̂ (a) =
∑

n

d(n)∑

p=1

tppnn(a) |ǫ(p)n 〉 〈ǫ(p)n | . (B9)

Finally, since T̂ (−x)† = T̂ (x), T̂ (x)ρ̂e(x)T (x)
† = ρ̂e(0), and |tppnn(a)|2 = 1, it follows that

−eN =

∫
d3x 〈ǫ(p)n | ρ̂e(x) |ǫ(p)n 〉 =

∫
d3x 〈ǫ(p)n | T̂ (−x)†ρ̂e(x)T̂ (−x) |ǫ(p)n 〉 =

∫
d3x 〈ǫ(p)n | ρ̂e(0) |ǫ(p)n 〉

=V 〈ǫ(p)n | ρ̂e(0) |ǫ(p)n 〉 = V 〈ǫ(p)n | T̂ (−x)†ρ̂e(x)T̂ (−x) |ǫ(p)n 〉 = V 〈ǫ(p)n | ρ̂e(x) |ǫ(p)n 〉 , (B10)

for any n and p. This completes the proof.
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Appendix C: The extended matter Hilbert space

In this appendix we show that Ĥm is translationally invariant in the multipolar-gauge. We note that Ĥm is trivially
translationally invariant in the Coulomb gauge since PT = 0. In the multipolar-gauge, we here explain how extending
the matter Hilbert space to include a wave-mechanical quantised origin permits the correct, translationally invariant
description of Ĥm in the multipolar-gauge. That Ĥm should be translationally invariant in all gauges is evident;
moving the material source by the same vector should not change the physics of the system. Recall from the main
text that

Ĥm =
∑

µ

p̂2
µ

2m
+ Û +

1

2

∫
d3x P̂T (x)

2
. (C1)

Consider the polarisation of the µ’th electron referred to an origin o,

P̂T(x,o, r̂µ) = −e
∫ r̂µ

o

dz · δT(x− z). (C2)

In the typical multipolar-gauge, the integration path is chosen as the straight line z = o+ λ(rµ − o) with λ ∈ [0, 1],
to give

P̂T(x,o, r̂µ) = −e
∫ 1

0

dλ(r̂µ − o) · δT
(
x− o− λ(r̂µ − o)

)
(C3)

From inspection of Eq. (2b) this means that

gT(x,x
′) ≡ gT(x,x

′,o) ≡ gT(x− o,x′ − o) = −
∫ 1

0

dλ(x′ − o) · δT
(
x− o− λ(x′ − o)

)
, (C4)

is the transverse Green’s function for the multipolar-gauge, and

PTb(x) = −eN
V

∫
d3x′gT(x,x

′,o) (C5)

is the background polarisation.
The electronic translation operator is defined as

T̂ (a) = exp[iP̂ · a], (C6)

where P̂ =
∑
µ p̂µ is the total momentum of the electrons. The transverse polarisation is not translated under

translations of the electrons alone: T̂ (a)P̂T(x)T̂ (a)
† 6= P̂T(x − a) where P̂T(x) =

∑
µ P̂T(x,o, r̂µ) + PTb(x) is

the full polarisation. Physically, the reason for this is clear. The multipolar gauge connects every electron to the
origin o by lines of polarisation, which will become stretched/compressed unless the origin is translated with the
electrons. In other words, the electronic translation operator alone does not implement translations of the total
material source in the multipolar gauge. However, since P̂T(x,o, r̂µ) depends only on the differences r̂µ−o and x−o,

i.e., P̂T(x,o, r̂µ) ≡ P̂T(x− o,0, r̂µ − o), if one translates both r̂µ and o by a then the electronic polarisation will be

translated by a. Therefore Ĥm is invariant with respect to translations of the total material system that includes the
origin and associated lines of polarisation.
In order to implement complete translations via a unitary operator, we define an extended jellium model with

the Hilbert space Hm ⊗ Ho which now includes the Hilbert space Ho of the origin ô treated as a wave-mechanical
position. The momentum conjugate is p̂o, and [ôi, p̂oj] = iδij . The Hamiltonian Ĥm = Ĥm(ô) is given by Eq. (C1),

but is now understood as an operator on the extended Hilbert space. The Hamiltonian Ĥm depends on ô through
the polarisation P̂T, but is independent of p̂o and so ô remains fixed and has no affect.
In the extended space, the translation operator is

T̂ (a) = exp[iP̂ · a], (C7)

where P̂ = p̂o +
∑

µ p̂µ now includes the momentum of the origin, p̂o, and is such that

T̂ (a)r̂µT̂ (a)
† = r̂µ + a, (C8)

T̂ (a)ôT̂ (a)† = ô+ a. (C9)
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This means that

T̂ (a)P̂T(x, ô, r̂µ)T̂ (a)
† ≡ T̂ (a)P̂T(x− ô,0, r̂µ − ô)T̂ (a)† = P̂T(x− ô− a,0, r̂µ − ô) ≡ P̂T(x− a, ô, r̂µ), (C10)

and for the background we have

T̂ (a)P̂Tb(x)T̂ (a)
† =

eN

V

∫
d3x′

∫ 1

0

dλ(x′ − ô− a) · δT(x− ô− a− λ(x′ − ô− a))

=
eN

V

∫
d3x′

∫ 1

0

dλ(x′ − ô) · δT(x− ô− a− λ(x′ − ô)) = PTb(x− a). (C11)

Hence T̂ (a)P̂T(x)T̂ (a)
† = P̂T(x− a) and T̂ (a)ĤmT̂ (a)

† = Ĥm. Therefore, Ĥm is translationally invariant.

Appendix D: Separability of the total composite state vector in the thermodynamic limit

In this Appendix, we prove that in the thermodynamic limit (N, V → ∞ with N/V finite) the composite state
vector can be separated into products of matter and light vectors as |Ψ〉 = |ψm〉 ⊗ |φℓ〉 in all gauges. This was proven
in Ref. [28] for the Coulomb-gauge, and the derivation presented here closely follows that. The quantised Hamiltonian
for our arbitrary-gauge model is given in Eq. (6), repeated here for ease of reading,

Ĥ = Ĥm + Ĥm−ℓ + Ĥℓ, (D1)

where

Ĥm =
∑

µ

p̂2
µ

2m
+ Û +

1

2

∫
d3x P̂T (x)

2
, (D2)

Ĥm−ℓ =
∑

qσ

Aqǫqσ ·
[
f̂†
qâqσ + f̂qâ

†
qσ

]
+

e2

2m

∑

µ

Â(r̂µ)
2, (D3)

Ĥℓ =
∑

qσ

νq

(
â†qσâqσ +

1

2

)
, (D4)

and f̂q = iV νq[(q̌ × M̂p
q) + P̂Tq]. As discussed in Ref. [28] each Hamiltonian contribution must scale linearly with

N to give a non-vanishing and non-diverging energy in the thermodynamic limit. First, it is useful to note that

M̂p
q ∼ P̂Tq ∼ 1/νq and so f̂q ∼ V ∼ N , and that all summations over the number of charges scales linearly with N . It

is not as clear how the light operators âqσ and the number of non-negligible light modes, denoted Nmodes, scale with
N . Let us assume that Nmodes ∼ Ns for some real constant s ≤ 1, where the upper limit arises so that the vacuum
contribution does not dominate the energy in the thermodynamic limit. In order for Ĥℓ ∼ N the light operators must
scale as âqσ ∼ N (1−s)/2. This scaling means that Â(r̂µ) ∼ Ns/2. Substituting this into the two terms of Ĥm−ℓ gives,

∑

qσ

Aqǫqσ ·
[
f̂†
qâqσ + f̂qâ

†
qσ

]
∼ N1+ s

2 , (D5)

e2

2m

∑

µ

Â2(rµ) ∼ N1+s. (D6)

If s < 0, the combined paramagnetic and paraelectric interaction term in Eq. (D5) (which ultimately causes photon
condensation through lowering the energy of the condensate phase) will vanish in the thermodynamic limit. If s > 0,
in the thermodynamic limit the diamagnetic term in Eq. (D6) will dominate the energy. In both cases, the magnitude
of the energy-lowering combined paramagnetic and paraelectric term is dominated by the diamagnetic term as N
increases. Therefore, in order for a condensate phase to form at large N we require s = 0, i.e. Nmodes ∼ N0 and
âqσ ∼

√
N [28].

We can now prove disentanglement in the thermodynamic limit assuming s = 0. Disentanglement requires that
both of the following are true,

lim
N→∞

[
Ĥm

N
,
Ĥm−ℓ

N

]
→ 0 and lim

N→∞

[
Ĥℓ

N
,
Ĥm−ℓ

N

]
→ 0. (D7)
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This is easily proven by noting that the following commutators: [F (r̂µ), p̂ν ] ∝ δµν for any function F (r̂µ) and

[âqσ, â
†
q′σ′ ] = δqq′δσσ′ , both remove a factor of N scaling. The former does so by removing a summation over the

charges, and the latter through removing two light operators. Therefore, all terms dependent on matter-matter
and light-light commutators go to zero as 1/N , whilst matter-light commutators and any commutator involving the
background polarisation will vanish.

Appendix E: Diagonalisation of the effective light Hamiltonian

In this Appendix, we give details on the Bogoliubov and subsequent displacement transformations that bring the
effective light Hamiltonian in Eq. (9) into the diagonalised form in Eq. (17). For ease of reading we repeat Eq. (9)
here,

Ĥeff
ℓ = Hm +

∑

qσ

Aqǫqσ ·
[
f∗
q âqσ + fqâ

†
qσ

]
+ Ĥℓ + 〈ψm|Ĥd

B |ψm〉 . (E1)

Recall that under the assumption that the wavevectors decouple for the ground matter state expectation value of the
diamagnetic term [the assumption is given explicitly in Eq. (11)] we find

〈ψm|Ĥd
B|ψm〉 ≈

∑

q

∑

σσ′

∆qDqσσ′

(
â−qσ + â†qσ

) (
âqσ′ + â†−qσ′

)
. (E2)

The Bogoliubov transformation brings the light-only part of the Hamiltonian into diagonalised form. The light-only
part is, Ĥℓ−o = Ĥℓ + 〈ψm|Ĥd

B|ψm〉 which can be written in symmetric form using the photon operator commutation
relations, to find

Ĥℓ−o =
∑

q

(
â†Tq âT−q

)(ζq ηq
η∗q ζ∗q

)(
â−q

â
†
−q

)
, (E3)

where âq = (âq1, âq2)
T , ‘T ’ is the transpose operation and we have defined,

ζ =
1

2

(
νq + αq γq
γq νq + βq

)
and η =

1

2

(
αq γq
γq βq

)
, (E4)

where αq = 2∆qDq11, βq = 2∆qDq22 and γq = 2∆qDq12.
The diagonalisation procedure is derived in detail in Section III of Ref. [53], here we illustrate the results for our

model. The Hamiltonian is diagonalised by a new set of bosons ĉq = (ĉq+, ĉq−)
T when

Ĥℓ−o =
∑

q

(
ĉ†Tq ĉT−q

)(Ωq 0
0 Ωq

)(
ĉ−q

ĉ
†
−q

)
, (E5)

where we have defined the diagonal matrix: Ωq = (1/2)diag(νq+, νq−). The new and old operators are related through

(
ĉ−q

ĉ
†
−q

)
=Mq

(
â−q

â
†
−q

)
=

(
uq vq
v∗q u∗q

)(
â−q

â
†
−q

)
, (E6)

where

uq =

(
wq+ xq+
wq− xq−

)
and vq =

(
yq+ zq+
yq− zq−

)
. (E7)

One can verify that this matrix representation is identical to Eq. (13). Enforcing the canonical commutation relations
of the new and old boson operators yields the identification that M−1

q = KM †
qK where K = diag(I2,−I2) and I2 is

the two dimensional identity matrix. Comparison of Eqs. (E3) and (E5) gives
(
ζq ηq
η∗q ζ∗q

)
=M †

q

(
Ωq 0
0 Ωq

)
Mq, (E8)

and so

(
M †

q

)−1
(
ζq −ηq
η∗q −ζ∗q

)
M †

q =

(
Ωq 0
0 −Ωq

)
, (E9)
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where we have used that MqKM
†
q =M †

qKMq = K. Therefore, the eigenvalues of

(
ζq −ηq
η∗q −ζ∗q

)
(E10)

are νq+/2, νq−/2, −νq+/2 and −νq−/2, and the eigenvectors are the column vectors of M †
q which correspond to ĉ†q+,

ĉ†q−, ĉq+ and ĉq−.
After performing the calculation we find that the eigenenergies are νqτ = νqλqτ where

λq± =

(
1 +

2∆q

νq

[
Dq11 +Dq22 ±

√
[Dq11 −Dq22]

2
+ 4D2

q12

]) 1

2

, (E11)

and the coupling strengths are

gqτ =
∑

σ

hqστ (ǫqσ · fq) , (E12)

where hq1τ = wqτ − yqτ and hq2τ = xqτ − zqτ . The transformation coefficients are

yqτ =
1√
Nqτ

Φqτ , zqτ =
1√
Nqτ

, (E13)

wqτ = −yqτΘqτ and xqτ = −zqτΘqτ . We have defined Θqτ = (1 + λqτ )/(1− λqτ ), Φq± = dq ± (1 + d2q)
1/2 where

dq =
Dq11 −Dq22

2Dq12
, (E14)

and finally the normalisation constants, Nqτ = 8λqτ (1− λqτ )
−2

(1 + dqΦqτ ).
After diagonalisation of the light-only Hamiltonian we arrive at

Ĥeff
ℓ = Hm +

∑

qτ

Aq

(
g∗qτ ĉqτ + gqτ ĉ

†
qτ

)
+
∑

qτ

νqτ

(
ĉ†qτ ĉqτ +

1

2

)
. (E15)

Since Eq. (E15) is a displaced harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian it is diagonalised with the displacement transfor-

mation: Ĥeff
ℓ (β) = D̂†(β)Ĥeff

ℓ D̂(β) where D̂(β) = exp[
∑

qτ (βqτ ĉ
†
qτ − β∗

qτ ĉqτ )]. The displacement operator transforms

the boson operators by D̂†(β)ĉqτ D̂(β) = ĉqτ + βqτ and so the displaced Hamiltonian is

Ĥeff
ℓ (β) = Hm +

∑

qτ

(
νqτ

[
ĉ†qτ ĉqτ +

1

2
+ |βqτ |2

]
+Aq

[
g∗qτβqτ + gqτβ

∗
qτ

]

+ ĉ†qτ [Aqgqτ + βqτνqτ ] + ĉqτ
[
Aqg

∗
qτ + β∗

qτνqτ
] )
. (E16)

This is diagonal if the second line vanishes which requires that

βqτ = −Aq

νqτ
gqτ , (E17)

and so gives the displacement constraint in the main text: 〈ψm|β̂qτ |ψm〉 = βqτ where β̂qτ is given in Eq. (16). Using
the choice of βqτ in Eq. (E17) yields the diagonalised effective light Hamiltonian in Eq. (17).

Appendix F: The Stiffness Theorem for a spatially varying constraint

The stiffness theorem allows one to calculate constrained minimisation problems of the form

E(β) ≡ Minψ→β

[
〈ψ|Ĥ |ψ〉

]
. (F1)
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This expression indicates that the vector |ψ〉 is chosen such that it represents the state which gives the smallest

expectation value for H = 〈ψ|Ĥ |ψ〉 whilst fulfilling the constraint: 〈ψ|β̂qτ |ψ〉 = βqτ . In Section 3.2.9 of Ref. [55],

the solution is derived for β̂qτ being an Hermitian operator that does not vary in space, and is there denoted by Â.

It is also assumed that Â has zero ground state expectation value, A0 ≡ 〈ψ0|Â|ψ0〉 = 0, where |ψ0〉 is the lowest

energy eigenstate of Ĥ . The main difference between the stiffness theorems derived with the constraining operator

Â compared to β̂qτ is that since the spatially varying field β̂τ (x) =
∑

q β̂qτ e
iq·x is Hermitian, β̂†

qτ = β̂−qτ is not

Hermitian. A second difference, in general, is that the ground state expectation value of β̂qτ may be nonzero. In
the case of interest here, however, this average is zero for uniformly distributed charges in the ground state, |ψ0〉,
and this follows from the translational invariance of Hm. We now derive the stiffness theorem for the non-Hermitian
constraining operator β̂qτ with non-zero ground state value. The derivation relies on results from linear response
theory presented in Appendix I and derived in detail in Section 3.2 of Ref. [55].
The stiffness theorem proof begins with an ansatz that the vector solving the minimisation problem in Eq. (F1) is

the ground state, |ψβ〉, of

Ĥβ = Ĥ +
∑

τ

∫
d3x Fτ (x)

(
β̂τ (x)− βτ0 (x)

)
, (F2)

where Fτ (x) is an undefined field that we will use to ensure that the ansatz is correct, and βτ0 (x) = 〈ψ0|β̂τ (x) |ψ0〉
where |ψ0〉 is the ground state of Ĥ . The proof of the correctness of the ansatz has two steps. First we must prove that

|ψβ〉 meets the constraint 〈ψβ |β̂qτ |ψβ〉 = βqτ ; and second, we must prove that |ψβ〉 is the lowest energy eigenvector

of Ĥβ that does so.
To prove the first step we define a time dependent Hamiltonian,

Ĥβ(t) = Ĥ +Θ(t− t0)
∑

τ

∫
d3x Fτ (x, t)

(
β̂τ (x) − βτ0 (x)

)
, (F3)

where Θ(t − t0) is the Heaviside step function. For t < t0 the ground state is |ψ0〉 and for t ≥ t0 it is denoted

|ψβ(t)〉. From Eq. (I2), the response of the expectation value of β̂τ (x) away from equilibrium (defined by Ĥ at zero
temperature) due to the time-dependent perturbation in Eq. (F3) is,

〈β̂τ (x, t)〉δ ≡ 〈ψβ(t)|β̂τ (x) |ψβ(t)〉 − 〈ψ0|β̂τ (x) |ψ0〉 (F4)

=
∑

τ ′

∫ ∞

0

ds

∫
d3x′ ζββττ ′(x,x

′, s)Fτ ′(x′, t− s).

As in Appendix I the time-dependent linear response function is given by

ζββττ ′(x,x
′, s) = −i 〈ψ0|

[
β̂τ (x, s), β̂τ ′ (x)′

]
|ψ0〉Θ(s). (F5)

Assuming that the perturbing field is static, Fτ (x, t) → Fτ (x), the s integral in Eq. (F4) defines the static linear
response function,

∫ ∞

0

ds ζββττ ′(x,x
′, s) = ζββττ ′(x,x

′, ω = 0) ≡ χββττ ′(x,x
′). (F6)

Inserting β̂τ (x) =
∑

q β̂qτe
iq·x into Eq. (F4) gives

∑

q

[βqτ − βqτ0] e
iq·x =

∑

q

[
V
∑

q′τ ′

χββqτ,−q′τ ′Fq′τ ′

]
eiq·x, (F7)

where

χββqτ,−q′τ ′ =
1

V 2

∫
d3x e−iq·x

∫
d3x′ eiq

′·x′

χββττ ′(x,x
′). (F8)

Therefore, the ground state of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (F2), |ψβ〉, will have the correct expectation value of β̂qτ (and
so will satisfy the constraint) if the following condition is met by the arbitrary fields Fτ (x),

βqτ − βqτ0 = V
∑

q′τ ′

χββqτ,−q′τ ′Fq′τ ′ . (F9)
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The proof of the second step follows immediately by noting that the counter claim must be false. If another

eigenstate |ψ′
β〉 of Ĥβ existed which had the correct expectation value of β̂qτ but a smaller energy eigenvalue of Ĥ ,

then 〈ψ′
β |Ĥ |ψ′

β〉 < 〈ψβ |Ĥ |ψβ〉 and this implies that

〈ψ′
β |Ĥβ |ψ′

β〉 < 〈ψβ |Ĥβ |ψβ〉 , (F10)

which is a contradiction; |ψβ〉 is the ground state of Ĥβ by definition [55].
We have proven that the ground state of Eq. (F2), |ψβ〉, is the state that solves the minimisation problem within

Eq. (F1) if Fτ (x) meets the condition in Eq. (F9). Therefore, we know that the solution to the constrained minimi-
sation problem in Eq. (F1) is

E(β) = 〈ψβ |Ĥ |ψβ〉 = 〈ψβ |Ĥβ |ψβ〉 −
∑

τ

∫
d3x Fτ (x) [βτ (x)− βτ0 (x)]

= 〈ψβ |Ĥβ |ψβ〉 − V
∑

qτ

F−qτ (βqτ − βqτ0) , (F11)

where in the first line we have used Eq. (F2) and in the second used the definition of Fourier transformation. We now
need to solve Eq. (F11).

To evaluate the term 〈ψβ |Ĥβ |ψβ〉 we start by defining another Hamiltonian,

Ĥβ(λ) = Ĥ + λV
∑

qτ

F−qτ

(
β̂qτ − βqτ0

)
, (F12)

whose ground state we denote by |ψβ(λ)〉 [note that |ψβ(0)〉 = |ψ0〉], which has energy ǫ(λ) = 〈ψβ(λ)|Ĥβ(λ)|ψβ(λ)〉.
This Hamiltonian is useful because it allows us to make fruitful use of the Hellman-Feynman identity,

ǫ(1) = ǫ(0) +

∫ 1

0

dλ 〈ψβ(λ)|
∂Ĥβ(λ)

∂λ
|ψβ(λ)〉

= E(0) + V
∑

qτ

F−qτ

∫ 1

0

dλ 〈ψβ(λ)|
(
β̂qτ − βqτ0

)
|ψβ(λ)〉 , (F13)

where we have used that ǫ(0) = E(0). Since Ĥβ(λ = 1) = Ĥβ , we know that ǫ(1) = 〈ψβ |Ĥβ |ψβ〉 and therefore, using
Eq. (F11) we know that the solution to Eq. (F1) will be

E(β) = ǫ(1)− V
∑

qτ

F−qτ (βqτ − βqτ0) . (F14)

Therefore, to find E(β) it remains only to calculate ǫ(1) in Eq. (F13). To this end we must evaluate the expectation

value of 〈ψβ(λ)|β̂qτ |ψβ(λ)〉 within the λ integral, and to do this we expand |ψβ(λ)〉 in powers of λ up to first order as

|ψβ(λ)〉 = |ψ0〉 − λ
∑

q′τ ′

F−q′τ ′

∑

n6=0

|ψn〉
〈ψn|β̂q′τ ′ |ψ0〉
εn − ε0

+O(λ2), (F15)

where Ĥ |ψn〉 = εn |ψn〉. Note that following this expansion E(β) will be found up to second order. Substituting
Eq. (F15) into the expectation value in Eq. (F13) gives

〈ψβ(λ)|β̂qτ |ψβ(λ)〉 = βqτ0 − λV
∑

q′τ ′

∑

n6=0

(
F−q′τ ′

〈ψ0|β̂qτ |ψn〉 〈ψn|β̂q′τ ′ |ψ0〉
εn − ε0

+ Fq′τ ′

∑

n6=0

〈ψ0|β̂−q′τ ′ |ψn〉 〈ψn|β̂qτ |ψ0〉
εn − ε0

)
+O

(
λ2
)

(F16)

= βqτ0 +
1

2
λV
∑

q′τ ′

[
F−q′τ ′χββqτ,q′τ ′ + Fq′τ ′χββ−q′τ ′,qτ

]
+O

(
λ2
)
, (F17)
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where in the second line we have used the zero temperature Lehmann representation of the static linear response
functions,

χββ±qτ,±q′τ ′ = −2
∑

n6=0

〈ψ0|β̂±qτ |ψn〉 〈ψn|β̂±q′τ ′ |ψ0〉
εn − ε0

. (F18)

Using the reciprocity of static linear response functions, χββ−q′τ ′,qτ = χββqτ,−q′τ ′ , performing the λ integral, and substi-

tuting the resulting expression for ǫ(1) into Eq. (F14), we arrive at the solution

E(β) = E(0) +
1

4
V 2
∑

qτ

F−qτ

∑

q′τ ′

[
F−q′τ ′χββqτ,q′τ ′ + Fq′τ ′χββqτ,−q′τ ′

]
− V

∑

qτ

F−qτ (βqτ − βqτ0) . (F19)

Relabelling the summed index q′ in the first term in the square brackets as q′ → −q′, and then using Eq. (F9) gives

E(β) = E(0)− 1

2
V
∑

qτ

F−qτ (βqτ − βqτ0) (F20)

which is the solution to Eq. (F1). We now need to solve Eq. (F9) for Fqτ and substitute this into Eq. (F20). Before
doing so, we note that Fqτ is clearly linear in βqτ and so the second term in Eq. (F20) is quadratic in βqτ .
A general solution to Eq. (F9) for Fqτ is not forthcoming due to the summations over q and τ . We show however

that if the static linear response functions are translationally invariant, then we are able to find a closed-form solution

in particular cases. First, recall from Eq. (16) that β̂qτ = −(Aq/νqτ)ĝqτ where ĝqτ =
∑
σ hqστ (ǫqσ · f̂q) and

hq1τ = wqτ − yqτ and hq2τ = xqτ − zqτ with the Bogoliubov coefficients given in the main text around Eq. (E13),
and with fq given in Eq. (7). It follows that we can write

χββqτ,−q′τ ′ =
AqAq′

νqτνq′τ ′

∑

σσ′

hqστhq′σ′τ ′

∑

ij

ǫqσiǫq′σ′jχ
ff
qi,−q′j , (F21)

where

χffqi,−q′j = −2
∑

n6=0

〈ψ0|f̂qi|ψn〉 〈ψn|f̂−q′j |ψ0〉
εn − ε0

. (F22)

If the response function is translationally invariant, that is, if χffij (x,x
′) = χffij (x− x′), then from Eq. (F8) it follows

that χffqi,−q′j = χffqi,−qjδqq′ , where

χffqi,−qj =
1

V

∫
d3r χffij (r)e

−iq·r. (F23)

As we prove in Appendix H, if R̂θĤmR̂
†
θ = Ĥm where R̂θ is the unitary representation of an SO(3) rotation around

the vector q, i.e. within the transverse plane spanned by ǫq1 − ǫq2, then in gauges for which R̂θf̂ (x) R̂†
θ = f̂ ′(x), one

may write that

∑

ij

ǫqσiǫqσ′jχ
ff
qi,−qj = χffTqδσσ′ , (F24)

where ‘T’ is the transverse component with respect to q. We prove in Appendix H that the Coulomb and multipolar
gauges meet this condition. Substitution of these results into Eq. (F21) yields

χββqτ,−q′τ ′ =
A2

q

ν2qτ
Λqττ ′χffTqδqq′ , (F25)

where Λqττ ′ =
∑

σ hqστhqστ ′ . Substituting Eq. (F25) into Eq. (F9) finally yields

βqτ − βqτ0 = V
A2

q

ν2qτ
χffTq

∑

τ ′

Λqττ ′Fqτ ′ . (F26)
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To solve for Fqτ we must remove the remaining summation over τ ′, which requires Λqττ ′ ∝ δττ ′. Using the
definitions of the Bogoliubov coefficients given in Appendix E around Eq. (E13) we find that,

Λqττ ′ = (1 + ΦqτΦqτ ′)
(1 + Θqτ ) (1 + Θqτ ′)√

NqτNqτ ′

. (F27)

In order that Λqττ ′ ∝ δττ ′ we require that Φq± = ±1. Recalling that Φq± = dq ± (1 + d2q)
1/2 where dq = (Dq11 −

Dq22)/(2Dq12) we see that Φq± = ±1 if and only if dq = 0, which is satisfied if either Dq11 = Dq22 or Dq11−Dq22 ≪
2Dq12. In this case Nqτ = 8λqτ (1 − λqτ )

−2 and therefore

lim
dq→0

Λqττ ′ =
δττ ′

λqτ
. (F28)

Substituting this expression into Eq. (F26) we find that V F−qτ = (δβ∗
qτν

2
qτλqτ )/(A

2
qχ

ff
Tq). Finally, using this expres-

sion for F−qτ in Eq. (F20) yields the result used in the main text:

E(β) = E(0)− 1

2

∑

qτ

ν2qτλqτ

A2
qχ

ff
Tq

|βqτ − βqτ0|2 . (F29)

Appendix G: Translational invariance of the static linear response functions

In this appendix we prove that translational invariance of Ĥm implies that the static linear response function

χffqi,−q′j encountered throughout the main text is also translationally invariant, and so χffqi,−q′j = χffqi,−qjδqq′ .
In position space, the static linear response function is

χffij (x,x
′) =

〈[
f̂i (x) , f̂j (x

′)
]〉

0
, (G1)

where 〈·〉0 indicates the expectation value with respect to the ground matter state, |ψ0
m〉. We will prove that trans-

lational invariance of Ĥm (and so of |ψ0
m〉) immediately gives translational invariance of the response function, such

that χffij (x,x
′) = χffij (x − x′). In Appendix B, we proved that all eigenstates of Ĥm are translationally invariant.

Therefore, the proof in this appendix trivially extends to finite temperature.

The coupling operator in the response function is f̂ (x) =
∑

q f̂qe
iq·x where

f̂q = iV νq

[(
q̌× M̂p

q

)
+ P̂Tq

]
, (G2)

and M̂p
q and P̂Tq are the Fourier components of the paramagnetisation and transverse polarisation. In Appendix C,

we have already shown that the polarisation is translated T̂ (a) [defined in Eq. (C7)] such that in position space,

T̂ (a)P̂T(x)T̂ (a)
† = P̂T(x− a). We must now prove that the paramagnetisation translates in the same way.

The paramagnetisation can be written in terms of gT = 0 and gT-dependent contributions as M̂
p (x) = M̂

p
0 (x) +

M̂p
g
T

(x) which are given in Eqs. (A12) and (A15). Note that if y = x−a then ∂/∂yi =
∑
j(∂xj/∂yi)(∂/∂xj) = ∂/∂xi.

Consider first the gT = 0 contribution,

T̂ (a)M̂p
0(x)T̂ (a)

† =

∫
d3x′

∇x′ × ĵp(x′ − a)

4π|x′ − x|

=

∫
d3x′

∇x′−a × ĵp(x′ − a)

4π|x′ − x|

=

∫
d3x′

∇x′ × ĵp(x′)

4π|x′ − (x− a)| = M̂
p
0(x− a). (G3)

The proof for the gT-dependent contribution follows similarly. In the case that gT(x,x
′) = gT(x− x′), we have

T̂ (a)M̂p
g
T

(x)T̂ (a)† =

∫
d3x′ ĵp(x′ − a) · ∇x′

∫
d3y

∇y × gT(y − x′)

4π|y − x|

=

∫
d3x′ ĵp(x′) · ∇x′

∫
d3y

∇y × gT(y − a− x′)

4π|y − x|

=

∫
d3x′ ĵp(x′) · ∇x′

∫
d3y

∇y × gT(y − x′)

4π|y − (x− a)| = M̂p
g
T

(x− a). (G4)
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For the transverse Green’s function of the multipolar-gauge, given in Eq. (C4), we have

T̂ (a)M̂p
g
T

(x)T̂ (a)† =

∫
d3x′ĵp(x′ − a) · ∇x′

∫
d3y

∇y × gT(y − a,x′ − a)

4π|y − x|

=

∫
d3x′ĵp(x′) · ∇x′

∫
d3y

∇y × gT(y,x
′)

4π|y− (x − a)|
= M̂p

g
T

(x− a). (G5)

Therefore the full paramagnetisation is translationally invariant in all cases considered in the main text. That is,
T̂ (a)M̂p(x)T̂ (a)† = M̂p(x− a).

We have now proven that both the transverse polarisation and the paramagnetisation translate as T̂ (a)F̂ (x)T̂ (a)† =

F̂ (x− a). In momentum space this translation becomes

T̂ (a)F̂qT̂ (a)
† =

1

V

∫
d3xF̂ (x− a)e−iq·x =

1

V

∫
d3xF (x)e−iq·xe−iq·a = F̂qe

−iq·a. (G6)

Applying this equality to P̂Tq and M̂p
q in Eq. (G2) we find that

T̂ (a)f̂qT̂ (a)
† = f̂qe

−iq·a. (G7)

Inverting the Fourier transform then gives

T̂ (a)f̂ (x)T̂ (a)† =
∑

q

f̂qe
−iq·aeiq·x = f̂(x− a). (G8)

We are now in a position to prove that the static linear response function in Eq. (G1) is translationally invariant,

χffij (x,x
′) = 〈ψ0

m| [f̂i(x), f̂j(x′)] |ψ0
m〉 = 〈ψ0

m| T̂ (a)†[f̂i(x), f̂j(x′)]T̂ (a) |ψ0
m〉 = 〈ψ0

m| [f̂i(x+ a), f̂j(x
′ + a)] |ψ0

m〉 . (G9)

Choosing a = −x′ we obtain χffij (x,x
′) = χffij (x− x′,0) which completes the proof.

Appendix H: Static linear response function and rotations

In this appendix we consider the static linear response function

χ̃ffq,−q = −2V
∑

n6=0

〈ψ0
m|f̂q|ψnm〉 〈ψnm|f̂−q|ψ0

m〉
ε
(n)
m − ε

(0)
m

, (H1)

where the juxtaposition of vectors on the numerator denotes the tensor product of the vector-valued matrix elements

in Euclidean three space. Eq. (H1) relates to the relevant static linear response function in the main text by χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ =

ǫqσ · χ̃ffq,−q · ǫqσ′ .

We denote by R̂θ the unitary representation of an SO(3) rotation Sθ, which rotates the canonical operators of

each charge through an angle θ, and we denote the rotated operators with a prime, i.e., p̂′
µ := Sθp̂µ = R̂θp̂µR̂

†
θ

and r̂′µ = Sθr̂µ = R̂θr̂µR̂
†
θ. The generator of rotations is the total angular momentum operator, which commutes

with the Hamiltonian. It follows that R̂θ ˙̂rµR̂
†
θ = ˙̂r

′

µ and therefore that R̂θ ĵ(x)R̂
†
θ = Sθ ĵ(S

T
θ x). In Fourier space this

transformation property of the current reads R̂θ ĵqR̂
†
θ = Sθ ĵST

θ
q. We assume that the polarisation field P̂ possesses

the same transformation property, noting that this is indeed the case in, for example, the Coulomb and multipolar
gauges. In the latter case the polarisation reads

P̂(q) = − e

V

[
∑

µ

r̂µ − ô

iq · (r̂µ − ô)
[eiq·r̂µ − eiq·ô]− N

V

∫
d3x′

x′ − ô

iq · (x′ − ô)
[eiq·x

′ − eiq·ô]

]
. (H2)

We note further that since both ĵ and P̂ possess the same transformation property it follows that ∇×M̂ (x) possesses
this transformation property as well.
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The transformation property of the polarisation implies that the matter Hamiltonian Ĥm is rotationally invariant,
that is,

R̂θĤmR̂
†
θ =

∑

µ

(p̂′
µ)

2

2m
+

1

2

∫
d3xP̂′(x′)2 =

∑

µ

p̂2
µ

2m
+

1

2

∫
d3x′P̂(x′)2 = Ĥm (H3)

where x′ = STθ x, and we have used d3x = d3x′ and a′ · b′ = a · b for arbitrary vectors a and b. It follows that

R̂†
θ |ψnm〉 = eiθn |ψnm〉 where θn is real.
We now restrict our attention to rotations around the vector q, i.e., in the transverse plane spanned by the

ǫqσ, σ = 1, 2. For notational economy, we suppress the index q on these polarisation vectors for the remainder of
this Appendix. The rotation leaves q invariant but it rotates the orthogonal polarisation vectors. The paramagnetic

current ĵp possesses the same transformation property as ĵ and, under a rotation around q, so does the transverse

polarisation P̂T. Therefore, the field q × M̂p
q must also transform as R̂θq × M̂p

qR̂
†
θ = q × M̂′p

q where M̂′p = SθM̂
p

and Sθ refers to a rotation in the ǫ1-ǫ2 plane. It follows that

R̂θf̂qR̂
†
θ = iV νq

[(
q̌× M̂′p

q

)
+ P̂′

Tq

]
= f̂ ′

q (H4)

Since R̂†
θ |ψnm〉 = eiθn |ψnm〉 the static linear response function in Eq. (H1) can be written

χ̃ffq,−q = −2V
∑

n6=0

〈ψ0
m|f̂ ′

q|ψnm〉 〈ψnm|f̂ ′
−q|ψ0

m〉
ε
(n)
m − ε

(0)
m

= χ̃f
′f ′

q,−q. (H5)

The components of this response function in the ǫ1-ǫ2 plane are

χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ := ǫσ · χ̃ffq,−q · ǫσ′ = ǫσ · χ̃f
′f ′

q,−q · ǫσ′ (H6)

where the second equality follows from Eq. (H5). Consider now a rotation by π/2 such that Sθǫ1 = −ǫ2 and

Sθǫ2 = ǫ1, so that f ′0n
q = Sπ/2f

0n
q = −f0n

q1 ǫ2 + f0n
q2 ǫ1 where f0n

qσ = 〈ψ0
m|f̂qσ|ψnm〉 and f0n

qσ := ǫσ · f0n
q . Substitution of

this expression into Eq. (H6) implies that χ̃ffq1,−q1 = χ̃ffq2,−q2 =: χ̃ffTq and χ̃ffq1,−q2 = −χ̃ffq2,−q1. If it is also the case

that χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ is symmetric, i.e., χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ = χ̃ffqσ′,−qσ for σ 6= σ′, then it follows that

∑

ij

ǫqσiǫqσ′jχ̃
ff
qi,−qj ≡ χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ = χ̃ffTqδσσ′ (H7)

which is Eq. (F24). We note that χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ is symmetric in, for example, the Coulomb and dipole gauges where the

symmetry of χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ is equivalent to the reality of χ̃ffqσ,−qσ′ .

Appendix I: Derivation of the Fourier response amplitudes

In this appendix we prove that the average change of an operator Ôi due to a perturbation away from Ĥeq in the

form
∫
d3x Ĉ (x)·F(x), where Ĉ (x) is some coupling operator and F(x) is the perturbing field, is 〈Ôi〉δ =

∑
qO

δ
qie

iq·x

where

Oδqi =
∑

j

χ̃OCqi,−qjFqj . (I1)

We will use this result in subsequent appendices. According to linear response theory (see, for example, Section 3.2 of

Ref. [55]) the perturbation of 〈Ôi (x)〉 away from its thermal equilibrium value, 〈Ôi (x)〉eq, defined using Hamiltonian

Ĥeq, is to first order in F (x) given by

〈Ôi (x)〉δ = 〈Ôi (x)〉 − 〈Ôi (x)〉eq (I2)

=
∑

j

∫ ∞

0

dτ

∫
d3x′ ζOCij (x,x′, τ)Fj(x

′, t− τ),
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where

ζOCij (x,x′, τ) = −i
〈[
Ôi(x, τ), Ĉj (x

′)
]〉

eq
, (I3)

is a linear response function. The brackets 〈·〉eq denote the expectation value with respect to the thermal equilibrium

Gibbs state defined by Ĥeq, which at zero temperature, is just the ground state of Ĥeq. Assuming that the perturbing
field is static F(x, t) = F (x), the time integral yields

∫
dτ ζOCij (x,x′, τ) = ζOCij (x,x′, ω = 0) ≡ χOCij (x,x′). Note

that we have reserved χ to denote static linear response functions, i.e. evaluated at ω = 0. The amplitude of the
response along direction q̌, denoted Oδqi where 〈Ôi (x)〉δ =

∑
qO

δ
qie

iq·x, is found via Fourier transformation of the

right-hand-side of Eq. (I2) after assuming a static perturbing field. We find that

Oδqi = V
∑

q′j

χOCiq,−q′jFq′j , (I4)

where

χOCiq,−q′j =
1

V 2

∫
d3x e−iq·x

∫
d3x′ eiq

′·x′

χOCij (x,x′). (I5)

Translational invariance of the static linear response function, χOCij (x,x′) = χOCij (x − x′), implies χOCiq,−q′j =

χOCqi,−qjδq,q′ , where

χOCqi,−qj =
1

V

∫
d3r χOCij (r)e−iq·r. (I6)

It follows that the linear response amplitude is given by Eq. (I1) in which χ̃OCqi,−qj = V χOCqi,−qj . This completes the
proof. We note that after expansion into the matter eigenbasis at zero temperature, one can show that Eq. (I6) is
equivalent to the Lehmann representation in Eq. (21) [55].

Appendix J: Magnetic response to the magnetic interaction in the Coulomb gauge

In this Appendix we derive the total Coulomb gauge magnetisation-magnetisation static linear response function,
χ̃MM
qi,−qj, appearing in the main text. This is the linear response of the total Coulomb gauge magnetisation operator,

M̂ (x) = M̂p (x) + M̂d (x), to the total magnetic perturbation,

Ĥ ′
B = −

∫
d3x M̂ (x) ·B (x) . (J1)

Note that as usual in linear response theory [see Appendix I] the perturbing field is treated classically.
The Coulomb gauge is defined by gT = 0 which, recalling from Appendix A, means that the total magnetisation is

M̂q (x) = M̂p
q (x) + M̂d

q (x) where

M̂ξ (x) =

∫
d3x′

∇x′ × ĵξ(x′)

4π |x− x′| , (J2)

and ξ = p, d labels the para- and dia-magnetisations. The subscript ‘0’ labels the gT = 0 dependent part, which is
the only contribution in the Coulomb-gauge. The para- and dia-magnetic current densities are

ĵp (x) = − e

2m

∑

µ

{p̂µ, δ(x− r̂µ)}, (J3)

ĵd (x) = −e
2

m
A (x) n̂e (x) , (J4)

which sum to the total, gauge-invariant current density, ĵ (x) = ĵp (x) + ĵd (x) = −(e/2)
∑
µ{ ˙̂rµ, δ(x− r̂µ)}.

Using the notation we have introduced for linear response theory in Appendix I, the static linear response of the
ith component of 〈M̂ (x)〉 away from equilibrium, due to Ĥ ′

B in Eq. (J1), is given by

〈
M̂i (x)

〉
−
〈
M̂i (x)

〉
eq

= −
∑

j

∫
d3x′ χMM

ij (x,x′)Bj (x
′) , (J5)
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where the position space static linear response function is

χMM
ij (x,x′) = −i

〈[
M̂i(x), M̂j (x

′)
]〉

eq
. (J6)

We now make two remarks about the para- and dia-magnetisation to simplify Eq. (J5).

1. Since ĵd (x) [Eq. (J4)] depends on A (x) it follows that M̂d (x) is linearly dependent on the amplitude of the

magnetic field. This has two immediate implications: (a) 〈M̂d
i (x)〉eq does not contribute to the equilibrium

[B (x) = 0] value of the total magnetisation operator and instead contributes to the linear response away from
equilibrium; (b) to zeroth order in the perturbing field, B (x), the static linear response function in Eq. (J5)
must be

χMM
ij (x,x′) ≈ χM

pMp

ij (x,x′), (J7)

to ensures that the right-hand-side of Eq. (J5) is first order in the perturbing field.

2. Unlike the diamagnetic current, the paramagnetic current in Eq. (J3) is not proportional to A (x). Therefore, it

is clear that 〈M̂p
i 〉eq will not be linear in the perturbing magnetic field and so it will contribute to the equilibrium

value. This fact, along with point (1), also implies that in the Coulomb-gauge 〈M̂p
i 〉eq entirely determines the

equilibrium value of the total magnetisation.

It follows from points (1) and (2) that we can rewrite Eq. (J5) as

〈
M̂i (x)

〉
−
〈
M̂p
i (x)

〉
eq

=
〈
M̂d
i (x)

〉
eq

−
∑

j

∫
d3x′ χM

pMp

ij (x,x′)Bj (x
′) , (J8)

where terms on the right-hand-side define the linear response. Taking the Fourier transformation of the right-hand-side
of Eq. (J8) yields

〈M̂i (x)〉 − 〈M̂p
i (x)〉eq =

∑

q

M δ
qie

iq·x, (J9)

where we have defined the Fourier amplitude,

M δ
qi = 〈M̂d

qi〉eq −
∑

j

χ̃M
pMp

qi,−qjBqj, (J10)

with 〈M̂d
i (x)〉eq =

∑
q〈M̂d

qi〉eqeiq·x and

χM
pMp

qi,−qj =
1

V

∫
d3r χM

pMp

ij (r)e−iq·r. (J11)

The response function χ̃M
pMp

qi,−qj = V χM
pMp

qi,−qj is dimensionless, and we have used the translational invariance of the

paramagnetic response function, χM
pMp

ij (x,x′) = χM
pMp

ij (x− x′) ≡ χM
pMp

ij (r) (see Appendix I).

Finally we must obtain an expression for 〈M̂d
qi〉eq in terms of the perturbing field, B (x). Taking the Fourier

transforms of Eq. (J2) and Eq. (J4) yields

M̂d
q = i

q̌× ĵdq

νq
, (J12)

and ĵdq = −(e2/m)
∑

kAq−kn̂ek, respectively. At zero temperature, uniformly distributed charges in the ground state

implies 〈̂jdq〉eq = −[(e2N)/(mV )]Aq, such that the Fourier component of the equilibrium diamagnetisation is

〈M̂d
qi〉eq = χ̃M

d

q Bqi, (J13)

where χ̃M
d

q = −(e2N)/(mV ν2q) is the diamagnetic static linear response function as given in the main text and

Bq = iνqq̌×Aq. Together, Eqs. (J10) and (J13) give the expression in the main text, namely,M δ
gqi = −∑j χ̃

MM
qi,−qjBqj

with

χ̃MM
qi,−qj = χ̃M

pMp

qi,−qj − δijχ̃
Md

q . (J14)
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Appendix K: Proof that the theory is gauge-invariant

In this appendix we calculate the expectation value of the transverse electric field, ÊT (x) = −Π̂ (x) − P̂T (x)
in the Coulomb- and dipole- gauges with respect to the separable light-matter state in the thermodynamic limit,
|Ψ{βqτ}〉 = |ψm〉 |φl{βqτ}〉. The dipole-gauge is the long wavelength limit of the multipolar-gauge, therefore to verify
gauge-invariance we must also take the long wavelength limit in the Coulomb-gauge. We begin by reiterating the
definitions of the photonic canonical momentum and transverse polarisation field,

Π̂ (x) = −i
∑

qσ

νqAqǫq
(
eiq·xâq − e−iq·xâ†q

)
, (K1)

P̂T (x) = −
∫

d3x′ gT(x,x
′)ρ̂ (x′) . (K2)

We will write 〈·〉gs to denote the expectation value in gauge g = C, d (Coulomb, dipole) with respect to state s = m, l
(|ψm〉 , |φl{βqτ}〉). If there is no g label then gT is unspecified and if there is no s label then the expectation value is
taken with respect to the full light-matter state, |Ψ{βqτ}〉.
We begin by calculating the average photonic canonical momentum in an arbitrary gauge. Recall from the main

text that the light state of the condensate is a coherent state with coherence 〈ĉqτ 〉l ≡ βqτ where ĉqτ is the Bogoliubov
transformed annihilation operator. The Bogoliubov operators are obtained by performing a Bogoliubov transformation
to remove the diamagnetic interaction and are given by

âq1 = wq+ĉq+ + wq−ĉq− − yq+ĉ
†
q+ − yq−ĉ

†
q−, (K3)

âq2 = xq+ĉq+ + xq−ĉq− − zq+ĉ
†
q+ − zq−ĉ

†
q−. (K4)

These definitions are the inversion of Eq. (13). The coefficients are given in their full form in Appendix E, but here
we note that the dipole- and Coulomb-gauges both have dq = 0 where dq is defined in Eq. (E14). It then follows that

yqτ = −τ λqτ − 1

2
√
2λqτ

, wqτ = −τ λqτ + 1

2
√
2λqτ

, xqτ = − λqτ + 1

2
√
2λqτ

, zqτ = − λqτ − 1

2
√
2λqτ

, (K5)

with τ ∈ {+,−}. In the dipole- and Coulomb-gauges, λqτ = 1 and λqτ =
√
1 + [(e2N)/(mV ν2q)], respectively. Note

that in both gauges λqτ = λq but we will keep the τ label for generality.

The coherence βqτ is the expectation of β̂qτ = −[Aq/(νqλqτ )]ĝqτ [Eq. (16)], with respect to the matter state

|ψm〉, where ĝqτ =
∑

σ hqστ

(
ǫqσ · f̂q

)
is the coupling of the ĉqτ mode to the cavity [with hq1τ = wqτ − yqτ and

hq2τ = xqτ − zqτ ] and

f̂q = iνqV
[
q̌× M̂p

q + P̂Tq

]
, (K6)

is the coupling of the âqσ mode to the cavity. Recall that q̌ = q/|q|. Due to the simpler form of Eqs. (K5), the

coupling coefficients within ĝqτ also simplify to give hq1τ = −τ/
√
2λqτ and hq2τ = −1/

√
2λqτ . Substituting the

definitions above into Eq. (K1), one finds that

〈
Π̂ (x)

〉
= −i

∑

qστ

A2
q

λqτ
√
λqτ

ǫqσ

(
ǫqτ ·

[
Hqστ (x) fq −H∗

qστ (x) f
†
q

])
, (K7)

where
√
2ǫqτ = τǫq1 + ǫq2 and

Hq1τ (x) = wqτ e
iq·x + yqτe

−iq·x, (K8)

Hq2τ (x) = xqτ e
iq·x + zqτe

−iq·x. (K9)

The Coulomb-gauge has gCT(x,x
′) = 0 and the dipole-gauge is the long wavelength limit of multipolar-gauge, which

is defined by gmTi(x,x
′) = −

∫ 1

0
dλ x′jδ

T
ij(x − λx′). Therefore, the average transverse electric field calculated in these

gauges is
〈
ÊTi (x)

〉C
= −

〈
Π̂i (x)

〉C
, (K10)

〈
ÊTi (x)

〉d
= −

〈
Π̂i (x)

〉d
−
〈
D̂j

〉d
m
δTij (x) , (K11)

where D̂j =
∫
d3x′ x′j ρ̂ (x

′) is the total dipole operator. Below we prove that in both gauges 〈ÊT (x)〉 = 0.
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1. Dipole-gauge

The dipole-gauge has λqτ = 1, M̂p
q = 0̂ and P̂Tqi = D̂jδ

T
qij where δTqij = (1/V )

∫
d3x δTij (x) e

−iq·x. The first

property means that wqτ = −τ/
√
2, xqτ = −1/

√
2 and yqτ = zqτ = 0. The final two properties mean that

f̂qi = iV νqD̂jδ
T
qij . Substituting these, along with A2

q = 1/(2νqV ), into Eq. (K7) we find

〈
Π̂ (x)

〉D
= −1

2

∑

qτ

ǫqτ

(
ǫqτ ·

[
eiq·xXD

q + e−iq·x[XD
q ]†
])
, (K12)

where we have defined the dipole-gauge coupling vector,

XD
qi =

〈
D̂j

〉D
m
δTqij . (K13)

Hence,

〈
Π̂i (x)

〉D
= −1

2

∑

qτ

ǫqτi

(
ǫqτ ·

〈
D̂
〉D
m
eiq·x + c.c.

)
(K14)

= −
∑

qτ

ǫqτi

(
ǫqτ ·

〈
D̂
〉D
m

)
eiq·x (K15)

= −
〈
D̂j

〉D
m
δTij (x) , (K16)

where to arrive at the second line we have relabelled q → −q in the conjugate term and used that 〈D̂j〉Dm ∈ ℜ.
Substituting this into Eq. (K11) gives 〈ÊT〉D = 0.

2. Coulomb-gauge

The Coulomb-gauge has λqτ =
√
1 + [(e2N)/(mV ν2q)] ≡ λq, P̂T = 0̂ and M̂p

q = M̂
p
0q = i(q̌× ĵpq)/νq where,

ĵpq = − e

2mV

∑

µ

{p̂µ, e−iq·r̂µ}. (K17)

The first of these properties gives

Hq2τ (x) = − 1

2
√
2λq

(
[λq + 1] eiq·x + [λq − 1] e−iq·x

)
, (K18)

and Hq1τ (x) = τHq2τ (x). The final two properties lead to f̂q = −V [q̌ × (q̌ × ĵpq)]. Substituting these, along with
the identity

ǫqσ ·
[
q̌× (q̌× ĵpq)

]
= −ǫqσ × ĵpq, (K19)

into Eq. (K7) we find that

〈
Π̂ (x)

〉C
= −1

2

∑

qτ

ǫqτ

(
ǫqτ ·

[
eiq·xXC

q − e−iq·x[XC
q ]

†
])
, (K20)

where the Coulomb-gauge coupling vector is

XC
q =

−i
νqλ2q

(
[λq + 1]

〈
ĵpq

〉C
m
+ [λq − 1]

〈
ĵp†q

〉C
m

)
. (K21)

To coincide with the assumptions made in the dipole-gauge we must now take the long wavelength limit, exp[±iq·r̂µ] →
1. In this limit,

lim
exp[±iq·r̂µ]→1

ĵpq = − e

2mV

∑

µ

p̂µ. (K22)
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Hence, one can write lim{exp[±iq · r̂µ] → 1}ĵpqi = −i[d̂i, Ĥm], where d̂i = −e∑µ d̂µi is the total electron dipole

operator and Ĥm is the matter Hamiltonian defined in the main text above Eq. (4). This, along with the fact that in

the thermodynamics limit |ψm〉 is an eigenstate of the Ĥm with eigenvalue ǫm, we can write that [27]

lim
exp[±iq·r̂µ]→1

〈
ĵpqi

〉
m

= −i 〈ψm
∣∣∣
[
d̂i, Ĥm

]∣∣∣ψm〉 = −i [ǫm − ǫm] 〈ψm|d̂i|ψm〉 = 0. (K23)

Therefore, 〈ET〉C = 0 = 〈ET〉D, verifying the gauge-invariance of the prediction.


