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Strong coupling between matter and quantized electromagnetic fields in a cavity has emerged as a
possible route toward controlling the phase of matter in the absence of an external drive. We develop
a faithful and efficient theoretical framework to analyze quantum geometry and topology in materials
ultrastrongly coupled to cavity electromagnetic fields in two dimensions. The formalism allows us to
accurately evaluate geometrical and topological quantities, such as Berry phase and Chern number,
in ultrastrong and deep strong coupling regimes. We apply our general framework to analyze a
concrete model of massive Dirac fermions coupled to a circularly polarized cavity mode. Surprisingly,
in addition to an ordinary transition to the topological phase, our analysis reveals a qualitatively
new feature in deep strong coupling regimes, namely, the emergence of reentrant transition to the
topologically trivial phase. We also present its intuitive understanding by showing the unitary
mapping between the low-energy effective theory of strongly coupled light-matter systems and the
Haldane honeycomb model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Berry phase plays a central role in modern condensed
matter physics [1–3]. It lies at the heart of a wide variety
of intriguing phenomena, including electric polarization
of crystalline insulators [3, 4], the anomalous Hall effect
[5–9], and electromagnetic responses [10–14]. In partic-
ular, the last few decades have witnessed significant ad-
vances in our understanding of the intimate connection
between Berry phase and topological phases of matter
[15–23]. Besides, ongoing experimental developments in
ultracold atoms [24–32] and photonics [33–40] have al-
lowed one to study these rich phenomena in a highly
controllable way.

On another front, recent developments have made it
possible to realize strong interactions between matter and
quantized electromagnetic fields inside a cavity [41–52].
In particular, the emergent field of cavity quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED) materials has attracted significant
attention as a possible platform for controlling the phase
of matter in the absence of an external drive [53–57]. So
far, the effects of cavity confinement on chemical reac-
tions [58–72] and such diverse phenomena as supercon-
ductivity [73–78], ferroelectricity [79–82], and the quan-
tum Hall effect [83–87] have been experimentally and the-
oretically investigated [88–126].

To further explore the potential of cavity QED engi-
neering, the time is ripe to examine how strong light-
matter interactions can influence the quantum geometri-
cal and topological properties of matter. While related
problems were often addressed by resorting to simplified
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phenomenological descriptions, such as Peierls substitu-
tion or minimally coupled effective Hamiltonians, the va-
lidity of these conventional approaches becomes question-
able [56] in ultrastrong coupling (USC) and deep strong
coupling (DSC) regimes that are within reach of recent
experiments [41–52, 87, 90–92]. Thus, the lack of faith-
ful and efficient theoretical approach to study quantum
geometry and topology in ultrastrongly coupled systems
remains a major current issue.

The aim of this paper is to develop a theoretical frame-
work to accurately analyze geometrical and topological
properties of matter coupled to cavity electromagnetic
fields. To this end, we start from a general single-electron
Hamiltonian with a single cavity mode (see Eq. (1) be-
low). After employing the asymptotically decoupling
(AD) unitary transformation, we derive an expression of
Berry curvature (Eq. (12)) that allows for its efficient
evaluation at arbitrary coupling strengths on the basis of
a simple tight-binding description. Our formalism thus
provides a faithful and efficient way to evaluate Berry
phase and related topological numbers in generic two-
dimensional cavity QED materials.

To demonstrate the advantage of the present formal-
ism, we apply it to a concrete model of massive Dirac
fermions on honeycomb lattice potential, which can ex-
hibit cavity-induced topological phase transition (TPT).
Figure 1 shows the phase diagram determined by the
Chern number C of the lowest electron-polariton band.
In the absence of the light-matter interaction (g= 0), a
nonzero on-site energy difference ∆ breaks the inversion
symmetry, leading to the gap opening at the Dirac points
and the trivial phase with C= 0 (see also Fig. 2 below).
As the coupling strength g is increased, the transition to
the topological phase with C = 1 can occur due to the
time-reversal-symmetry (TRS) breaking inherent to the
circularly polarized cavity mode. Interestingly, when the
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coupling g is further increased, the system exhibits the
topological-to-trivial reentrant behavior in DSC regimes
g/ωc & 1. We show that this nonmonotonic behavior
can be understood from the connection between the low-
energy effective theory of the present light-matter Hamil-
tonian and the Haldane honeycomb model [18].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we start from the cavity QED Hamiltonian in
the Coulomb gauge and construct the effective model in
the AD frame. Then, in Sec. III, we provide the exact
expression of Berry curvature in the AD frame (12) and
its useful approximation. In Sec. IV, we apply our for-
malism to a concrete model of Dirac electrons coupled to
a circularly polarized cavity mode, and discuss the topo-
logical phase transitions in this system. We also perform
thorough comparative analyses of geometrical and topo-
logical quantities, demonstrating the reliability of our ap-
proach compared to the commonly used methods in the
literature (see Figs. 3 and 4). Section V summarizes the
results and discusses the qualitative understandings of
the topological phase transitions. Some technical details
are discussed in Appendix.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

To illustrate our formalism in a simple yet experimen-
tally relevant setup where Berry curvature can be non-
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram of massive Dirac fermions coupled
to circularly polarized cavity photons (cf. Eq. (1) with the
honeycomb lattice potential (14)). The phase boundary is
determined by the Chern number C of the lowest electron-
polariton band. At a small on-site energy difference ∆, the
light-matter coupling g first gives rise to a transition from
the trivial phase (C=0) to the topological phase (C=1), and
then exhibits the reentrant behavior in DSC regimes (g/ωc>
1). We compare the phase boundaries obtained from different
methods, including the exact analysis of Eq. (8) (blue), the
tight-binding model (11) constructed in the AD frame (red),
the tight-binding model with Peierls substitution (green), and
the minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian (orange). The inset
shows the corresponding Chern numbers at ∆=0.15. We take
the unit of ~ = q = a = 1 throughout this paper. Parameters
are m=5, ωc =4, V0 =1.5.

trivial, we consider an electron interacting with a cav-
ity mode in two dimensions, while the following discus-
sions can be generalized to systems with multiple cav-
ity modes in arbitrary dimensions. For the sake of sim-
plicity, we neglect the electron spin degrees of freedom.
We also assume that the photon loss is sufficiently small
and consider the Hamiltonian under the long-wavelength
approximation, which is given in the Coulomb gauge
as [127, 128]

ĤC =
(p̂− qÂ)2

2m
+ V (r) + ~ωc

(
â†â+

1

2

)
, (1)

Â = A0

(
f â+ f∗â†

)
, f ∈ C2. (2)

Here, m and q are the mass and the charge of an electron,
respectively, V (r) =

∑
G VGe

iGr is an arbitrary two-

dimensional periodic potential, and â(†) is the annihila-
tion (creation) operator of cavity photons with frequency
ωc. An electron couples to cavity photons through the
vector potential Â in Eq. (2), where A0 is the mode am-
plitude, and f is an arbitrary polarization vector that
satisfies |f | = 1. The coupling strength of this light-
matter interaction is characterized by

g = qA0

√
ωc
m~

. (3)

It is the common convention that the system is said to
be in ultrastrong coupling regimes for 0.1 ≤ g/ωc ≤ 1
and deep strong coupling regimes for g/ωc ≥ 1. We note
that the cavity QED Hamiltonian (1) possesses TRS if
and only if there exists θ ∈ R such that the polarization
vector f satisfies f = eiθf∗. To examine the physically
interesting case with broken TRS, we set f as a circularly
polarized vector e = (1,−i)T /

√
2 in the following. See

Appendices A and B for the generalization to systems
with arbitrary polarization or multiple electromagnetic
modes. We expect that TRS-breaking cavity modes can
be realized in chiral [54, 55] or gyrotropic cavities [95,
129].

The Hamiltonian (1) possesses the discrete transla-
tional symmetry of V (r), which allows us to label its
eigenstate as Bloch state |ψCnk〉 with band index n and
Bloch wavevector k. In strong coupling regimes, |ψCnk〉
is in general a highly entangled electron-photon state. A
wide variety of experimental observables, including elec-
tromagnetic responses and transport coefficients, can be
related to Berry curvature of these Bloch states:

BCn (k) = i
(
〈∂kxuCnk|∂kyuCnk〉 − 〈∂kyuCnk|∂kxuCnk〉

)
, (4)

where |uCnk〉 is the periodic part of Bloch state defined by
|uCnk〉 = e−ikr|ψCnk〉. We again emphasize that |uCnk〉 is
not a mere electron state but an entangled wavefunction
on the Hilbert space spanned by the product of electron
and photon states. In USC and DSC regimes, the cal-
culation of Berry curvature (4) by the exact diagonal-
ization of Eq. (1) becomes eventually intractable due to
the need of including increasingly many electron-photon
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states in this frame. Instead, previous studies often resort
to phenomenological descriptions such as Peierls substi-
tution or minimally coupled effective Hamiltonians (see,
e.g., Refs. [93, 96, 97]). However, as detailed below,
these simplified methods become invalid at strong light-
matter couplings. To accurately evaluate Berry curva-
ture (4) and related topological numbers in an efficient
way, we thus need to compress the dimension of the rel-
evant Hilbert space while keeping nontrivial effects of
light-matter interactions without making ambiguous sim-
plifications.

To achieve this, we perform the AD transformation [98]

Û = exp

(
−iξ p̂

~
· π̂
)
, (5)

ξ =

√
~ωc
m
· g

ω2
c + g2

, (6)

π̂ = −ieâ+ ie∗â†. (7)

The transformation Û acts on the creation operator â†

and the position operator r via Û†â†Û= â†+ξp̂·e/~ and

Û†rÛ = r+ ξπ̂+ ξ2p̂×ez/(2~), respectively. We then

obtain the transformed Hamiltonian ĤU ≡ Û†ĤÛ as

ĤU =
p̂2

2meff
+ V

(
r + ξπ̂+

ξ2

2~
p̂× ez

)
+~Ω

(
â†â+

1

2

)
,

(8)

meff = m

(
1 +

g2

ω2
c

)
, Ω = ωc

(
1 +

g2

ω2
c

)
. (9)

Here, meff is the effective mass dressed by cavity photons,
and Ω is the renormalized cavity frequency due to the Â2-
term in the Coulomb gauge (1). In this frame, the light-
matter interaction is expressed as the shift of the electron
coordinate r, and its effective strength is characterized by
the parameter ξ defined in Eq. (6). Because ξ behaves
as ξ ∝ g at small g and ξ ∝ g−1 at large g, light and
matter degrees of freedom are asymptotically decoupled
in the weak and strong coupling limits. One can thus
well approximate the low-energy eigenstates simply by
the product state of an electron wavefunction and the
photon vacuum |0〉. This feature allows us to construct
a useful low-energy effective description in the following
way. Firstly, we construct Wannier orbitals |wi〉 from the

matter part of ĤU :

ĤU
mat =〈0|ĤU |0〉= p̂2

2meff
+
∑
G

VGe
− ξ

2G2

4 e
iG·

(
r+ ξ2

2~ p̂×ez
)
,

(10)

where |0〉 is the photon vacuum, and VG is the Fourier
component of the periodic potential V (r) defined via
V (r) =

∑
G VGe

−iG·r. Secondly, we project the con-

tinuum Hamiltonian ĤU onto the manifold spanned by
these Wanneir orbitals, obtaining the following tight-
binding Hamiltonian:

ĤU
TB =

∑
〈ij〉

(tij + µ̂ij)|wi〉〈wj |, (11)

where tij = 〈wi|ĤU
mat|wj〉 is an effective hopping ampli-

tude, and µ̂ij = 〈wi|(ĤU − ĤU
mat)|wj〉 represents electro-

magnetic fluctuations.
In the newly obtained tight-binding Hamiltonian (11),

the underlying Wannier orbitals |wi〉 already incorporate
light-matter interactions in a nonperturbative manner
through the renormalized mass and potential in Eq. (10).
The hopping amplitudes tij play the dominant role while
the residual terms µ̂ij are typically negligible and do not
qualitatively alter the results, as shown in Appendix D.
We note that our construction of the tight-binding model
makes a sharp contrast with usual phenomenological
methods; for instance, in Peierls substitution, one starts
from a tight-binding Hamiltonian

∑
〈ij〉 t

0
ij |w0

i 〉〈w0
j | with

the bare Wannier orbitals |w0
i 〉 in the absence of light-

matter interactions and then replaces the hopping ampli-
tudes t0ij by t0ij exp[i(q/~)

∫ ri
rj
dr ·Â] with ri=〈w0

i |r|w0
i 〉.

III. BERRY CURVATURE IN THE
TRANSFORMED FRAME

We recall that physical observables can be related to
Berry curvature (4), which is originally defined in the
Coulomb gauge. To derive the exact expression of Berry
curvature (4) after the unitary transformation, we note
that the discrete translational symmetry remains intact
in the transformed Hamiltonian (8), i.e., eigenstates in
this frame are also Bloch states |ψUnk〉 = eikr|uUnk〉 and
can be related to their Coulomb-gauge counterparts by
|uUnk〉 = exp[ iξ~ (p̂ + ~k) · π̂]|uCnk〉. We can then rewrite
Eq. (4) in terms of the transformed eigenstates as

BCn (k) =i
(
〈∂kxuUnk|∂kyuUnk〉 − 〈∂kyuUnk|∂kxuUnk〉

)
+ξ
[
∇k×〈ψUnk|π̂|ψUnk〉

]
kz
− ξ

2

2~
∇k ·〈ψUnk|p̂|ψUnk〉,

(12)

where the latter two terms originate from the k-
dependence of the unitary transformation between |uCnk〉
and |uUnk〉. See Appendix C for derivations.

The dominant contribution in Eq. (12) comes from the
terms in the first line, while the other terms can be ne-
glected owing to the asymptote ξ ∝ g−1 at large g. To-
gether with the fact that the electromagnetic fluctuations
µ̂ij in Eq. (11) can also be neglected, the analysis of Berry
phase in the transformed frame can significantly be sim-
plified as follows:

BCn (k) ' i
(
〈∂kx ũUnk|∂ky ũUnk〉 − 〈∂ky ũUnk|∂kx ũUnk〉

)
, (13)

where |ũUnk〉 is an electron eigenstate of
∑
〈ij〉 tij |wi〉〈wj |,

which only contains the matter part of the tight-binding
Hamiltonian (11). One can thus accurately and effi-
ciently evaluate Berry curvature of ultrastrongly coupled
systems simply by Eq. (13) without photon degrees of
freedom. Instead, it is also possible to include higher-
order terms to systematically improve quantitative ac-
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FIG. 2. (a) Honeycomb lattice potential V (r) in Eq. (14).
The inset shows the potential along the yellow dashed line,
where ∆ corresponds to the energy difference between the
two sublattices. (b) Two lowest energy bands in the absence
of cavity fields. Nonzero ∆ opens an energy gap in the Dirac
cones, where the lowest band is trivial with the Chern number
C = 0.

curacy when necessary. The same strategy is applica-
ble to calculations of other geometric quantities such as
Berry connection and quantum metric as described in
Appendix C.

IV. HONEYCOMB MODEL

To be concrete, we consider a model of massive Dirac
fermions on honeycomb lattice potential, that is, the
light-matter Hamiltonian (1) with the following poten-
tial:

V (r) = V0φ(r) +
∆

9
φ
(
r − a1

3
+
a2

3

)
, (14)

φ(r) =
∑

G=±b1,±b2,±(b1−b2)

exp(iG · r), (15)

where a1 = (a, 0) and a2 = (−a/2,
√

3a/2) are the prim-
itive lattice vectors with their reciprocal counterparts
b1 = (2π/a, 2π/

√
3a) and b2 = (0, 4π/

√
3a). As shown

in Fig. 2(a), the minima of this potential are aligned on
the honeycomb lattice, and the on-site energy difference
between the two sublattices is given by ∆.

Figure 2(b) shows the two lowest energy bands in the
absence of cavity electromagnetic fields. A nonzero ∆
breaks the inversion symmetry and opens an energy gap
∼ ∆ in the Dirac cones [130], resulting in the topolog-
ically trivial lowest energy band with the Chern num-
ber C = 0. When the light-matter coupling is in-
cluded, the TRS-breaking by the circularly polarized cav-
ity mode is expected to trigger the eventual gap closing
and the transition to the topologically nontrivial phase
with C = ±1. While such a cavity-induced TPT was
previously explored within a minimally coupled Dirac
Hamiltonian [96, 97], this simplified analysis can be jus-
tified only in perturbative regimes g/ωc� 1 as demon-
strated below.

We now examine the low-energy properties of the
present model on the basis of our formalism; hereafter we
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FIG. 3. (a), (b) Absolute value of the Berry curvature of
the lowest electron-polariton band at the Dirac point at dif-
ferent ∆ in Eq. (14). We compare the results obtained from
the exact Hamiltonian (8) with Eq. (F6), which is equiva-
lent to Eq. (12) (blue), the electron-only tight-binding model
with Eq. (13) (red), the tight-binding model with Peierls sub-
stitution (green), and the minimally coupled Dirac Hamil-
tonian (E4) (orange). Parameters are m = 5, ωc = 4, V0 =
1.5,∆=0.

take the unit of ~= q=a= 1. To construct the effective
tight-binding model (11), we use the maximally localized
Wannier orbitals |wi〉 of Eq. (10) [131–134] and consider
up to the next nearest-neighbor hoppings on the hon-
eycomb lattice. We then analyze the behavior of Berry
curvature, Chern number, and the corresponding energy
spectrum with a varying coupling g, and compare the
results with the ones obtained from other methods. For
instance, the results of minimally coupled Dirac Hamil-
tonian are obtained with Eq. (E4). These results are
compared to the exact results obtained by the exact di-
agonalization of the full continuum Hamiltonian (8) and
using the expression of Berry curvature (F6), which is
equivalent to Eq. (12). We note that the exact analyses
in general require high computational costs, and it is cru-
cial to develop an effective description to efficiently eval-
uate expectation values of physical observables as done
here. See Appendices E and F for further details.

Figure 1 shows the obtained phase diagram whose
phase boundary is determined by the Chern number
C of the lowest electron-polariton band, i.e., C =
(2π)−1

∫
BZ
d2k BC0 (k) 1. At a small energy difference

∆ . 0.2, TPTs from the trivial phase (C = 0) to the
topological phase (C = 1) can occur in USC regimes.
Surprisingly, the system also exhibits the reentrant tran-
sition to the trivial phase in DSC regimes g/ωc&1, whose
interpretation will be given below. It is also worthwhile
to emphasize that TPTs no longer exist at a sufficiently
large ∆. The minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian (or-
ange curve) fails to capture these intriguing features and,
more importantly, it even gives an unquantized Chern
number (see the inset). Peierls substitution also fails to
give quantitatively accurate results once the USC regime

1 As for the minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian, we determine
the phase boundary by locating g at which the band gap closes.
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g/ωc & 0.1 is reached. In contrast, our tight-binding
model (11) (red curve) remains valid over the whole pa-
rameter region at both qualitative and quantitative lev-
els.

To make further comparisons, we plot the absolute
value of the Berry curvature of the lowest electron-
polariton band at the K-point, i.e., k = b1/3+b2/3, with
a varying coupling g (Fig. 3). We note that the Berry cur-
vature at the K-point takes a positive (negative) value
in the topological (topologically trivial) phase. Again,
our results (red curve) obtained from the formula (13)
associated with the electron-only tight-binding model,∑
〈ij〉 tij |wi〉〈wj |, agree well with the exact results (blue

curve) at arbitrary coupling strengths, while our results
slightly deviate from the exact ones in the vicinity of the
band-gap closing points (Fig. 3b). Meanwhile, the other
conventional descriptions dramatically fail in USC and
DSC regimes, where Berry curvature is either under- or
overestimated by orders of magnitude.

In Fig. 4, we also show the low energy spectra at dif-
ferent coupling strengths. When the coupling g is in-
creased, the Wannier orbitals in the AD frame become
tightly localized around each potential minima due to
the enhancement of the effective mass meff in Eq. (10).
Thus, effective hopping amplitudes tij between different
Wanneir orbitals are exponentially suppressed, leading
to the flattening of energy bands (blue and red curves).
Peierls substitution (green curves) tends to overestimate
this flattening behavior especially in DSC regimes. We
note that the upward shift of the entire energy spectrum
is caused by the increase of the zero-point energy ~Ω/2 of
cavity photons with the renormalized frequency Ω, which
cannot be captured by Peierls substitution. Similar be-
haviors can be also found at nonzero ∆.

We note that the minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian
can be obtained by expanding the tight-binding Hamilto-
nian with Peierls substitutions around K and K’ points.
Thus, around these representative points, the low-energy
spectrum evaluated from the minimally coupled Dirac
Hamiltonian shows the similar behaviors as in the re-
sult of the Peierls substitution as far as we consider a
weak coupling g/ωc � 1. However, at large g, these
two results disagree with each other and, in particular,
the minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian fails to repro-
duce the gap closing at K-point, which corresponds to the
reentrant topological phase transition shown in Fig. 1.

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We point out that our formalism reveals an inti-
mate connection between quantum light-matter sys-
tems and the celebrated Haldane honeycomb model [18],
which allows us to develop a simple understanding of
the present results. To see this, we first recall that
low-energy physics of the present light-matter systems
can be well captured by the tight-binding Hamiltonian,∑
〈ij〉 tij |wi〉〈wj |, which only contains electron degrees

0

1

2

3

4

5

0

1

2

3

4

5

0

1

2

3

4

5
= 0.7cg/ω = 1.4cg/ω= 0.1cg/ω

ΓΓ K K’ΓΓ K K’ ΓΓ K K’

en
er

gy

exact
AD (TB)
Peierls

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. Low-energy spectra at different coupling strengths
obtained from the exact analysis of Eq. (8) (blue), the tight-
binding model (11) in the AD frame (red), and the tight-
binding model with Peierls substitution (green). K and K’
denote the two Dirac points. Parameters are m = 5, ωc =
4, V0 =1.5,∆ = 0.

of freedom. Here, as inferred from the TRS-breaking
term ξ2p×ez/(2~) in Eq. (10), the effective hopping am-
plitudes tij are in general complex-valued. In particu-
lar, the next-nearest neighbor hopping amplitudes t2 in
the present model acquire phase factors, and the result-
ing tight-binding Hamiltonian becomes equivalent to the
Haldane honeycomb model. This analogy gives a simple
interpretation of the reentrant TPT emerging in DSC
regimes (Fig. 1). On the one hand, it is known in the
Haldane model that reentrant transition to the trivial
phase can occur when an imaginary part of t2 falls below
the on-site energy difference ∼ ∆. On the other hand,
in DSC regimes of the present light-matter model, the
effective coupling ξ (mass meff) decreases (increases) as
the coupling g is increased, resulting in the suppression of
the imaginary part of t2. Since the on-site energy differ-
ence always remains to be ∼∆, the reentrant transition
is expected to occur in DSC regimes as found in Fig. 1.

We expect that our analyses should be of relevance
to recent experiments realizing strong light-matter in-
teractions between low-dimensional materials and cavity
photons [42, 43, 73, 87–90, 92]. Besides condensed matter
systems, our consideration is also relevant to circuit QED
architectures, which can simulate single-electron Hamil-
tonians with periodic potentials [135, 136]. We expect
that geometrical and topological phenomena revealed
by the present analyses can be explored by coupling
these experimental systems to a chiral cavity/resonator
or waveguide [54, 55].

In summary, we developed a faithful and efficient the-
oretical framework to analyze geometry and topology
in ultrastrongly coupled quantum light-matter systems.
We applied our general approach to the concrete model
of massive Dirac fermions on honeycomb lattice poten-
tial and revealed its complete phase diagram (Fig. 1),
featuring the cavity-induced topological phase transition
and its reentrant behavior in genuinely nonperturbative
regimes. The suppression of the topological phase in deep
strong coupling regimes originates from intrinsic renor-
malizations of the electron mass and the effective cou-
pling strength, and should be a general feature of cavity
QED materials. We expect that our results are of rele-
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vance to a wide range of systems not only in cavity QED
materials, but also in circuit QED [137, 138] and waveg-
uide QED [139].
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Appendix A: Derivation of the transformed
Hamiltonian for a single cavity mode with arbitrary

polarization

We here provide the derivation of the Hamiltonian (8)
obtained after the asymptotically decoupling (AD) uni-
tary transformation in the case of a single cavity mode
with arbitrary polarization. Specifically, we start from
the general two-dimensional cavity QED Hamiltonian in
the Coulomb gauge (1):

ĤC =
(p̂− qÂ)2

2m
+ V (r) + ~ωc

(
â†â+

1

2

)
, (A1)

Â = A0

[
(ue+ ve∗)â+ (u∗e∗ + v∗e)â†

]
, (A2)

where we expand the polarization vector f in Eq. (1)

by the circular polarization vectors e = (1,−i)T/
√

2 and

e∗ = (1, i)T/
√

2. Here, u and v are arbitrary complex
numbers that satisfy |u|2 + |v|2 = 1. We can take u
and v to be real numbers without loss of generality; this
is always possible by using a certain spatial rotation,
px(y) 7→ px(y) cos θ + (−)py(x) sin θ, and a U(1) gauge

transformation, â 7→ eiαâ. We note that the case of
the circular polarization discussed in the main text cor-
responds to the choice of u = 1, v = 0.

To derive the expression of the transformed Hamilto-
nian, we first diagonalize the quadratic part, q2Â2/2m+
~ωc(â†â + 1/2), via the Bogoliubov transformation and
rewrite the Hamiltonian (A1) as

ĤC =
p̂2

2m
+ V (r) + ~Ω

(
b̂†b̂+

1

2

)

− qA0

m
p̂ ·

 u+v√
2

√
ωAc
Ω (b̂† + b̂)

iu−v√
2

√
Ω
ωAc

(b̂† − b̂)

 , (A3)

ωAc =(1− 2uv)ωA + ωc, (A4)

Ω =
√

(ωA + ωc)2 − (2uvωA)2, (A5)

ωA =
q2A2

0

m~
, (A6)

where b(†) is a squeezed annihilation (creation) operator

defined by

b̂† + b̂ =

√
Ω

ωAc
(â† + â), (A7)

b̂† − b̂ =

√
ωAc
Ω

(â† − â). (A8)

We then use the unitary transformation Û defined by

Û = exp

(
−ixΩ

p̂

~
· ρ̂
)
, (A9)

xΩ =

√
~
mΩ

, (A10)

ρ̂ =

(
ρ̂x
ρ̂y

)
=

(
λ+i

b̂†−b̂√
2

−λ− b̂
†+b̂√

2

)
, (A11)

λ± =

√
ωA(1± 2uv)

ωA(1± 2uv) + ωc
sign(u± v). (A12)

This unitary transformation Û acts on the electron posi-

tion operator r and the annihilation operator b̂ via

Û†rÛ = r + xΩρ̂+
~ωA
mΩ2

(u2 − v2)
p̂× ez

2~
, (A13)

Û†b̂Û = b̂+
xΩ√
2~

(λ+p̂x + iλ−p̂y) , (A14)

where the last term in the RHS of Eq. (A13) origi-
nates from the noncommutativity between ρ̂x and ρ̂y,
i.e., [ρ̂x, ρ̂y] = i(ωA/Ω)(u2 − v2). Using these relations,
we finally arrive at the following transformed Hamilto-
nian ĤU = Û†ĤCÛ :

ĤU =
p̂2
x

2mx,eff
+

p̂2
y

2my,eff
+ ~Ω

(
b̂†b̂+

1

2

)
+ V

(
r + xΩρ̂+

~ωA
mΩ2

(u2 − v2)
p̂× ez

2~

)
,

(A15)

mx,eff =
ωA(1 + 2uv) + ωc

ωc
,my,eff =

ωA(1− 2uv) + ωc
ωc

,

(A16)

which gives a generalization of Eq. (8) in the main text.
We note that the Hamiltonian in the AD frame (A15)
has a similar structure as Eq. (8). Thus, our formalism
of evaluating physical observables and understandings of
topological properties can also be applied to this case.

Appendix B: Asymptotically decoupling unitary
transformation for multiple circularly polarized

cavity modes

We here extend the asymptotically decoupling (AD)
unitary transformation used in the main text to the
system with multiple circularly polarized cavity modes,
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which is described by the following Coulomb-gauge
Hamiltonian:

ĤC =
(p̂− qÂ)2

2m
+ V (r) +

N∑
i=1

~ωiâ†i âi +

M∑
j=1

~vj b̂†j b̂j ,

(B1)

Â =

N∑
i=1

fi

(
eâi + e∗â†i

)
+

M∑
j=1

gj

(
e∗b̂j + eb̂†j

)
, (B2)

where e = (1,−i)T/
√

2, and â
(†)
i and b̂

(†)
j are the anni-

hilation (creation) operators for the left and right circu-
larly polarized modes with mode amplitudes fi, gj ∈ R ,
respectively.

To diagonalize the quadratic part, Ĥquad = q2Â2/2m+∑
i ~ωiâ

†
i âi+

∑
j ~vj b̂

†
j b̂j , we introduce the following con-

jugate pairs of variables,

r̂i =


â†i+âi√

2
(i = 1, . . . , N)

b̂†i−N+b̂i−N√
2

(i = N+1, . . . , N+M)
, (B3)

q̂i =

 i
â†i−âi√

2
(i = 1, . . . , N)

i
b̂†i−N−b̂i−N√

2
(i = N+1, . . . , N+M)

. (B4)

In this representation, the quadratic part can be ex-
pressed as

Ĥquad =
~
2
r̂TAr̂ +

~
2
q̂TBq̂, (B5)

A =
q2

m~
w1w

T
1 + diag(ω1, . . . , ωN , v1, . . . , vM ),

(B6)

B =
q2

m~
w2w

T
2 + diag(ω1, . . . , ωN , v1, . . . , vM ),

(B7)

where r̂ and q̂ denote (r̂1, . . . , r̂N+M )T and
(q̂1, . . . , q̂N+M )T, respectively. Here, we de-
fine the N + M dimensional vectors w1 and
w2 by w1 = (f1, . . . , fN , g1 . . . , gM ) and w2 =
(f1, . . . , fN ,−g1 . . . ,−gM ). Since A and B are
both symmetric and positive definite, there exists
a N + M dimensional real matrix P that satisfies
PTAP = P−1BP−T = diag(Ω1, . . . ,ΩN+M ). One

can confirm this by decomposing P into P = B
1
2OD,

where O is an orthogonal matrix that diagonalizes
B

1
2AB

1
2 , and D is a diagonal matrix defined by

D = (OTB
1
2AB

1
2O)−

1
4 . After replacing the conjugate

pairs of variables via r̂ = P r̂′ and q̂ = P−T q̂′, and
introducing the corresponding annihilation (creation) op-

erators ĉ
(†)
i = (r̂′i+(−)iq̂′i)/

√
2, we arrive at the following

expression of the Coulomb gauge Hamiltonian (B1):

ĤC =
p2

2m
− qÂ

m
· p̂+ V (r) +

N+M∑
i=1

~Ωiĉ
†
i ĉi, (B8)

Â =

N+M∑
i=1

[
(uie+ vie

∗)ĉi + (uie
∗ + vie)ĉ†i

]
, (B9)

where ui and vi are defined by (u1, . . . , uN+M )T =
1
2 (PTw1 + P−1w2) and (v1, . . . , vN+M )T = 1

2 (PTw1 −
P−1w2). We introduce the AD transformation Û by

Û = exp

(
−i p̂

~
·
N+M∑
i=1

ρ̂i

)
, (B10)

ρ̂i =
q

mΩi
(uiπ̂i + viπ̂

′
i), (B11)

where π̂i = −ieĉi + ie∗ĉ†i and π̂′i = −ie∗ĉi + ieĉ†i . Us-
ing above relations, we finally obtain the following trans-
formed Hamiltonian ĤU = Û†ĤCÛ :

ĤU =
p2

2meff
+

N+M∑
i=1

~Ωiĉ
†
i ĉi

+ V

(
r +

N+M∑
i=1

ρ̂i +
η

2~
p× ez

)
, (B12)

meff =m

1 +
q2

m~

 N∑
i=1

f2
i

ωi
+

M∑
j=1

g2
j

vj

 , (B13)

η =
q2

m2

∑N
i=1

f2
i

ω2
i
−
∑M
j=1

g2j
v2j[

1 + q2

m~

(∑N
i=1

f2
i

ωi
+
∑M
j=1

g2j
vj

)]2 . (B14)

Again, the Hamiltonian in the AD frame (B12) has a
similar structure as Eq. (8), and our formalism and un-
derstandings of topological properties can be similarly
applied.

Appendix C: Derivation of the expressions for
quantum geometrical quantities in the transformed

frame

We next derive the expressions of quantum geometrical
quantities, including Berry curvature (see Eq. (12) in the
main text), Berry connection, and quantum metric in the
frame of reference after the AD unitary transformation.
To this end, we first recall that the Bloch states in the
Coulomb gauge can be related to the AD-frame coun-
terparts by |ψCnk〉 = Û |ψUnk〉 with Û = exp

(
−iξ p~ · π̂

)
.

Thus, the periodic parts of these Bloch states, |uC(U)
nk 〉 =

e−ikr|ψC(U)
nk 〉, satisfy the following equality:

|uCnk〉 = e−ikrÛeikr|uUnk〉 = exp

(
−iξp+ ~k

~
· π̂
)
|uUnk〉.

(C1)
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To take the derivatives of Eq. (C1) with respect to kx
or ky, we must pay attention to the fact that the oper-
ators π̂x and π̂y do not commute with each other, but

satisfy [π̂x, π̂y] = i. It is thus useful to first employ the
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula and bring the term
containing kx (or ky) to the right of Eq. (C1) as

|uCnk〉 = e−iξ
py+~ky

~ π̂ye−iξ
px+~kx

~ π̂xe−
iξ2

2~2 (px+~kx)(py+~ky)|uUnk〉 (C2)

= e−iξ
px+~kx

~ π̂xe−iξ
py+~ky

~ π̂ye
iξ2

2~2 (px+~kx)(py+~ky)|uUnk〉. (C3)

We can now take the derivatives of Eq. (C1) with respect to kx and ky as follows:

∂kx |uCnk〉 = exp

(
−iξp+ ~k

~
· π̂
)[
−iξπ̂x −

iξ2

2~
(py + ~ky) + ∂kx

]
|uUnk〉, (C4)

∂ky |uCnk〉 = exp

(
−iξp+ ~k

~
· π̂
)[
−iξπ̂y +

iξ2

2~
(px + ~kx) + ∂ky

]
|uUnk〉. (C5)

The resulting expressions of Berry connection AC
n (k) = i〈uCnk|∇kuCnk〉 and Berry curvature are

AC
n (k) = i〈uUnk|∇kuUnk〉+ ξ〈ψUnk|π̂|ψnk〉+

ξ2

2~
〈ψUnk|p̂× ez|ψnk〉, (C6)

BCn (k) = i
(
〈∂kxuUnk|∂kyuUnk〉 − 〈∂kyuUnk|∂kxuUnk〉

)
+ ξ

[
∇k×〈ψUnk|π̂|ψUnk〉

]
kz
− ξ

2

2~
∇k ·〈ψUnk|p̂|ψUnk〉. (C7)

For the sake of completeness, we also provide the expression of the quantum geometric tensor GC(k) defined by

GCn,ij(k) = 〈∂kiuCnk|
[
1− |uCnk〉〈uCnk|

]
|∂kjuCnk〉, (i, j = x, y). (C8)

We note that quantum metric gCn,ij(k) is given by the real part of the quantum geometric tensor. Using Eqs. (C4)
and (C5), we can rewrite the quantum geometric tensor (C8) in terms of the AD-frame Bloch states as

Gn,ij(k) =〈∂kiuUnk|
[
1− |uUnk〉〈uUnk|

]
|∂kjuUnk〉

+ 〈uUnk|
(
iξπ̂i +

iξ2

2~
[(p+ ~k)× ez]i

)[
1− |uUnk〉〈uUnk|

]
|∂kjuUnk〉

+ 〈∂kiuUnk|
[
1− |uUnk〉〈uUnk|

](
−iξπ̂j −

iξ2

2~
[(p+ ~k)× ez]j

)
|uUnk〉

+ 〈uUnk|
(
iξπ̂i +

iξ2

2~
[(p+ ~k)× ez]i

)(
−iξπ̂j −

iξ2

2~
[(p+ ~k)× ez]j

)
|uUnk〉

− 〈uUnk|
(
iξπ̂i +

iξ2

2~
[(p+ ~k)× ez]i

)
|uUnk〉〈uUnk|

(
−iξπ̂j −

iξ2

2~
[(p+ ~k)× ez]j

)
|uUnk〉. (C9)

In Eqs. (C6), (C7), and (C9), the first term in each equa-
tion gives the dominant contribution which can be effi-
ciently evaluated by employing the electron-only tight-
binding description (13). Nevertheless, we emphasize
that it is also possible to include higher-order terms to
systematically improve quantitative accuracy when nec-
essary.

Appendix D: Effects of electromagnetic fluctuations
in the tight-binding model

We here examine effects of electromagnetic fluctua-
tions µ̂ij in the transformed frame by comparing the re-
sults of the electron-photon tight-binding Hamiltonian
(Eq. (11) in the main text) and its electron-only part,

ĤU
TB,mat =

∑
〈ij〉

tij |wi〉〈wj |. (D1)

Figure 5 compares the results obtained from these two
tight-binding Hamiltonians. Each panel corresponds to
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FIG. 5. (a)-(e) Comparisons of the results obtained from the
electron-photon tight-binding model in the transformed frame
(Eq. (11) in the main text) and its electron-part Hamilto-
nian (D1). Each panel corresponds to (a) phase boundary,
(b) Berry curvature, and (c)-(e) energy spectra of the honey-
comb model considered in the main text. Parameters are the
same as in Figs. 1, 3, and 4 in the main text.

(a) phase boundary, (b) Berry curvature, and (c)-(e) en-
ergy spectra of the honeycomb model, respectively. The
parameters are chosen in the same manner as in Figs. 1, 3,
and 4 in the main text. These comparisons demonstrate
that the electromagnetic fluctuations in the transformed
frame only lead to minor modifications, and qualitative
features in the low-energy physics can be well captured
simply by its electron-part Hamiltonian (D1), where the
photon degrees of freedom are completely eliminated.

Appendix E: Details of the conventional analysis
using the minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian

We provide the technical details about the conven-
tional analysis using the minimally coupled Dirac Hamil-
tonian considered in the main text. To derive the Dirac
Hamiltonian, we start from the following honeycomb
tight-binding model constructed from Ĥ = p2/2m+V (r)
with the potential (14) in the main text:

Ĥ =
∑
i

(
εA|w0

i,A〉〈w0
i,A|+ εB |w0

i,B〉〈w0
i,B |
)

+
∑

1st nearest neighbors

t
(
|w0
i,A〉〈w0

j,B |+ |w0
j,B〉〈w0

i,A|
)
,

(E1)

where |w0
i,A(B)〉 denotes the Wanneir orbital localized at

the sublattice A (B) in the i th unit cell. Here, εA(B)

is the on-site energy of the sublattice A(B), and t is the
hopping amplitude to the first nearest neighbors (see also
Fig. 6 below). In the basis of two-component spinors
(|ψk,A〉, |ψk,B〉) corresponding to the Bloch states on the

εA

εB
t

a=1

1τ2τ

3τ A site
B site

FIG. 6. Honeycomb tight-binding model in Eq. (E1). Solid
and open points represent A- and B-sublattice sites, respec-
tively. Here, εA(B) is the on-site energy of each sublattice
A(B), and t is the hopping amplitude to the nearest neigh-
bors.

two sublattices, this tight-binding Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ(k) =
εA + εB

2
Î2 +

εA − εB
2

σ̂z

+
∑

i=1,2,3

[cos(k · τi)σ̂x − sin(k · τi)σ̂y] , (E2)

where σ̂i (i = x, y, z) are the Pauli matrices and τi (i =
1, 2, 3) are the three displacement vectors from A site to
its three nearest-neighbor B sites. By expanding Eq. (E2)
around the two Dirac points (K = ±(b1/3 + b2/3)), we
obtain the following massive Dirac Hamiltonians:

ĤDirac(k) =
εA + εB

2
Î2 +

εA − εB
2

σ̂z

+

√
3t

2
(kxσ̂x ± kyσ̂y). (E3)

The minimally coupled Dirac Hamiltonian ĤA
Dirac(k) can

then be obtained after replacing the wavevector k in
Eq. (E3) by k − (q/~)Â:

ĤA
Dirac(k) =

εA + εB
2

Î2 +
εA − εB

2
σ̂z + ~ωcâ†â

+

√
3t

2

((
kx −

qÂx
~

)
σ̂x ±

(
ky −

qÂy
~

)
σ̂y

)
,

(E4)

where Â is the vector potential operator defined by
Eq. (2) in the main text. In the phase diagram of the hon-
eycomb model (Fig. 1 in the main text), we determine the
phase boundary of the minimally coupled Dirac Hamilto-
nian (E4) by locating the coupling g at which the energy
gap above the lowest electron-polariton band closes. We
also evaluate the Chern number (inset of Fig. 1 in the
main text) by integrating Berry curvature of the lowest
electron-polariton band over a sufficiently large area and
summing up the contributions from the two Dirac points.
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Appendix F: Details of the exact analysis

We here provide the technical details about the exact
analysis performed in the main text. To obtain exact
results at ultrastrong coupling strengths, we use the con-
tinuum Hamiltonian in the AD frame (8) as

ĤU =
p̂2

2meff
+ ~Ω

(
â†â+

1

2

)
+
∑
G

VGe
iGre

iξ2

2~ G·p̂×ezeiξG·π̂. (F1)

The matrix elements of ĤU
k ≡ e−ikrĤUeikr with respect

to |K⊗n〉, which is the tensor product of the plane wave
with wavevector K ∈ Zb1 + Zb2 and photon number
eigenstate |n〉, are given by

〈K ⊗ n|ĤU
k |K ′ ⊗ n′〉

=
~2(K + k)2

2meff
δK,K′ + ~Ω

(
n+

1

2

)
δnn′

+
∑
G

VGe
iξ2

2 (G×(K+k))zδK,K′+G × 〈n|eiξG·π̂|n′〉.

(F2)

We can perform the exact diagonalization of ĤU
k to ob-

tain its spectrum and eigenstate |uUnk〉 at the expense of
high computational costs.

To evaluate the Berry curvature (12), we start with
the equivalent expression (4) in the Coulomb gauge. We
first rewrite it as

BCn (k)=−2Im
∑
m6=n

〈uCnk|∂kxĤC
k |uCmk〉〈uCmk|∂kyĤC

k |uCnk〉
(εnk − εmk)2

,

(F3)

where εnk is the n-th eigenvalue of ĤC
k ≡ e−ikrĤCe

ikr.
Since |uCnk〉 and |uUnk〉 are related via Eq. (C1), we can

rewrite 〈uCnk|∇ĤC
k |uCmk〉 in Eq. (F3) in terms of Bloch

states in the AD frame as

〈uCnk|∇ĤC
k |uCmk〉 = ~〈uCnk|

(
p̂+ ~k − qÂ

m

)
|uCmk〉 (F4)

= ~〈uUnk|

(
p̂+ ~k
meff

− qÂ

m

)
|uUmk〉.

(F5)

With Eqs. (F3) and (F5), we obtain the following expres-
sion of Berry curvature BCn (k), which is used in evaluat-
ing the exact Berry curvature in Fig. 3:

BCn (k) = −2~2Im
∑
m 6=n

〈uUnk|
(
p̂x+~kx
meff

− qÂx
m

)
|uUmk〉〈uUmk|

(
p̂y+~ky
meff

− qÂy
m

)
|uUnk〉

(εnk − εmk)2
. (F6)
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berger, M. Ruggenthaler, J. Faist, and A. Rubio, Nat.
Mater. 20, 438 (2021).

[55] J. C. Owens, M. G. Panetta, B. Saxberg, G. Roberts,
S. Chakram, R. Ma, A. Vrajitoarea, J. Simon, and D. I.
Schuster, Nat. Phys. , 1 (2022).

[56] F. Schlawin, D. M. Kennes, and M. A. Sentef, Applied
Physics Reviews 9, 011312 (2022).

[57] J. Bloch, A. Cavalleri, V. Galitski, M. Hafezi, and
A. Rubio, Nature 606, 41 (2022).

[58] M. Ruggenthaler, N. Tancogne-Dejean, J. Flick, H. Ap-
pel, and A. Rubio, Nat Rev Chem 2, 0118 (2018).

[59] R. F. Ribeiro, L. A. Mart́ınez-Mart́ınez, M. Du,
J. Campos-Gonzalez-Angulo, and J. Yuen-Zhou, Chem.
Sci. 9, 6325 (2018).

[60] J. Flick, N. Rivera, and P. Narang, Nanophotonics 7,
1479 (2018).

[61] J. Flick, D. M. Welakuh, M. Ruggenthaler, H. Appel,
and A. Rubio, ACS Photonics 6, 2757 (2019).

[62] J. Galego, F. J. Garcia-Vidal, and J. Feist, Phys. Rev.
X 5, 041022 (2015).

[63] F. Herrera and F. C. Spano, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
238301 (2016).

[64] T. Chervy, J. Xu, Y. Duan, C. Wang, L. Mager, M. Fr-
erejean, J. A. W. Münninghoff, P. Tinnemans, J. A.
Hutchison, C. Genet, A. E. Rowan, T. Rasing, and
T. W. Ebbesen, Nano Lett. 16, 7352 (2016).

[65] T. W. Ebbesen, Acc. Chem. Res. 49, 2403 (2016).
[66] J. Feist, J. Galego, and F. J. Garcia-Vidal, ACS Pho-

tonics 5, 205 (2018).
[67] A. Thomas, J. George, A. Shalabney, M. Dryzhakov,

S. J. Varma, J. Moran, T. Chervy, X. Zhong, E. Devaux,
C. Genet, J. A. Hutchison, and T. W. Ebbesen, Angew.
Chem. Int. 55, 11462 (2016).

[68] K. Stranius, M. Hertzog, and K. Börjesson, Nat Com-
mun 9, 2273 (2018).

[69] L. A. Mart́ınez-Mart́ınez, M. Du, R. F. Ribeiro,
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Phys. Rev. X 10, 011040 (2020).
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