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Università degli Studi di Perugia, Via Elce di Sotto, 8,06123, Perugia, Italy and
4Scuola Normale Superiore, Piazza dei Cavalieri 7, 56126 Pisa, Italy

(Dated: February 7, 2023)

Development of efficient techniques to distinguish mirror images of chiral molecules (enantiomers)
is very important in both chemistry and physics. Enantiomers share most molecular properties ex-
cept, for instance, the absorption of circularly polarized light. Enantiomer purification is therefore
a challenging task that requires specialized equipment. Strong coupling between quantized fields
and matter (e.g. in optical cavities) is a promising technique to modify molecular processes in a
non-invasive way. The modulation of molecular properties is achieved by changing the field charac-
teristics. In this work, we investigate whether strong coupling to circularly polarized electromagnetic
fields is a viable way to discriminate chiral molecules. To this end, we develop a nonperturbative
framework to calculate the behaviour of molecules in chiral cavities. We show that in this setting
the enantiomers have different energies – that is, one being more stable than the other. The field-
induced energy differences are also shown to give rise to enantiospecific signatures in rotational
spectra.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of strongly coupled light-matter systems is
becoming a well established area in both physics and
chemistry[1–6]. Through the interaction with the quan-
tized field, it is indeed possible to modify both macro-
scopic material features, for example conductivity or
phase transitions [7, 8], or to influence microscopic prop-
erties like the chemistry of single molecules [9–11]. The
easiest way to reach the strong coupling regime is through
optical cavities, composed of two highly reflective mir-
rors placed in front of each other [12]. Because of the
mirrors, the electromagnetic fields inside the cavity must
fulfill specific boundary conditions. The modulation of
the boundary conditions allows for a fine tuning of the
main field properties. For example, choosing a certain
geometry of the device, specific sets of frequencies can be
selected. On the other hand, an opportune engineering
of the mirrors can also lead to changes in the shape of the
field or selection of its polarization [13–15]. The confine-
ment of photons in a small quantization volume leads to
an increase in the light-matter interaction [16, 17] with
the consequent formation of hybrid states called polari-
tons [18]. Polaritons represent an effective way to modu-
late matter properties in a non-invasive way. In fact, the
characteristics of the mixed electron-photon states can
be manipulated by tuning the field properties [19, 20].
In recent years, experimental developments have dramat-
ically improved our control of the cavity field, opening the
way to a wide range of new applications [13, 14, 16, 21–
29]. Theoretical modeling of strong coupling phenom-
ena is urgently needed to advance our intuitive under-
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standing of what happens inside cavities and to assist the
experiment-design phase. Many remarkable efforts have
already been presented in the literature, with the intro-
duction of both ab initio electronic structure methods
[22, 30–35] and molecular dynamics techniques [36, 37]
for strongly coupled systems. Nonetheless, a compre-
hensive framework for arbitrary field shapes is still not
available and requires further theoretical developments.

One of the most intriguing perspectives in molec-
ular polaritonics is the possibility of enhancing the
spectroscopic techniques through the interaction with
quantized fields. Pioneering works have indeed shown
that upon coupling with the quantized fields it is possible
to increase the spectral resolution by amplifying the
signal intensities [38, 39], even at the level of single
molecule imaging [40–42]. In this regard, a particularly
interesting perspective is to use strong coupling to
discriminate among chiral molecules (systems that
are non-superimposable with their mirror image), for
example through the formation of chiral polaritonic
states [43–47]. The two different configurations of a
chiral molecule, called enantiomers, share most physical
properties and can be distinguished when they interact
with circularly polarized light [48, 49]. In particular, chi-
ral molecules interact and absorb differently left-handed
circular polarized (LHCP) and right-handed circular
polarized (RHCP) light [50, 51]. This suggests that
in chiral cavities [14, 43–45, 52, 53], devices where the
electromagnetic field has a fixed circular polarization, it
might be possible to create energy differences between
two enantiomers even in the ground state.

In this work, we present an ab initio theoretical frame-
work to study the strong coupling regime in chiral cavi-
ties. We first give a general introduction to chiral cavities
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and discuss the formal properties that a cavity quantum
electrodynamical (cQED) model must obey. Afterwards,
we develop a novel ab initio methodology that enables
the study of such systems. We demonstrate that, even
when no real photons are present in the cavity, coupling
to a circularly polarized field induces energy differences
between the enantiomers. Finally, we show that the en-
ergy differences produce enantiospecific signatures in the
molecular rotational spectra.

II. CHIRAL CAVITIES

Chiral cavities are optical devices that allow only one
circular polarization of light to exist within a certain vol-
ume (quantization volume). Construction of these struc-
tures has been a significant challenge for researchers over
the past 10 years [14, 54, 55]. Indeed, the mirrors of a
chiral cavity must fully reflect light of one circular po-
larization and preserve the field handedness, the prop-
erty that describes the direction of rotation of the elec-
tric field vector. At the same time, they must absorb or
transmit the fields of the opposite circular polarization
[14, 46, 56, 57] These are quite stringent constraints. The
most used metallic mirrors, for example, can not differen-
tiate among the fields handedness [14, 55]. Moreover, the
circular polarization of the wave is reversed upon reflec-
tion. Indeed, normal mirrors usually reverse the direction
of either the electric, E, or the magnetic, B, field. Since
the angular momentum of light, J, is equal to [58]

J =
1

4π

∫
r× (E×B) d3r, (1)

the handedness is reversed if either E or B changes sign.
The main idea in the realization of a chiral mirror is to
place a metamaterial with some convenient properties in
front of a conventional mirror. Differentiation between
LHCP and RHCP light is achieved using optically active
media. Three dimensional optically active media are
not suitable for chiral mirrors [14, 47, 56, 59]. The
desired additional layer, instead, is a 2 dimensional
chiral metamaterial that inverts its transmission and
reflection properties based on the propagation direction
of the wave. These objects are obtained using pat-
terns that can not be superimposed with their mirror
images without being lifted from the plane. Since the
pattern inverts its chirality on the two opposite sides
of the surface, such structures preferentially reflect, for
example, LHCP light on one side and RHCP light on
the other, increasing the handedness selectivity of the
chiral mirror. An example of such a pattern, taken from
an experimentally realized mirror [59, 60], is shown in
Figure 1. A detailed and exhaustive discussion of the
response properties of such mirrors can be found in
Refs.[44, 57]. Placing two chiral mirrors one in front
of the other allows for the creation of chiral cavities.
While so far many works have mainly focused on
the creation of increasingly efficients chiral mirrors,

FIG. 1. Example of a chiral pattern as seen from the two
opposite sides of the metasurface. No in plane rotation can
superimpose the two pattern.

experimental demonstrations of chiral cavities have also
been presented in recent years, i.e. from Voronin et
al. [56] and from Tarandin et al. [60]. Alternative
possibilities for the production of chiral cavities that do
not use chiral mirrors, have been recently proposed by
Gautier et al. [47]. In particular, their optical device is
composed of a normal set of Fabry-Pérot mirrors with a
layer of the 2D chiral polystyrene inserted at the middle
of the cavity. Using the unique properties of the 2D
chiral objects, the authors manage to isolate two re-
gions of space where only one field handedness is present.

III. THEORETICAL MODELING

The interaction between photons and matter will be
described using the minimal coupling Hamiltonian [61,
62]

H =
1

2

∑
i

(pi −A(ri))
2

+
∑
I

1

2MI
(pI + ZIA(RI))

2

+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|RI − ri|

+
1

2

∫ (
E2(r) + c2B2(r)

)
d3r,

(2)

where i and j label electrons while I and J label nu-
clei with charges ZI and ZJ . The vector potential, the
electric and the magnetic fields are denoted by A(r),
E(r) and B(r), respectively. Since in the strong coupling
regime the electromagnetic field is a critical component of
the system, it must be treated on the same footing as the
electrons by means of quantum electrodynamics (QED)
[51]. The optical properties of a cavity are encoded in
the vector potential A(r) (and consequently in E(r) and
B(r)). Specifically, in a chiral cavity only one of the two
possible circular polarizations of the field is allowed. The
second quantized vector potential can therefore be writ-
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ten as

A(r) =
∑
k

λ√
2ωk

(
εk±bke

ikr + ε∗k±b
†
ke
−ikr

)
, (3)

where k spans all the possible wave vectors and εk± de-
notes the field polarization. In Eq. (3), ωk is the fre-
quency of the field. The parameter λ quantifies the
strength of the light-matter coupling. This quantity is
related to the quantization volume of the electromag-

netic field, V. In particular λ =
√

~
ε0V

. The coupling

value significantly affects the magnitude of the cavity
induced effects, i.e. large λ imply strong field effects.
When λ is zero, instead, the cavity and the molecule are
completely decoupled. For this reason, a lot of research
is devoted towards the confinement of electromagnetic
fields in smaller volumes. New experimental techniques
keep pushing the boundaries of the ultrastrong coupling
regime by extreme confinement of the field quantization
volume, using for instance nanoplasmonic picocavities
[63, 64]. In some cases, the cavity volume, and there-
fore the quantization volume, can be reduced below to
the nm3 limit, i.e. λ > 0.05 au [16]. Reported realiza-
tions of chiral cavities have so far only reached couplings
of 0.01 au [46, 56]. However, there are no theoretical lim-
itations that prevent us from reducing the quantization
volume of such fields below the nm3 limit. In this paper
we will assume, without loss of generality, that wave vec-
tor k is aligned along the z-axis and the field polarization
is

εk± = ε± =
1√
2

 1
±i
0

 . (4)

In the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, Eq. (2) takes
the form

H =
1

2

∑
i

(
pi −

∑
k

λ√
2ωk

(
ε±bke

ikri + ε∗±b
†
ke
−ikri

))2

+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|RI − ri|

+
∑
k

ωk

(
b†kbk +

1

2

)
,

(5)

where we have used that the nuclear mass MI > c in
atomic units and the nuclei are kept fixed. Since the
full Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) involves an infinite number of
modes, it is computationally unfeasible to determine the
eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. However, we expect that
restricting Eq. (5) to include only one field frequency, i.e.
two modes, will be sufficient to obtain a qualitatively cor-
rect description of the field effects. Upon truncation, the
Hamiltonian for a molecular system in the chiral cavity

(Eq. (5)) is

H =
∑
i

p2
i

2
+
Neλ

2

2ω

(
bk + b†−k

)(
b−k + b†k

)
+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|ri −RI |

+
λ√
2ω

∑
i

(pi · ε±) (bk + b†−k)eikri

+
λ√
2ω

∑
i

(pi · ε∗±)(b†k + b−k)e−ikri

+ω
(
b†kbk + b†−kb−k + 1

)
,

(6)

where Ne is the number of electrons in the system and
and ω is used to denote ωk. From the properties of the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (6), we can infer some of the charac-
teristic features of a chiral cavity. Upon a reflection of the
total system (molecule plus cavity) the molecule trans-
forms into its mirror image while the cavity polarization
is inverted ( LHCP↔RHCP). The energy of the system
remains the same because there is no parity-violating in-
teraction in the Hamiltonian [65]. However, while a non-
chiral molecule is indistinguishable from its mirror image,
performing a reflection of a chiral system will produce a
different enantiomer, non-superimposable with the orig-
inal molecule. Therefore non-chiral molecules have the
same energy inside two differently circularly polarized
cavities. On the other hand, a chiral molecule in a chiral
cavity, e.g. a LHCP cavity, has the same energy as the
other enantiomer in a cavity with the opposite polariza-
tion, e.g. a RHCP cavity. Most importantly, there is
no symmetry of the Hamiltonian that requires the two
enantiomers to have the same energy in the same chi-
ral cavity, unlike in the vacuum case. Strong coupling
between circularly polarized light and chiral molecules
might therefore be a viable way to create a energy differ-
ence between enantiomers, as shown in Fig. 2. We refer
to these cavity induced energy differences as the discrim-
ination power of the cavity.
The discriminating properties are lost when the dipole
approximation is adopted, even if the field polarization
remains chiral. This can be verified by setting eikr equal
to one in Eq. (6). In this case, the Hamiltonians for
the LHCP and RHCP cavities have the same eigenval-
ues, as one Hamiltonian can be transformed into the
other through a relabeling of the wave vectors (k↔ −k).
Thus, the exponential eikr in the field parameterization
plays a critical role for the discriminating power of the
cavity. Modeling the chiral nature of the electromagnetic
field, therefore, requires that we go beyond the dipole ap-
proximation in the description of the cavity field. These
effects have not been included in ab initio QED method-
ologies so far [31, 33, 66]. Moreover, due to the nature of
the chiral field, it is essential to use a complex Hamilto-
nian. This is a delicate aspect to take into account when
designing a new wave function approach as discussed in
Sec. IV.
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FIG. 2. The L enantiomer of proline in a cavity with a LHCP field has the same energy as the R enantiomer in a cavity with
a RHCP. However, no symmetry in the Hamiltonian ensures that the L enantiomer has the same energy in the LHCP cavity
as in a RHCP polarized cavity.

We will employ the Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) to study a
chiral molecule in a chiral cavity. The eigenvalue prob-
lem of this Hamiltonian becomes easier if we remove the
quadratic term in the field. This can be accomplished
by a Bogoljubov transformation [67] that introduces two
new bosonic operators α and β

(
bk
b†−k

)
=

(
cosh θ − sinh θ
− sinh θ cosh θ

)(
α
β†

)
(
α
β†

)
=

(
cosh θ sinh θ
sinh θ cosh θ

)(
bk
b†−k

)
,

(7)

that also satisfy the bosonic commutation relation

[α, α†] = 1 [α, β] = 0 [α, β†] = 0. (8)

If tanh 2θ = Neλ
2

Neλ2+2ω2 in Eq. (7), the Hamiltonian can
be rewritten as

H =
∑
i

p2
i

2
+ ω̃

(
α†α+ β†β + 1

)
+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
jI

ZI
|rj −RI |

+
λ√
2ω̃

∑
i

(pi · ε±) (α+ β†)eikri

+
λ√
2ω̃

∑
i

(pi · ε∗±)(α† + β)e−ikri ,

(9)

where ω̃ =
√
ω2 +Neλ2 and the A2 term in Eq. (6) has

been reabsorbed [67]. Note that, since the transformation
in Eq. (7) can be expressed as a unitary transformation
of the photonic creation and annihilation operators (e.g.

α = U†kbkUk) with the operator

Uk = exp
[
θ
(
b†kb
†
−k − bkb−k

)]
, (10)
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the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (6) and (9) have the same eigen-
values. The form in Eq. (9) is particularly interesting
since the zero-point energy term explicitly depends on
the number of electrons. This result is relevant for two
main reasons:

(i) When the cavity frequency is approaching zero, nu-
merical methods based on the minimal coupling
approach in Eq. (6) become unstable because the

light-matter coupling term diverges as ω−
1
2 while

the quadratic term in the field diverges as ω−1.
The Hamiltonian in Eq. (9) does not diverge for
ω = 0 eV;

(ii) The Hamiltonian in Eq. (9) is explicitly non size-
extensive due to the contributions from ω̃, which is
non linear in the number of electrons. We note that
in the limit of λ = 0 au the Hamiltonian becomes
size-extensivity as in the no cavity case.

In Appendix A, we show that tanh 2θ = Neλ
2

Neλ2+2ω2 min-
imizes the zero-point energy and that the non size-
extensive effects obtained from the zero-point energy con-
tribution in Eq. (9) have the correct dependence on the
number of electrons when λ/ω << 1. The transforma-
tion in Eq. (10) is also useful when more modes are in-
cluded in the minimal coupling Hamiltonian as shown in
Appendix B.

IV. QED COUPLED CLUSTER FOR THE
MINIMAL COUPLING HAMILTONIAN

We now present a QED coupled cluster (QED-CC)
framework for the minimal coupling Hamiltonian [31, 35,
68–70]. This approach is referred to as minimal coupling
QED-CCSD (MC-QED-CCSD). The starting point is the
electron-photon wave function

|ψ〉 = exp
(
(S1α + γα)α† + (S1β + γβ)β†

)
× exp (T1 + T2) |HF〉 ⊗ |0, 0〉 , (11)

where |HF〉 is the no cavity Hartree-Fock Slater determi-
nant while |0, 0〉 denotes the photonic vacuum for the α
and β photons introduced in Eq. (7). The operators in
the exponentials of Eq. (11) are electron (T1 and T2) and

electron-photon ( Sα1 α
† and Sβ1 β

†) excitation operators
defined explicitly as

T1 =
∑
ai

taiEai

T2 =
1

2

∑
abij

tabij EaiEbj

S1αα
† =

∑
ai

saiαEaiα
†

S1ββ
† =

∑
ai

saiβEaiβ
†.

(12)

The amplitude parameters tai ,tabij , saiα, saiβ as well as γα
and γβ are determined in the ground state calculation.
In Eq. (12), we use second quantization for the electrons
[71] with

Epq =
∑
σ

a†pσaqσ, (13)

where a†pσ creates and apσ annihilates an electron in or-
bital p with spin σ. The indices i, j and a, b label occupied
and virtual orbitals in the HF reference, respectively. In
the limit where all excitations are included in the wave
function in Eq. (11), the coupled cluster expansion is
exact and gives the same result as QED full configura-
tion interaction [24, 31, 32]. The optimal values for the
coupled cluster parameters are obtained by solving the
projection equations [71]

Ωµ,n,m = 〈µ, n,m| exp (−T )H exp (T ) |HF, 0, 0〉
=0,

(14)

with

|HF, 0, 0〉 = |HF〉 ⊗ |0, 0〉

|µ, n,m〉 = |µ〉 ⊗ |m,n〉

T = T1 + T2 + (S1α + γα)α† + (S1β + γβ)β†,

(15)

where µ labels an electronic excitation while n and m
are photonic excitations in α and β. The ground state
energy is equal to

E = 〈HF, 0, 0| exp (−T )H exp (T ) |HF, 0, 0〉 . (16)

The energy in Eq. (16) can be rewritten in terms of the
cluster amplitudes and the two electron integrals gpqrs
[71] as

E = EHF +
∑
aibj

(tabij + tai t
b
j)(2giajb − gibja)

+
λ√
2ω̃

∑
ai

[
(p · ε)eikr

]
ia

(saiα + γαt
a
i )

+
λ√
2ω̃

∑
ai

[
(p · ε∗)e−ikr

]
ia

(saiβ + γβt
a
i ),

(17)

where

EHF = 〈HF|He |HF〉 . (18)

The electronic Hamiltonian, He, is given by the standard
expression

He =
∑
pq

hpqEpq +
1

2

∑
pqrs

gpqrs(EpqErs − δqrEps), (19)

and hpq is the one electron integral [71].
Due to the non-hermiticity of the approach, the cou-
pled cluster method can give complex energies when the
Hamiltonian is complex, e.g. for molecules in external
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magnetic field [72–74]. Since this case is implicitly con-
tained in our framework, we must ensure that the energy
in Eq. (17) is real. This condition is satisfied if S1α and
S1β (as well as γα and γβ ) fulfill the relations

saiα = −sa∗iβ γα = −γ∗β (20)

for real tai and tabij . These conditions are not accidental
as the same relationship holds between the integrals [(p ·
ε∗)e−ikr]pq and [(p · ε)eikr]pq when the orbitals p and q
are real. Therefore, the conditions in Eq.(20) must arise
from a symmetry in the Hamiltonian.
In the following, we demonstrate that Eq. (20) holds in
the exact limit

|ψ〉 = exp(
∑
mn

(Smα,nβ + γmα,nβ)α† mβ† n) (21)

× exp(T ) |HF, 0, 0〉 , (22)

with T and Smα,nβ containing all the electronic excita-
tions. The exact eigenfunction |ψ〉 satisfies

H |ψ〉 = E |ψ〉 (23)

with a real E. Applying a unitary transformation

V =exp
(
iπ(α†β + β†α)/2

)
exp

(
iπ(α†α+ β†β)/2

)
V †αV = −β (24)

V †βV = −α,

on both sides of Eq. (23) we obtain

V †HV V † |ψ〉 = EV † |ψ〉 . (25)

We can now use Eq. (24) to exchange α with −β and
viceversa in both H and the wave function. Complex
conjugation of the transformed Hamiltonian in Eq.(25)
gives

(V †HV )∗ =He + ω̃
(
α†α+ β†β + 1

)
+

λ√
2ω̃

∑
pq

[
(pi · ε) eikri

]
pq
Epq(α+ β†)

+
λ√
2ω̃

∑
pq

[
(pi · ε∗)e−ikri

]
pq
Epq((α

† + β),

(26)

where we assume the orbitals are real. On the other
hand, the transformed wave function is equals

(V † |ψ〉)∗ = exp(
∑
mn

(S∗mα,nβ + γ∗mα,nβ)α† nβ† m(−1)m+n)

× exp(T ∗) |HF, 0, 0〉 .
(27)

Since the Hamiltonians in Eqs. (9) and (26) are identical,
the eigenfunctions in Eqs. (22) and (27) must also be

equal to each other. This implies that the amplitudes
follow the relations

Sm,n =(−1)m+nS∗n,m

γm,n =(−1)m+nγ∗n,m

T =T∗,

(28)

which proves the assertion.
Considering the well know problems in using coupled
cluster with complex Hamiltonians [75, 76], this repre-
sents a very interesting outcome. Our results show that
when the imaginary part of the Hamiltonian is introduced
through bosonic operators, such complications can be
overcome by choosing an appropriate shape of the cluster
operator. This is, to our knowledge, the first observation
of these symmetries. In future work, we will explore the
potential applications of these findings for molecules in
static magnetic fields.

V. MECHANISM BEHIND THE CAVITY
INDUCED ENANTIOMER DISCRIMINATION

In the section above we have shown that in a chi-
ral cavity no symmetry of the Hamiltonian enforces two
enantiomers to have the same energy. In this section we
will focus more on the mechanism that allows circularly
polarized fields to differentiate among optically active
molecules. It is a well known fact that chiral molecules
can be identified based on the direction they rotate the
polarization plane of linearly polarized light [77]. This
property is in particular linked to the optical rotatory
tensor R0n

ij [51]

R0n
ij = Re 〈ψ0|mi |ψn〉 〈ψn| pj |ψ0〉 , (29)

where mi and pj denotes the i and j spacial components
of the magnetic and electric dipole in velocity gauge, re-
spectively. In Eq. (29), ψ0 and ψn label electronic ground
and excited state wave functions. For different enan-
tiomers of the same molecule, the optical rotatory tensor
changes its sign. The optical rotatory tensor is also linked
to another critical property of chiral molecules, circular
dichroism. This is the differential absorption of left- and
right-handed light. Inside an optical cavity, the photonic
and molecular degrees of freedom mix up to create a wave
function that features both photons and electrons. The
photonic contributions to the wave function are heav-
ily influenced by the response properties of the molecu-
lar system in the cavity. This can be seen treating the
electron-photon interaction perturbatively. For example,
the excited state coefficient Cn to first order equals

C(1)
n = − 〈ψn|V |ψ0〉

En + ω̃ − Eψ0

, (30)

where we observe that the magnitude of the photonic con-
tributions depends on the transition moment and En−Eo
is the transition energy between the ground and excited
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state. Since enantiomers interact differently with cir-
cularly polarized light, they are dressed differently by
RHCP and LHCP light. The energy differences between

enantiomers can also be, in a first approximation, linked
to the optical rotatory tensor. Indeed, the second order
perturbation expression for the energy equals

E(2) = − λ
2

2ω̃

∑
n

[
〈ψ0| (p · ε) eikr |ψn〉 〈ψn| (p · ε∗) e−ikr |ψ0〉

En + ω̃ − E0
+
〈ψ0| (p · ε∗) e−ikr |ψn〉 〈ψn| (p · ε) eikr |ψ0〉

En + ω̃ − E0

]
, (31)

which, after rotational averaging and expansion in k, becomes

〈E(2)〉 = − λ
2

6ω̃

∑
n

3∑
i=1

〈ψ0| pi |ψn〉 〈ψn| pi |ψ0〉
En + ω̃ − E0

− λ2k

6ω̃

∑
n

3∑
i=1

R0n
ii

En + ω̃ − E0
+O(k2). (32)

Since the optical rotatory tensor contribution changes
its sign depending on the chosen enantiomer, some chiral
molecules will be stabilized by the circularly polarized
field, while some others will be de-stabilized. We notice
that the mixed electron-photon excited states provide the
critical contribution for determining the field induced dis-
crimination. The differential photon dressing is the cause
of the field induced energy differences as the second order
perturbation energy can be rewritten as

E(2) = −〈ψ0|V
∑
n

C(1)
n |ψn〉 . (33)

In Eq. (33), the terms on the left of the summation are
identical for both enantiomers and it is therefore only
the perturbed wave function, i.e. the photon dressing,
that changes. The MC-QED-CCSD method includes the
electron-photon excited states responsible for the effects
discussed in Eq. (32) through the mixed electron-photon
operators S1αα

† and S1ββ
†. Once applied on the refer-

ence state |HF, 0, 0〉, indeed, the cluster terms populate
the full set of electon-photon excited states:

|ψ〉 = exp
(
(S1α + γα)α† + (S1β + γβ)β†

)
× exp (T1 + T2) |HF〉 ⊗ |0, 0〉 (34)

=
(
1 + (S1α + γα)α† + (S1β + γβ)β† + ...

)
|HF〉

with coefficients that depend on the amplitudes.

VI. RESULTS

In this section we apply the MC-QED-CCSD method-
ology on a set of chiral molecules interacting with a
handedness-preserving cavity. Specifically, we perform a
detailed quantitative analysis of the cavity-induced dis-
crimination effects and we show that rotational spectra
present enantioselective signatures in a chiral cavity. The
calculations have been performed using a development
version of the eT program [79] using the cc-pVDZ basis
set [80, 81]. The molecular structures have been opti-
mized with the ORCA software package [82] at the DFT-
B3LYP/def2-SVP level[83] [84] . The basis set effects on

FIG. 3. Identification of the absolute configuration of a chiral
molecule. We first assign a priority number to each atom at-
tached to the chiral center based on the atomic number (from
largest to smallest). The structure is then rotated such that
the lightest element (H in this case) is pointing backwards.
Finally, an arrow is drawn from the highest to the lowest pri-
ority element. If the arrow rotates clockwise, we refer to the
enantiomer as R, otherwise we refer to the enantiomer as S.
This procedure provides a unique identification of the molec-
ular structure [78]

the cavity calculations are discussed in Appendix C. To
uniquely define the enantiomers of a chiral molecule we
use the absolute configuration notation [78] explained in
Fig. 3.

A. Cavity induced discrimination power

Strong coupling with circularly polarized electromag-
netic fields creates energy differences between enan-
tiomeric pairs. Since this is a field-induced effect, the
cavity properties strongly influence the magnitude of the
discriminating power. In Fig. 4, we show the frequency
dispersion of the energy difference between R and S enan-
tiomers of proline, ∆(R−S), in a LHCP cavity. The sign
of ∆(R− S) remains the same for every frequency of the
field and for every coupling value. The function changes
sign when the circular polarization of the field is reversed.
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FIG. 4. a) Frequency dispersion of the discriminating power in a LHCP cavity at coupling λ = 0.005. The discriminating
power reaches its minimum value around ω = 4 eV. b) Frequency dispersion of the discriminating power for different values
of the coupling strength. The size of the discriminating power increases with the coupling but the qualitative shape of the
dispersion is the same for all the analyzed cases. The minimum in ∆(R − S) is shifted at higher frequencies as the coupling
increases.

FIG. 5. Effect of the number of molecules on the cavity discriminating power for R and S 1-fluoroethylamine displaced
by 200 Å along or perpendicularly to the wave vector. The fitting functions for the observed effects are: a) ∆ (R− S) =

0.0013 + 0.0015
√
N − 0.001/

√
N ; b) ∆ (R− S) = 0.0013 + 0.0014

√
N − 0.001/

√
N .
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FIG. 6. Solvent induced enhancement of the chiral discrimi-
nating effect. The solvent arranges in a chiral configuration
around the chiral solute and the field interacts with a larger
chiral system.

The magnitude of the discrimination is strongly affected
by both ω and λ and shows the same qualitative be-
haviour for all coupling values. Specifically, ∆(R − S)
is equal to zero for ω = 0 eV, then reaches a minimum
(or a maximum) for an intermediate frequency and ap-
proaches zero again for ω → ∞. The curve shape can
be explained using the previously developed theory. The
discriminating power of the cavity approaches zero at
small ω because the exponential eikr ≈ 1 (see Section
III). On the other hand, ∆(R − S) also approaches zero
for large cavity frequencies because the photonic compo-
nent of the wave function becomes very small for very
high energy fields (the coefficient of the first order per-
turbed wave function in Eq. (30) vanishes if ω approaches
infinity). The position of the curve minimum is the most
interesting feature of the dispersion curve. Photons with
high frequency, i.e. large k, have high discriminating
power per photon because the second term in Eq. (32)
becomes increasingly larger. However, since the popula-
tion of the photonic states decreases when the field energy
increases, an optimal point is found. This point depends
on the coupling factor as shown in Fig.4 b. In partic-
ular, we notice that the minimum location is shifted to
higher frequencies when the coupling increases because λ
enhances the population of higher-energy and more dis-
criminating photonic states. We point out that while the
effect is still non-resonant, the optimal frequency value
in Fig.4 is system/cavity dependent.
The chiral discriminating powers reported in Fig.4 are
very small for realistic values of the light matter cou-
pling (λ ≤ 0.05 au ). In particular, the field-induced
energy differences are significantly smaller than the aver-
age thermal energy at room temperature. However, it is
well-known that field-induced modifications can be am-
plified by many orders of magnitude through cooperation
mechanisms between multiple molecules and field modes
[19, 85–89]. This class of phenomena is commonly called
collective effects [88, 90]. Even though the term collective
effects is typically associated with excited states in the

strong coupling community [19, 91], optical cavities are
known to induce long range correlation between molec-
ular systems even in their ground state [24, 25, 92, 93].
It is therefore interesting to investigate how the num-
ber of strongly coupled enantiomers influences the dis-
crimination power of the cavity. In Fig.5 we plot the
dependence of ∆ (R− S) with respect to the number of
chiral molecules in the cavity. Specifically, we perform
calculations on a set of 1-fluoroethylamine (both R and
S ) separated by 200 Å either along the wave vector di-
rection, Fig.5 a, or perpendicularly to k, Fig.5 b. The
coupling is fixed to λ = 0.05 au while the frequency of
the cavity is equal to 1.36 eV. In both directions the
discriminating power of the cavity is enhanced as the
number of chiral centers increases. The dispersions in
Fig.5 are slower than linear and the effect is dominated
by the square root of the number of enantiomers in the
cavity. This trend is in line with the behaviour shown
in Ref. [45], see Appendix F for additional details. We
note, however, that the enantiomeric discrimination dis-
cussed here is a non-resonant effect, showing the typical
ground state dependence from the cavity parameters, i.e.
∆ (R− S) ∝ O(λ2). The fitting functions in Fig.5 have
been chosen considering that the main energy contribu-
tion from the light-matter interaction term scales as

√
N .

Moreover, for Neλ
2 � ω2 we have:

λ√
2
√
ω2 +Neλ2

≈ 1√
2λ
√
Ne

(
λ− ω2

2Ne

)
, (35)

which justifies the second contribution in the fit. The
field induced energy differences are slightly stronger when
molecules are displaced along k. Although the effect
becomes infinitely large as the number of molecules in-
creases, the cavity-induced differences are not extensive.
Our results are in disagreement with those reported in
Ref. 20, where the authors show that ground state prop-
erties do not depend on the number of molecules in the
cavity. This disagreement, in our opinion, is due to the
inclusion of the squared field term, A2, in the Hamilto-
nian, see Eq.(6). This contribution, which is on par with
the dipole self-energy in the formalism of Ref. 20, changes
the effective frequency of the cavity from ω to ω̃ intro-
ducing a dependence on the number of molecules also
for ground state properties. Differently from resonant ef-
fects, therefore, it is not the effective coupling with the
field that changes, but the frequency. Since the frequency
variations are proportional to λ2, neglecting such terms
becomes more and more exact as the coupling decreases
and the approach in Ref. 20 is obtained. If the chiral
molecule is dissolved in a liquid, the solvent too plays
a significant role in enhancing the field-discriminating
power. Indeed, when the solute is chiral the solvent ar-
ranges in a chiral structure itself at least in the first few
solvation shells. Under these conditions the field inter-
acts with a significantly larger chiral system increasing
the discriminating effect. For example, in Fig. 6 we show
that when 10 water molecules solvate 1-fluoroethylamine,
the cavity effect almost doubles. We envision that the
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FIG. 7. Orientational effects for R and S enantiomers of
1-fluoroethylamine upon rotation around an arbitrary axis
shown above of an angle θ.

FIG. 8. S enantiomer of the alanine molecule.

solvent enhancement should become even more intense if
additional chiral molecules are added in the solution or
if a chiral solvent is used in the first place. This topic
will be the subject of a future publication. Additional
anisotropy factors, like magnetic fields or pulses of ex-
ternal circularly polarized light, could also enhance the
cavity discrimination similarly to what happens for MCD
spectra [94–96]. All the factors discussed above should
increase the field-induced energy differences in chiral cav-
ities, potentially to the kJ/mol range.

B. Rotational spectra in chiral cavities

Inside an optical cavity, the molecular energy is highly
dependent on the molecular orientation because the
quantization direction for the cavity field, k, naturally
introduces a spacial anisotropy [24]. For example, in
Fig. 7 we show how the energy of 1-fluoroethylamine
in a LHCP field changes upon rotation of the molecule

FIG. 9. Pictorial representation of the Euler angles

around an arbitrary axis. The photons, indeed, dress
molecules differently depending on their orientation. Us-
ing the concepts discussed in Sec. V, this follows from
the idea that a molecule does not interact with light in
the same way in all orientations. Some configurations
are therefore stabilized more than others by the cavity
resulting in preferential orientations of the system. This
should have a significant effect on the rotational spectra
of the system in the cavity. We point out that we expect
modifications in the rotational spectrum even for strong
coupling to linearly polarized fields. However, different
enantiomers would surely exhibit the same rotational lev-
els. Inside, a chiral cavity, instead, due to the differen-
tial photon dressing of the enantiomers, the field induced
orientational stabilization should differ for the two enan-
tiomers. In particular, the orientational effects reported
in Fig. 7 for the R and S enantiomers are not exactly the
same, confirming that the rotational surfaces differ for
the two mirror images. These variations should induce
enantioselective signatures in the rotational spectra. In
this section we compute the cavity-induced orientational
effects on the two enantiomers of alanine (see Fig.8) and
the relative rotational spectra. All the possible molecular
orientations are obtained varying the three Euler angles
φ, θ and χ describing a rotation around z, a rotation
around x and a rotation on around z again, respectively
(see Fig.9). The energy is invariant with respect to χ for
symmetry reasons. The Hamiltonian used to describe the
nuclear motion is

H =
∑
I

p2I
2MI

+ V (R), (36)

where V (R) is the potential energy surface obtained per-
foming a MC-QED-CCSD calculation for every orienta-
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FIG. 10. a) Rotational surface for S alanine in a LCHP cavity. The surface is not flat, instead some configurations are stabilized
by the field. b) Difference in the rotational surfaces of R and S alanine. We observe that the energy difference does not have
a constant sign.

tion of the molecule. The interactions between the nuclei
and the field in Eq. (36) are neglected because the nu-
clear motion is much slower than the electronic one. Once
the motion of the center of mass has been removed, the
kinetic contribution in Eq. (36) can be split into a vibra-
tional Hvib and a rotational part Hrot (the mixed rovi-
brational contribution will be neglected in this analysis).
The Hamiltonian in Eq. (36) is therefore rewritten as:

H = Hrot +Hvib

Hrot =
J2
ξ

2Iξ
+
J2
η

2Iη
+
J2
ζ

2Iζ
+ Vrot(θ, φ)

(37)

where ξ, η and ζ are the principal axes of inertia of the
molecule, treated as a rigid body [97]. A detailed dis-
cussion of how to compute the rotational energy levels
from Eq. (37) is reported in Appendix D. The rotational
potential energy surface, Vrot(θ, φ), for the S enantiomer
of alanine in a LHCP cavity is shown in Fig. 10 a. Differ-
ently from the no-cavity case, the surface is not flat and
presents two maxima and two minima: the most desta-
bilized and stabilized configurations, respectively. The
difference in the orientational effects for the two enan-
tiomers (∆(R− S)) is plotted in Fig. 10 b. In particular,
the results shown in Fig. 10 are obtained summing up
the cavity orientational effects obtained from the first 20
modes of a chiral cavity with fundamental excitation at
2.7 eV. The coupling has been set to λ = 0.05 au. We
note that in Fig. 10 b, ∆(R−S) does not have a constant
sign implying that the surfaces are not just shifted by a
constant. Specifically, the potential of the S enantiomer

has higher maxima and lower minima when compared
to the surface obtained for the R enantiomer. The ro-
tational spectra of the two mirror images are shown in
Fig. 11. Due to the orientational effects in the cavity, the
peaks are shifted to higher energies than standard rota-
tional spectroscopy. We highlight that R and S spectra
are not identical. While the intensities are mostly un-
changed, the peak positions are slightly different with
the largest modifications observed on the signals around
55, 70 and 100 cm−1. The shifts are not always in the
same direction and we observe that the R enantiomer
spectrum has a lower excitation around 70 cm−1 while
the S enantiomer spectrum shows lower transitions at
55 and 100 cm−1. Differences in the peak positions are
on the order of 0.5 cm−1, which is still large enough to
be detected experimentally. However, the shifts can be
enhanced by solvent and collective effects as discussed
in the previous section. Together with the data shown
before, these results confirm that chiral cavities can be
used to create energy differences between enantiomers
and that they induce enantiospecific shifts in their ro-
tational spectra. Observation of the enantiospecific sig-
natures in rotational spectroscopy would be a clear ex-
perimental proof of the effects described in this paper.
We point out, however, that dissipative channels might
be open for polaritonic states and that they might affect
the spectral resolution achievable experimentally. The
eventual broadening of the peaks, indeed, has not been
included in Fig.11. We envision that the cavity induced
discrimination effects described in this section might be
used to improve processes where enantiomers need to be



12

FIG. 11. Rotational spectra of R and S alanine inside an LCHP cavity.

separated [98]. As discussed in the introduction, this is a
critical process for non enantioselective synthesis meth-
ods where the differentiation among enantiomers has to
be performed after a 50/50 % mixture of the two mirror
images has been formed. Moreover, in future works we
will test weather the use of chiral cavities can be used to
induce enantioselectivity in chemical reactions.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we present the first ab initio framework
to model strong coupling between molecules and circu-
larly polarized light. We show that the simplest theo-
retical approach to properly describe these systems re-
quires the inclusion of two cavity modes to ensure the
correct field symmetry. We also discuss how inclusion
of the beyond dipole contributions is critical to capture
the chiral nature of the field. Our implementation is, to
our knowledge, the first report of an ab initio QED ap-
proach where the full field shape has been used. This
is a significant improvement over previous methodologies

since the inclusion of the full field shape allows for the
treatment of any kind of cavity dimension and field fre-
quency. This choice also solves serious issues with beyond
dipole QED approaches, e.g. multipolar expansion, that
introduces an expansion point dependence in the results.
We investigate the formal properties of the chiral cavity
Hamiltonian and argue that, using circularly polarized
electromagnetic fields, it is indeed possible to discrimi-
nate between the two mirror images of a chiral molecules.
To perform numerical simulations on realistic systems we
develop a complex QED coupled cluster approach. This
is a new critical development as the non-hermiticity of
the approach makes it challenging to deal with complex
Hamiltonians without unphysical complex energies. We
show that for QED methods the energy remains real if
an appropriate form of the cluster operator is employed.
Our results demonstrate that chiral cavities create energy
differences between enantiomers. The sign of the chiral
discrimination does not depend on the frequency of the
field or the coupling strength. Instead, it is only affected
by the circular polarization of the cavity. This is an es-
sential observation for future experimental applications
as the effects are stable for very large variations of the
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cavity parameters.
The dependence of the discrimination on the number

of strongly coupled chiral molecules has also been inves-
tigated. In particular, we observe an increase in the dis-
criminating power with the number of chiral systems in
the cavity. The solvent also enhances the enantioselec-
tive effect by creating a chiral solvation shell around the
chiral solute. Finally, we demonstrate that enantiomers
do not have the same rotational spectra in chiral cav-
ities. Specifically, the circularly polarized field induces
enantiospecific shifts in the peak positions. Our results
suggest that interesting phenomena should be observable
when molecules are placed in chiral cavities. Future de-
velopments will tackle the calculation of excited states
for chiral molecules in chiral cavities [45, 46]. Moreover,
future investigations will deal with the possibility to use
circularly polarized fields to induce enantioselectivity in
chemical reactions[45, 53, 99]. We believe that, together
with other reported findings [98], our results provide the
necessary motivation for further investigations of strong
coupling in enantiomeric separation.
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Appendix A: Zero-point energy and non
size-extensive effects

The θ value in the Bogoljubov transformation,
Eq. (10), has been chosen to remove the quadratic con-
tribution in Eq.(6). The same θ value is obtained when
minimizing the zero-point energy. Indeed, after the Bo-
goljubov transformation, the zero-point energy becomes
equal to

E (θ,Ne) =
Neλ

2

2ω
(cosh θ − sinh θ)

2
+ 2ω sinh2 θ +

ω

2
,

(38)
which has a minimum for

tanh 2θ =
λ2Ne

λ2Ne + 2ω2
. (39)

Using Eq.(39), the zero-point energy becomes equal to:

E0(Ne) =
1

2

√
ω2 +Neλ2 =

ω

2

√
1 +

Neλ2

ω2
, (40)

which is non size-extensive due to the square root depen-
dence on the number of molecules. The non size-extensize
contribution to the zero-point energy equals

Ense = E0(Ne)−NeE0(1) +
(Ne − 1)ω

2
, (41)

where the last term has been added to avoid overcount-
ing of the cavity zero-point energy. When Neλ

2

ω2 << 1,
Eq. (41) can be expanded in a Taylor series leading to

Ense ≈ −
Ne(Ne − 1)λ4

8ω3
, (42)

which shows the same Ne(Ne − 1) behaviour already re-
ported in Ref.[24].

Appendix B: Bogoljubov transformation for the
multimode case

The transformation in Eq.(10) is also useful when more
modes are included in the minimal coupling Hamiltonian:

H =
∑
i

p2
i

2
+
∑
k>0

ωk

(
b†kbk + b†−kb−k + 1

)
+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|RI − ri|

+λ
∑
i

∑
k>0

(pi · ε±) eikri
(bk + b†−k)
√

2ωk

+λ
∑
i

∑
k>0

(pi · ε∗±)e−ikri
(b†k + b−k)√

2ωk
(43)

+
∑
k>0

Neλ
2

2ωk

(
bk + b†−k

)(
b−k + b†k

)
+

∑
ik 6=k′>0

Neλ
2ei(k−k

′)ri

2
√
ωkωk′

(
bk + b†−k

)(
b−k′ + b†k′

)
.

In this case the squared term couples different field
modes. Due to the presence of electronic operators, the
quadratic contributions in the field cannot be fully reab-
sorbed using a unitary bosonic transformation similar to
Eq. (10). However, a product of those rotations leads to

U =
∏
k>0

exp
[
θk

(
b†kb
†
−k − bkb−k

)]
, (44)
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FIG. 12. Dispersion of the QED-Effects for a system of water
molecules displaced of 10 Å from each other. The coupling is
equal to 0.1 au while the frequency is equal to 13.6 eV.

which can be used to reabsorb the purely photonic terms
of Eq. (43) leading to

H =
∑
i

p2
i

2
+
∑
k

ω̃k

(
α†kαk + β†kβk + 1

)
+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|RI − ri|

+λ
∑
i

∑
k

(pi · ε±) eikri
(αk + β†k)√

2ω̃k

+λ
∑
i

∑
k

(pi · ε∗±)e−ikri
(α†k + βk)√

2ω̃k

+
∑
ik6=k′

Neλ
2ei(k−k

′)ri

2
√
ω̃kω̃k′

(
αk + β†k

)(
βk′ + α†k′

)
.

(45)

Once more, the frequencies have been redefined as ω̃k =√
ω2
k +Neλ2.

Appendix C: Basis set effects in QED calculations

Usually, the minimal coupling Hamiltonian is not em-
ployed to describe the interaction between light and mat-
ter, as it involves the complex momentum operator. In-
stead, it is customary to perform calculations using the
unitarily transformed version of the minimal coupling
Hamiltonian, called the PZW Hamiltonian. When the
dipole approximation is adopted, the PZW Hamiltonian

is equal to

HLG =He + λ

√
ω

2

∑
i

(di · ε)(b+ b†)

+
λ2

2

∑
ij

(di · ε)(dj · ε) + ωb†b,

(46)

where He is the standard electronic Hamiltonian and
di is the molecular dipole operator. This Hamiltonian
is referred to as length gauge form (LG). Extension of
Eq. (46) beyond the dipole approximation is a relatively
easy task if a multipole expansion is applied. However,
this approach breaks the origin invariance of the problem.
This is the reason why we have chosen a modified min-
imal coupling Hamiltonian to describe strongly coupled
systems in chiral cavities. The two approaches (multipole
expansion and minimal coupling) are completely equiv-
alent in theory, but the basis truncation in real calcula-
tions makes them differ.

In this section we therefore compare the QED-effects
obtained using the minimal coupling Hamiltonian in
the dipole approximation, also called the velocity-gauge
Hamiltonian (VG), and the length-gauge Hamiltonian
in Eq. (46). In Fig.12 we show the dispersion of the
QED effects for an increasing number of water molecules
spaced by 10 Å along the ε direction. As expected, the
results obtained using the different gauges are not the
same. In particular, the velocity gauge consistently pre-
dicts larger field contributions than length gauge. How-
ever, the agreement improves as the basis set is enlarged.
While the QED-effects computed using velocity gauge
decrease when the basis is enlarged, the effects com-
puted using length gauge increase. From Fig.12 we infer
that both gauges converge in the complete basis limit,
one from above, and the other from below. Because of
the non-variational character of the coupled cluster ap-
proach, gauge invariance is not necessarily reached in the
complete basis unless the full set of excitations are in-
cluded [100]. However, as shown in previous works [101],
reasonable agreement between the two gauges can be
reached with large basis sets and the two frameworks de-
scribe the same qualitative effects regardless of the basis
size.

Appendix D: Calculation of the rotational spectrum

The molecular rotational spectra shown in this paper
are obtained treating the molecule as an asymmetrical
top, following the theory in Ref. [97]. In particular, the
rotational Hamiltonian, Hrot is equal to

Hrot =
1

4

(
J2 − J2

ζ

)( 1

Iξ
+

1

Iη

)
+
J2
ζ

2Iζ

+
1

8

(
J2
+ + J2

−
)( 1

Iξ
− 1

Iη

)
+ V (θ, φ),

(47)
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expressed in terms of angular momentum operators J+
and J−. The angular momentum component M along the
fixed z axis is a good quantum number for the stationary
states of Eq. (47). The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of
Eq.(47) are obtained solving the eigenvalue problem∑

Jk′

(〈JMk|Hrot |J ′Mk′〉 − Eδkk′)cJ′k′ = 0, (48)

where {|JMk〉} are the eigenfunctions of the symmetric
top problem[97]

Dj
Mk(χ, θ, φ) = exp(iMχ)djMnexp(ikφ). (49)

While the matrix elements for the J operators are ob-
tained using the angular momentum properties, the con-
tribution arising from the cavity-induced potential is
more difficult to account for. To include the contribution
from the cavity potential we perform a discrete Fourier
transform in θ and φ

V (θ, φ) ≈
∑
ln

Vlne
ilθeinφ, (50)

where we have only retained the Vln such that |Vln| >
0.001. The diagonalization is performed in Mathematica
for quantum number M = 0, 1, 2 and states with J ≤
4. The intensities in the spectrum have been computed
using the oscillator strength

feg =
2

3
(Ee − Eg)

∑
n=x,y,z

|〈ψe| dn |ψg〉|2, (51)

where ψg and ψe are the ground and excited state wave
functions, respectively, with energies Eg and Ee.

VIII. APPENDIX E: SINGLE MODE
APPROXIMATION

The single-mode approximation is widely used together
with the dipole approximation (e±ikr = 1) [102–104].
In the single-mode approximation, the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (5) becomes

Hk =
1

2

∑
i

(
pi −

λ√
2ωk

(
ε±bke

ikri + ε∗±b
†
ke
−ikri

))2

+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|RI − ri|

+ ωk

(
b†kbk +

1

2

)
,

(52)

or

Hk =
1

2

∑
i

(
pi −

λ√
2ωk

(
ε∓b−ke

−ikri + ε∗∓b
†
−ke

ikri
))2

+
∑
i>j

1

|ri − rj |
+
∑
I>J

ZIZJ
|RI −RJ |

−
∑
i,I

ZI
|RI − ri|

+ ωk

(
b†−kb−k +

1

2

)
,

(53)

depending on which mode is retained, either the one go-
ing from left to right or vice versa. Although these Hamil-
tonians seem to be theoretically consistent with each
other, they do not have the same eigenvalues as there
is no unitary transformation connecting them. Choos-
ing one mode of the field only would therefore break
the natural symmetry of the Hamiltonian Eq. (5) where
left and right are the same. Therefore, at least two
different modes of the electromagnetic field are needed
to characterize a chiral cavity. Specifically, such modes
should have the same frequency but opposite wave vec-
tor. So far, we have shown that two modes are neces-
sary to describe the chiral field consistently. A similar
line of arguments shows that the two-mode treatment is
also required when the dipole approximation is applied
in Eq. (5). A pictorial representation of the results dis-
cussed in this section is reported in Fig. 13. In particu-
lar, we highlight that, when the field is circularly polar-
ized, the photons moving to the right are different from
those moving to the left even in the dipole approximation.
Therefore, both modes need to be included explicitly in
our description of the vector potential. In the case of a
linearly polarized field, instead, the left and right mov-
ing photons can only be distinguished if we go beyond
the dipole approximation.

IX. APPENDIX F: SMALL COUPLING
EFFECTS

In Fig.5, we discuss how the field induced energy dif-
ferences are affected by the number of chiral molecules in
the cavity. In particular, we found out that the discrim-
ination power grows as the square root of the number of
enantiomers in the cavity for a large number of molecules.
In this appendix we additionally show that in the limit
of small coupling the effects grows almost linearly, see
Fig.14. In this setting, Neλ

2 << ω2, we have that

λ√
2
√
ω2 +Neλ2

≈ λ√
2ω

(
1− Neλ

2

2ω2

)
. (54)

The linearity effect is lost when the number of molecules
is such that Neλ

2 ≈ ω2 and the
√
N effect dominates at

large number of molecules. This result is in agreement
with what is reported in Ref. 45.
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FIG. 13. In a chiral cavity (left side of the picture) the left and right moving photons are different even in dipole approximation
(the two arrows rotate in a different way) and both the modes must therefore be included in the Hamiltonian. In a linearly
polarized cavity, instead, once the dipole approximation has been adopted the contribution from the two photons is exactly the
same. Therefore a one mode picture is enough to describe the system.
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Cavities, Ph.D. thesis, Université de Bordeaux (2022).
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A. Fernández-Domı́nguez, Phys. Rev. A 98, 013839
(2018).

[86] R. F. Ribeiro, J. A. Campos-Gonzalez-Angulo, N. C.
Giebink, W. Xiong, and J. Yuen-Zhou, Phys. Rev. A
103, 063111 (2021).

[87] T. E. Li, A. Nitzan, and J. E. Subotnik, Angew. Chem.
Int. Edit. 133, 15661 (2021).

[88] A. Mandal, X. Li, and P. Huo, J. Chem. Phys. 156,
014101 (2022).

[89] D. Sidler, M. Ruggenthaler, C. Schäfer, E. Ronca, and
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