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A material with symmetry breaking inside can transmit the symmetry breaking to its vicinity
by vacuum electromagnetic fluctuations. Here, we show that vacuum quantum fluctuations proxi-
mate to a parity-symmetry-broken material can induce a chirality-dependent spectral shift of chiral
molecules, resulting in a chemical reaction process that favors producing one chirality over the
other. We calculate concrete examples and evaluate the chirality production rate with experimen-
tally realizable parameters, showing the promise of selecting chirality with symmetry-broken vacuum
quantum fluctuations.

Introduction.— The notion of chirality (or handedness)
dates back to the year 1848 when Louis Pasteur noticed
two types of crystals, each one a mirror image of the
other. Since then, the ubiquitous existence of chirality
has been recognized and appreciated in different areas
ranging from fundamental physics to chemistry and biol-
ogy. One of the most promising endeavors is to explain
the origin of molecular handedness in nature1.

Chemists often refer to mirror-image molecules as L
enantiomers and D enantiomers, where L and D con-
ventionally stand for left- and right-handedness. When
chiral molecules are synthesized from achiral building
blocks, equal amounts of the L and D enantiomers are
usually produced in the absence of external influences.
Therefore, chirality selection in chemical reactions re-
mains an important but painstakingly difficult task2.

The most common approach to selecting chirality in
chemistry is by using a chiral catalyst in a sophisti-
cated procedure3,4. However, it is difficult to identify
the appropriate chiral catalyst for a specific chemical re-
action. Additional methods involve employing external
influences, such as static EM fields or circularly polarized
radiation, to discriminate chirality5–18. The efficiency of
these approaches depends on specific circumstances2 and
typically does not exceed the efficiency of the catalytic
approach19,20. Therefore, the quest for a universal and
more efficient method to select chirality is of great prac-
tical importance.

Vacuum quantum fluctuations are a promising can-
didate for selecting chirality in chemical reactions. At
first glance, it would appear impossible since a vac-
uum, by definition, contains nothing and would not
affect chemical reactions. However, quantum fluctua-
tions in the vacuum have successfully explained many

famous phenomena, such as the anomalous magnetic
moment21, Lamb shift22,23, and Casimir forces24–27. In
particular, quantum-fluctuation-related effects could be
enhanced or modified by confining light modes in a
small cavity28–31. Indeed, physicists have come to ap-
preciate using quantum fluctuations in cavities to tai-
lor the properties of materials or molecules32,33. For
example, quantum fluctuations in cavities can mediate
interactions between electrons, leading to the enhance-
ment of superconductivity34–38, the breakdown of the
quantization of Hall conductance39–41, or new phases of
matter42–48. Furthermore, pioneering works have shown
that quantum fluctuations in cavities can modify acti-
vation barriers and even affect chemical reaction rates
significantly49–55.

However, quantum fluctuations in the vacuum (or a
trivial cavity) preserve parity symmetry (PS) and are
unable to induce an access of chirality in chemical reac-
tions. Incorporating PS breaking into the quantum fluc-
tuations is essential for selecting chirality. Several studies
have demonstrated the influence of symmetry breaking
on phenomena induced by quantum fluctuations, such
as chirality-dependent Casimir forces56–65, dissipation-
less Casimir viscosity66, and band gap generation67–70.
To highlight the combined power of the symmetry break-
ing and quantum fluctuations, Wilczek and one of us
proposed a general framework, showing that symmetry
breaking can be transmitted from materials to their vicin-
ity via vacuum quantum fluctuations. The vacuum in
proximity to a symmetry-broken material is referred as
its quantum atmosphere71.

In this paper, we show that the quantum fluctuations
proximate to a PS-broken material can induce a no-
table energy difference between a chiral molecule and its

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

11
13

2v
4 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 3
0 

N
ov

 2
02

3



2

mirror-image enantiomer. The energy difference shifts
the activation barrier in chemical reactions, resulting
in an excess of one particular chirality over the other.
We propose two setups for exploring this effect: one in-
volving a Pasteur material and the other utilizing a gy-
rotropic cavity (Fig. 1). Notice that gyrotropic cavities,
which permit the existence of only one circular polariza-
tion of photonic mode, have been realized experimentally
using patterned chiral mirrors72–74, spin-orbital coupled
materials75, and topological photonic materials76,77.

FIG. 1. A pair of enantiomers (red and blue colors refer to
opposite chirality) immersed in PS-broken quantum fluctua-
tions proximate to a Pasteur material (a) and in a gyrotropic
cavity (b).

The paper is organized as follows: We first review the
theoretical model of chiral molecules based on the Born-
Oppenheimer (BO) approximation78. Second, we iden-
tify a chiral energy shift that can characterize chiral en-
sembles in a PS-broken vacuum. Through first-principle
calculation, we uncover a sizable energy disparity of a
pair of enantiomers. Finally, we evaluate the chemical
reaction rate and obtain a notable chirality production
rate, amply illustrating the selective power of symmetry-
broken quantum fluctuations.

BO approximation and the model of chiral molecules.—
The Hamiltonian of a molecule contains three parts: the
energy of nucleus, the energy of electrons, and the inter-
action energy between the electrons and the nucleus:

Ĥmol = T̂n + V̂n(R̂) + T̂el + V̂el(r̂) + V̂n−el(R̂, r̂). (1)

Here, T̂ and V̂ denote the kinetic energy and Coulomb
interactions, respectively; subindices n and el rep-
resent nucleus and electrons, respectively; variables
{R1,R2, . . . ,RN1

} and {r1, r2, . . . , rN2
} stand for the

positions of N1 nucleus and N2 electrons, respectively.
BO approximation is based on the fact that the kinetic

energy of electrons is much larger than the nucleus. The
energy-scale separation allows one to treat the electron
movement first while the nuclear positions are regarded
as fixed parameters. According to this scenario, the BO
approximation is a two-step procedure78,79:

(1) Solve the electronic Hamiltonian Ĥel = T̂el + V̂el +

V̂n−el(R, r̂), whose i-th eigenenergy and eigenstate
are functions of R, denoted as Eel,i(R) and |ϕi(R)⟩
(i = 0, 1, 2...), respectively.

(2) Promoting R to be an operator yields an

R̂-dependent electronic Hamiltonian Ĥel(R̂) =

∑
iEel,i(R̂)|ϕi(R̂)⟩⟨ϕi(R̂)|.

The potential energy surface (PES) for the ith electronic
energy level is defined as

V̂i(R̂) ≡ V̂n(R̂) + Eel,i(R̂)|ϕi(R̂)⟩⟨ϕi(R̂)|. (2)

Because of the well-separated PESs, the transition be-
tween different PESs can be ignored, and the effective

Hamiltonian for the ith PES reduces to Ĥ
(i)
mol = T̂n(R̂)+

V̂i(R̂). We will focus on the shift of the ground-state
PES of a chiral molecule induced by PS-broken quantum
fluctuations.
To characterize chiral molecules, we introduce a par-

ity operator JP and a rotation operator JR. For a chi-
ral molecule, any rotation of nuclear configurations could
not bring the electronic Hamiltonian identical to its enan-

tiomer, i.e., Ĥel(JRR̂) ̸= Ĥel(JP R̂) for all JR ∈ SO(3).
By contrast, for achiral molecules, there always exists a
rotation operation that can bring the electronic Hamil-
tonian identical to its parity counterpart.
Energy shift of chiral molecules in vacuum.— We con-

sider a molecule interacting with a nearby symmetry-
broken material through vacuum quantum EM fluctu-
ations. Within the BO approximation, and the total

Hamiltonian consists the electronic Hamiltonian Ĥel of
the molecule, the vacuum EM Hamiltonian Ĥem, the

electron-EM interaction Ĥel−em, and the material-EM

interaction Ĥmat−em:

Ĥ = Ĥel + Ĥel−em + Ĥem + Ĥmat−em. (3)

Tracing out the material degrees of freedom |ψmat⟩
yields an effective Hamiltonian Hsb that embodies the
symmetry-breaking information of the material:

Ĥsb = Ĥem +Trmat

(
Ĥmat−em

)
(4)

where Trmat denotes the trace of the matrix with respect

to the states of the material. Since Ĥsb encodes all the
material’s influence on the vacuum EM fields, a simplified
Hamiltonian can be employed to address the interaction
between the molecules and the symmetry-broken mate-
rial:

Ĥ = Ĥel + Ĥel−em + Ĥsb. (5)

When considering the interactions between molecules
and EM fields, the important Fourier components of EM
fields are those whose frequencies are on the order of
atomic frequencies or less. Since the corresponding wave-
length is much larger than the size of the molecule, one
could employ the interaction Hamiltonian in the multi-
polar coupling scheme and long-wavelength approxima-
tion, describing the interaction of a molecule with the

EM fields: Ĥel−em = −d̂ · Ê − m̂ · B̂, where d and m
denote the electric and magnetic dipoles of the molecule,
respectively. This multipolar coupling Hamiltonian has
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been extensively studied in the literature56–58,80,81. Elec-
tromagnetic quantum fluctuations renormalize the elec-
tronic energy levels, yielding a shift of the ground-state
energy (we use the unit ℏ = c = 1)

∆E0 = −
∑
i,I,F

p(I)

∣∣∣〈ϕi, F ∣∣∣d̂ · Ê+ m̂ · B̂
∣∣∣ϕ0, I〉∣∣∣2

Ei0 +ΩFI
.

Here, |ϕi, I⟩ ≡ |ϕi(R)⟩⊗ |I⟩ is the direct product state of
the ith PES’s state |ϕi(R)⟩ and the photonic state |I⟩.
p(I) = e−βEI/Zph is the thermal probability of the initial
photonic state |I⟩. Ei0 is the energy gap between the ith
PES and the lowest PES. ΩFI = ΩF − ΩI is the energy
gap between the photonic states |F ⟩ and |I⟩.
The ground-state energy shift includes two parts: The

first contribution

∆Eaχ
0 = −

∑
i,I,F

p(I)
|d0i ·EIF |2 + |m0i ·BIF |2

Ei0 +ΩFI
(6)

is achiral, because it remains invariant under a parity
operation (i.e., m → m and d → −d). By contrast, the
second contribution

∆Eχ
0 = −

∑
i,I,F

p(I)
2Re [(d0i ·EIF ) (mi0 ·BFI)]

Ei0 +ΩFI
(7)

reverses its sign under the parity operation and is called
chiral energy shift. The transition matrices are defined

as d0i = ⟨ϕ0|d̂|ϕi⟩, mi0 = ⟨ϕi|m̂|ϕ0⟩, EIF = ⟨I|Ê|F ⟩,
and BFI = ⟨F |B̂|I⟩.
The chiral energy shift arises for a molecule (regardless

of being chiral or not) with finite electronic and magnetic
dipoles. However, to calculate the average chiral energy
shift of an isotropic ensemble (liquid or gas), one should
integrate over all orientations. And that makes the key
difference: The average chiral energy shift vanishes for
achiral ensembles but remains finite for chiral ensembles
(see the proof82):

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ = −

∑
i,I,F

2 p(I)Re [Ri0 (EIF ·BFI)]

3 (Ei0 +ΩFI)
, (8)

where Ri0 ≡ (d0i ·mi0), the imaginary part of which is
called rotatory strength83,84. In what follows, we will
evaluate the chiral energy shift of chiral molecules in-
duced by two types of PS-broken quantum fluctuations.

Chiral molecules above a Pasteur material.— The EM
response of a Pasteur material is governed by the con-
stitutive relations D = ϵE − iκH and B = µH + iκE,
where, following Landau’s convention, D and B (E and
H) are called electric and magnetic induction (field);
ϵ = ϵrϵ0 (µ = µrµ0) are the permittivity (permeability)
of the Pasteur material85; the parameter κ characterizes
the strength of PS breaking. While the Casimir-Polder
forces between a chiral molecule and a Pasteur material

have been nicely investigated58, we focus on the spectral
change.
We can alternatively express Eq. (8) in terms of

Green’s functions82:

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ =

2µ0

3π

∑
i

ImRi0

∫ +∞

0

ξ2dξ

E2
i0 + ξ2

Tr∇×G (iξ)

(9)
with G the Green’s function of EM fields, which includes
the free-space contribution Gfree and the symmetry-
breaking contribution from Pasteur material Gsb. Simi-
lar formulas Eqs.(6), (7), and (9) have been used to derive
chiral-surface-molecule interactions and chiral-surface-
mediated interactions previously58,59. While the free-
space contribution embodies no symmetry-breaking in-
formation and leads to identical energy shift for enan-
tiomers, the symmetry-breaking contribution differenti-
ates chiral enantiomers. One can obtain Gsb from the re-
flection coefficients of the Pasteur plate, namely rss, rsp,
rps, and rpp, where the subindices indicate the polariza-
tion of the incoming and reflected EM wave82. We nu-
merically calculate the distance-dependent energy shift,
and compare it with the analytical nonretarded limit
µ0(rsp−rps)

48iπz3 ImReg (Fig. 2). Here, z is the distance be-
tween the chiral molecule and Pasteur plate, and ImR10

is the rotatory strength considering the molecular ground
state and its first excited state.

FIG. 2. (a) Numerically calculation of average chiral en-
ergy shift for different parameter κ. We set E10 = 2 eV and
ImR10 = 0.1ea0µB with a0 and µB the Bohr radius and
Bohr magnetic moment, respectively. (b) The analytical non-
retarded result works for z ≪ zunit = 1/E10; the energy unit
is defined as Eunit = µ0 ImR10E

3
10/3π

2; κ = 0.4. We set
εr = µr = 1.

Chiral molecules in gyrotropic cavities.— We study
chiral molecules in a PS-broken gyrotropic cavity. The
Hamiltonian for the cavity photonic modes reads Ĥqa =∑

n Ωn

(
â†nân + 1

2

)
, where â†n is the creation operator of a

photonic mode n and frequency Ωn. In terms of creation
and annihilation operators, the vector potential is

Â(r) =
∑
n

gn
[
An(r)ân +A∗

n(r)â
†
n

]
, (10)

where the coupling strength gn =
√

1/2ϵ0ΩnVeff ; and

An(r) = eikn·rê represents the EM wave of polariza-
tion ê. We assume a general polarization ê = êR + iêI
with real êR and êI , which encodes the symmetry-
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broken information. Substituting the EM fields operators
(Coulomb gauge)

Ê(r) = i
∑
n

gnΩn

[
An(r)â−A∗

n(r)â
†] , and

B̂(r) = i
∑
n

gn
[
∇×An(r)â+∇×A∗

n(r)â
†] (11)

into Eq. (8) yields the chiral energy shift82

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ =

∑
n

4g2nΩ
2
n

3
êk · (êR × êI)

∑
i

ImRi0

Ei0 +Ωn
. (12)

Here, the factor êk · (êR × êI) flips sign under parity
operation and implies the chirality of the cavity mode.
êk ·(êR × êI) = ± 1

2 for a right(left)-handed circularly po-
larized mode, whereas it vanishes in a linearly polarized
one. Let us estimate the magnitude of the chiral energy
shift with promising experimental parameters. Consider-
ing two-level systems (ground state |g⟩ and excited state
|e⟩), we estimate the chiral energy shift in a left-handed
gyrotropic cavity

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ = −

4πα

3

∑
n

(
ImReg

ea0µB

)(
a30
Veff

)
Ωn

∆E +Ωn
ERyd

(13)
where α, a0, and µB are the fine structure constant,
Bohr radius, and Bohr magnetic moment, respectively.
∆E denotes the electronic energy gap; Ωn is the fre-
quency of the nth photonic mode; ERyd is the Rydberg
energy; ImReg is the molecular rotatory strength, and
the effective mode volume of a cavity is defined as the
ratio between the total field energy in the cavity di-
vided by the field energy density at the molecular po-
sition, i.e., Veff =

∫
V
d3rε (r) |E (r)|2/ϵ0 |E (rm)|2. Set-

ting ImReg ≈ 0.1 ea0µB , ∆E ≈ 2 eV, Ωn = 0.1n eV
(ten modes n = 1, 2...10), and the smallest effective
volume reachable in experiments Veff ≈ 0.2 nm3, we
obtain an experimental detectable chiral energy shift

δEχ
0 ≈ −0.06meV.

Collective enhancement.— Here, we explore how the
chiral energy shift can be enhanced by collective effects.
For this analysis, it is important to identify two types
of terms in Eq. (7), commonly called the Debye term
(i = 0) and the London term (i ̸= 0). While both terms
contribute to the measurable spectral shift, only the De-
bye term can benefit from collective effect in a polarized
ensemble of molecules (see below). Similar to Eq. (7),
we calculate the Debye part of the chiral energy shift of
all N molecules at zero temperature82:

∆Eχ
0,N

∣∣∣
Debye

= −
∑
n

2Re

[(
N∑
j=1

d
(j)
00 ·E

(j)
n,01

)(
N∑
j=1

m
(j)
00 ·B

(j)
n,10

)]
Ωn

FIG. 3. (a) Atomic structure of a chiral molecule and its enan-
tiomer. Gray and white balls represent carbon and hydrogen
atoms, respectively. (b) DFT calculated electric dipole as a
function of the reaction coordinate. The reaction coordinate
is defined as a certain average of nuclei displacement, which
captures the change of molecular configuration. The reac-
tion coordinate is defined as a certain average displacement
of nucleus, capturing the change of molecular configuration.
(c) Bare molecular PES. The barrier is symmetric for left-
handed and right-handed molecules. (d) Molecular PES ver-
sus the reaction coordinate induced by chiral energy shift [see
Eq. (16)]. Different colors correspond to different numbers of
molecules.

= −N2
∑
n

2Re [(d00 ·En,01) (m00 ·Bn,10)]

Ωn
(14)

where n labels the cavity modes, and (j) represents
the physical quantities of the jth molecule. The sec-
ond equality follows that the molecules are polarized,

d
(j)
00 · E

(j)
n,01 = d00 · En,01, m

(j)
00 · B

(j)
n,10 = m00 · Bn,10.

(A similar derivation was also given in52.) Modeling chi-
ral cavity modes the same as before, the Debye term per
molecule is

∆Eχ
0 |Debye =−N

∑
n

2Re [(d00 ·En,01) (m00 ·Bn,10)]

Ωn

=−N
∑
n

g2nΩn (d00,xm00,y − d00,ym00,x)

(15)

To illustrate the opposite energy shift for a pair of
enantiomers, we consider a concrete example — an en-
semble of chiral molecules named hydrogen-missing he-
licene [Fig. 3(a)]. Using density functional theory
(DFT), we calculate the ground-state electric dipole
moment of this molecule as it undergoes a transition
from left-handed to right-handed configuration82 [Fig.
3(b)]. Enantiomers are mirror images of each other
across the y-z plane, resulting in dipole moments of
(±d00,x, d00,y, d00,z). The ground-state magnetic mo-
ment arises from an unpaired electron, which can be po-
larized in the y direction. Consequently, the pair of enan-
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tiomers experience opposite chiral energy shifts (note
that the London term does not scale with N and can
be ignored here82):

∆Eχ
0 ≈ ∆Eχ

0 |Debye = ∓N
∑
n

g2nΩnd00,xm00,y (16)

Using the same parameters as given below Eq. (13)
except with d00 = 0.2ea0ex and m00 = µBey, we
find the magnitude ∓N × 0.92meV. Our DFT calcu-
lations in Fig. 3(d) show that the chiral energy shift
in a cluster of 100 molecules can be significantly en-
hanced. We have not considered the effect of intermolec-
ular interactions56,57,65, which may influence the collec-
tive enhancement quantitatively by either strengthening
or weakening the molecular alignment.

FIG. 4. Chirality-selective rate as a function of the chiral
energy shift at different temperatures. Upon reversing the
chiral energy shift, opposite chirality is selected.

Finally, we evaluate the impact of chiral energy shift
in chemical reactions. According to the collision the-

ory, chemical reaction rates depends on the activation
energy Ea—a minimum amount of energy that the re-
actants need to overcome to form products. The chem-
ical reaction rates can be approximately calculated by
the Arrhenius equation k = A exp(−βEa) (k is the rate
constant and Ea is the activation energy)86. We define
a chirality-selective rate to characterize the reaction-rate
difference between chiral enantiomers82:

Pχ =
kL − kR
kL + kR

=
1− exp (−2β∆Eχ

0 )

1 + exp (−2β∆Eχ
0 )

(17)

with kL (kR) denoting the chemical reaction rates for the
L(D) enantiomer. In Supplemental Material82, we use
transition state theory to justify the above result. One
could tune the sign of the chiral energy shift to select
desired chirality in chemical reactions (see Fig. 4).
Summary.— We studied the effect of quantum fluctu-

ations on the spectra of chiral molecules. Our research
demonstrates that PS-broken quantum fluctuations can
induce a chirality-dependent shift in the ground-state en-
ergy. We predicted a significant rate of chirality selec-
tion for chiral enantiomers in a gyrotropic cavity. Since
chirality selection is related to the rotational strength
or the ground-state dipole moments (generally nonzero),
our findings have broad applicability and are not limited
to any specific molecular model. We remark that our
logic, content, and proposals differ fundamentally from
the recent papers discussing chirality discrimination87,88.
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Rev. Lett. 109, 053601 (2012).

44 T. Byrnes, N. Y. Kim, and Y. Yamamoto, Nature Physics
10, 803 (2014).

45 J. Román-Roche, F. Luis, and D. Zueco, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 167201 (2021).

46 P. Nataf, T. Champel, G. Blatter, and D. M. Basko, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 123, 207402 (2019).

47 A. Stokes and A. Nazir, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 143603
(2020).

48 V. Rokaj, M. Ruggenthaler, F. G. Eich, and A. Rubio,
Physical Review Research 4, 013012 (2022).

49 F. Herrera and F. C. Spano, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 238301
(2016).

50 J. Flick, M. Ruggenthaler, H. Appel, and A. Rubio, Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114, 3026
(2017).

51 J. Galego, F. J. Garcia-Vidal, and J. Feist, Physical Re-
view Letters 119, 136001 (2017).

52 J. Galego, C. Climent, F. J. Garcia-Vidal, and J. Feist,
Physical Review X 9, 021057 (2019).
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Supplemental Materials

The supplemental materials are structured as follows:

• Section A discusses the average of chiral energy shift across all spatial orientations, as given by Equation (8).

• Sections B and C are dedicated to the scattering Green’s function method for calculating the chiral energy shift.
The specific calculation for the Pasteur plate case can be found in Section C.

• Section D presents the derivation of the chiral energy shift in a gyrotropic cavity, as given by Equation (12).

• Section E explores the effects of finite temperature on our results.

• Section F provides an explanation of the approximations utilized in the Arrhenius equation we employ.

• Section G contains information regarding the density functional theory calculation.

Appendix A: Isotropic average of chiral energy shift

In this section, we delve deeper into the derivation of averaging the chiral energy shift over various molecular
orientations. We provide the derivation of Equation (8) presented in the main text and explain the reason behind its
vanishing value for achiral molecules. Considering a molecule with nuclear positions denoted as R, the chiral energy
shift can be expressed as:

∆Eχ
0 = −

∑
i,I,F

pI
2Re (d0i (R) ·EIF ) (mi0 (R) ·BFI)

Ei0 + ωFI
(A1)

It is important to note that the matrix elements of electric and magnetic dipoles are dependent on the orientation of
R. In the case of isotropic samples of molecules, as discussed in the main text, it is necessary to take an average over
all orientations. Therefore, the expression can be written as follows:

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ = −

∫
JR∈SO(3)

dJR
∑
i,I,F

pI
2Re (d0i (JRR) ·EIF ) (mi0 (JRR) ·BFI)

Ei0 + ωFI
(A2)

But what are d0i (JRR) and m0i (JRR)? Define a unitary representation of SO(3), ĴR, acting on electronic position

eigenstates as ĴR |r⟩ = |JRr⟩. Then, using the fact that electronic Hamiltonian (see the discussion of BO approxima-

tion in the main text) is unchanged under rotating both the nuclear and electronic positions, Ĵ−1
R H (JRR) ĴR = H (R),

one can verify that |ϕi (JRR)⟩ = ĴR |ϕi (R)⟩. Moreover, for matrix elements of electric dipole moment,

dij (R) =
∑

α∈{nuclei}
ZαeRα − ⟨ϕi (R)|

∑
β∈{electrons}

er̂β |ϕj (R)⟩

dij (JRR) =
∑

α∈{nuclei}
ZαeJRRα − ⟨ϕi (R)| Ĵ−1

R

∑
β∈{electrons}

er̂β ĴR |ϕj (R)⟩

=JRdij (R)

(A3)

Similarly, magnetic moment mij (R) = ⟨ϕi (R)|
∑

β∈{electrons}

−e
2me

r̂β × p̂β |ϕj (R)⟩ satisfies

mij (JRR) = JRmij (R) (A4)

Also, for parity operator introduced in the main text, JP , which is a spatial inversion around the center of a molecule,
one can prove that

dij (JPR) = −dij (R) ,mij (JPR) = mij (R) (A5)
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Using these definitions, (A2) becomes

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ =−

∫
JR∈SO(3)

dJR
∑
i,I,F

pI
2Re [(JRd0i ·EIF ) (JRmi0 ·BFI)]

Ei0 + ωFI

=− 2

3

∑
i,I,F

pI
Re [(d0i ·mi0) (EIF ·BFI)]

Ei0 + ωFI

(A6)

This is eq.8 in the main text. Note that d0i ·mi0 changes sign under parity operation, ⟨∆Eχ
0 (JPR)⟩ = −⟨∆Eχ

0 (R)⟩.
However, as mentioned in the main text, for an achiral molecule, there is a specific rotation JR0

, s.t. H (JR0
R) =

H (JPR) and ⟨∆Eχ
0 (JR0

R)⟩ = ⟨∆Eχ
0 (JPR)⟩. So,

⟨∆Eχ
0 (JPR)⟩ =

∫
JR∈SO(3)

dJRδEch
0 (JRJPR)

=

∫
JR∈SO(3)

dJRδEch
0 (JR0

JRR)

= ⟨∆Eχ
0 (R)⟩

In the second equality we use that parity and rotation commute. Therefore, average chiral energy shift indeed vanishes
for achiral molecules.

Appendix B: Chiral Casimir-Polder energy in electromagnetic Green’s function

In this section, we derive the explicit expression for chiral Casimir-Polder energy using electromagnetic Green’s
function, i.e., Eq.(9) in the main text, on which the next section is based.

According to Eq.(7) of the main text, the chiral energy shift is,

∆Eχ
0 (rM ) = −

∑
i,I,F

p (I)
2Re [d0i ·EIF (rM )⊗BIF (rM ) ·mi0]

Ei0 + EFI
(B1)

where we combine vectors E and B to be a tensor.

Electromagnetic Green’s function is a useful tool for studying this problem. Roughly, it is both the Green’s function

for the equation of motion of vector potential in ϕ = 0 gauge, obeying
(
−ω2

c2 εr (r, ω) +∇×
1

µr(r,ω)∇×
)
G (r, r′, ω) =

δ (r− r′) (where Pasteur parameter κ is zero for simplicity), and the retarded response function of vector potential
(times −µ−1

0 ) (For an introduction to electromagnetic Green’s function, see Ref.[S1,S2]). To use Green’s function
in the following derivation, we need the analytic structure of correlation function. The frequency domain retarded

response function of operators Ô1,2 is GR
12 (ω) = Z−1

∑
I,F

O1,IFO2,FI
e−βEI−e−βEF

ω+EIF+i0+ . Generalized imaginary part can be

defined as Im′GR(ω) = 1
2i

[
GR

12(ω)−GR ∗
21 (ω)

]
, and thus

Im′GR (ω) = −π
∑
I,F

p (I)O1,IFO2,FI

(
1− e−βω

)
δ (ω − EFI) (B2)

Therefore, we have the following expression of the generalized imaginary part of the correlation function of electric
and magnetic fields

− 1

π

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

Im′ GR
em (r, r′, ω)

(1− e−βω) (Ei0 + ω)
=
∑
I,F

p (I)
EIF (r)⊗BIF (r′)

Ei0 + EFI
(B3)

The em correlation function can be related to the Green function (of vector potential) through Im′ GR
em (r, r′, ω) =

iµ0ω Im′ G (r, r′, ω)×
←−
∇ ′[S4]. So we can write the chiral energy shift in a compact form,

∆Eχ
0 (rM ) = −

∑
i

∫ +∞

−∞

µ0ωdω

π (1− e−βω) (Ei0 + ω)
2Im Tr

(
mi0d0i · Im′ G (rM , rM , ω)×

←−
∇ ′
)

(B4)
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We study an easier case here. We assume zero temperature, i.e. only consider vacuum field contribution, and
isotropic molecular sample. The latter is to say that we replace the tensor like dm with its average over all directions

⟨dm⟩ = d·m
3 I (see section A). Note that Im′ G (r, r′, ω) =

[
G (r, r′, ω)−GT (r′, r, ω)

]
/2i, so Im′ G (rM , rM , ω)×

←−
∇ ′ =

1
2i

{
G (rM , rM , ω)×

←−
∇ ′ + [∇×G∗ (rM , rM , ω)]

T
}
, and (B4) can be written as

⟨∆Eχ
0 (rM )⟩ =

∑
i

∫ +∞

0

µ0ωdω

3π (Ei0 + ω)
Re
[
Ri0

(
Tr
(
G×

←−
∇ ′
)
+Tr (∇×G∗)

)]
(B5)

where Ri0 ≡ (d0i ·mi0)

To treat the ∇×G∗ (rM , rM , ω) term, we use the Schwarz reflection principle,

G∗ (r, r′, ω) = G (r, r′,−ω∗) (B6)

which is actually a general property of response functions. We also need Onsager reciprocal relation for electromagnetic

Green’s function, which leads to Tr (∇×G (rM , rM )) = −Tr
(
G (rM , rM )×

←−
∇ ′
)
. Combining them, (B5) is now

⟨∆Eχ
0 (rM )⟩ =

∑
i

∫ +∞

0

µ0ωdω

3π (Ei0 + ω)
Re [Ri0 (−Tr [∇×G (ω)] + Tr [∇×G (−ω)])]

= −
∑
i

iµ0 ImRi0

3π

(∫ +∞

0

ωdω

Ei0 + ω
Tr [∇×G (ω)]−

∫ −∞

0

ωdω

Ei0 − ω
Tr [∇×G (ω)]

) (B7)

The second equality can be checked by simply expanding all Re and Im part and using Eq.(B6).

By using the contour integration techniques, the integral interval can be transformed to the upper imaginary axis,
ω = iξ with ξ from 0 to +∞. The expression becomes

⟨∆Eχ
0 (rM )⟩ =

∑
i

iµ0 ImRi0

3π

∫ +∞

0

ξdξ

(
Tr [∇×G (iξ)]

Ei0 + iξ
− Tr [∇×G (iξ)]

Ei0 − iξ

)
=
∑
i

2µ0 ImRi0

3π

∫ +∞

0

ξ2dξ

E2
i0 + ξ2

Tr [∇×G (iξ)]

(B8)

which proves Eq.(9) in the main text.

Note that a well-defined κ (ω) also follows a ”Schwarz reflection principle” κ∗ (ω) = −κ (−ω∗) such that the
Green’s function satisfies (B6). To make things easier, in Appendix.C, we simply model the Pasteur parameter to
be sgn (Reω)κ, where κ is real. Now, when doing continuation from the positive/negative real-axis to the upper
imaginary-axis, the results are different; we denote the Green’s function in the half plane Reω > 0 or < 0 as G+κ (iξ)
or G−κ (iξ), i.e., G (Reω > 0) = G+κ (ω), G (Reω < 0) = G−κ (ω). They are related by G−κ (−ω∗) = G∗

+κ (ω),
with which (B8) should be revised:

⟨∆Eχ
0 (rM )⟩ =

∑
i

iµ0 ImRi0

3π

∫ +∞

0

ξdξ

(
Tr [∇×G+κ (iξ)]

Ei0 + iξ
− Tr [∇×G−κ (iξ)]

Ei0 − iξ

)
=−

∑
i

2µ0 ImRi0

3π

∫ +∞

0

ξdξ

E2
i0 + ξ2

(Ei0 Im Tr [∇×G+κ (iξ)]− ξRe Tr [∇×G+κ (iξ)])

(B9)

Appendix C: Chiral Casimir-Polder effect near a half-space Pasteur material

Based on Appendix.B, here we discuss the effect of a chiral molecule near a half-space Pasteur material, as shown
in Fig.2 in the main text, with numerical results and a non-retarded limit asymptotic forms. In this section, we will
calculate Green’s function on the positive real-axis and then do continuation to the upper imaginary-axis, and instead
of G+κ (ω) we write G (ω) for simplicity (see the last paragraph of Appendix.B).

Note that we only consider quantum atmosphere contribution to the Green’s function here [S5], which is the
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scattering Green’s function. The expression is

G (r, r′, ω) =

∫
d2k∥

i

8π2k⊥

(
ak+,s (r)a

∗
k−,s (r

′) rss + ak+,p (r)a
∗
k−,p (r

′) rpp

+ak+,s (r)a
∗
k−,p (r

′) rsp + ak+,p (r)a
∗
k−,s (r

′) rps
) (C1)

k∥ is the wave vector projection in xOy plane and k⊥ =
√

(ω/c)
2 − k2∥ with Im k⊥ ≤ 0. ak±,σ (r) = eσ±e

i(k∥·r±k⊥z)

with s and p-wave polarization unit vectors es± = ek∥ × ez and ep± = c
ω

(
k∥ez ∓ k⊥ek∥

)
.

rss and rpp are s and p-wave reflection coefficients, and rsp(ps) is the coefficient of p(s) to s(p)-wave reflection
process, which are[S3] opposite when Pasteur parameter κ ̸= 0, rsp = −rps.

rsp(ps) = ±
2iη0ηc

∆
(c+ − c−) (C2)

Here, η =
√
µ/ε (η0 =

√
µ0/ε0) is the impedance of material (vaccum); c = k⊥/k is the cos of incident angle;

c± = cos θ± =
√
k2± − k2∥/k± are two transmission angles, with k± =

√
εrµrk (1± κr); κr = κ/

√
εrµr is the relative

Pasteur parameters, which is normally between [−1, 1]; and ∆ =
(
η20 + η2

)
c (c+ + c−) + 2η0η

(
c2 + c+c−

)
. If κ = 0,

then rps and rsp vanish; and if κ change sign rps and rsp also change signs. Define rsp = ir, with r = r(c) a function
of incident angle cosine c.

Take the curl of G is equal to acting k× ... to it, such as

∇× ak+,s (r)a
∗
k−,s (r

′) rss = ik+ × ak+,s (r)a
∗
k−,s (r

′) rss

= −ikak+,p (r)a
∗
k−,s (r

′) rss

If we take the trace, since s and p polarization is orthogonal, it vanishes. Therefore, only the last two terms in (C1)
contribute to Tr Im (∇×G). So the cross reflections rsp(ps), or χ and κ, are necessary in the chiral CP effect. Finally
we have

Tr (∇×G (r, r, ω))

=

∫
d2k∥

i

8π2k⊥
e2ik⊥z [−ikek+,p · ek−,p (rsp) + ikek+,p · ek−,p (−rsp)]

=

∫
d2k∥

k

8π2k⊥
e2ik⊥z

[
k2∥ − k

2
⊥

k2
rsp − (−rsp)

]

=
i

4π2ω2

∫
d2k∥

e2i
√

1−(k∥/ω)
2
ωz√

1−
(

k∥
ω

)2 r(c)k2∥

(C3)

In imaginary frequency, this becomes

Tr (∇×G (r, r, iξ))

=− i

4π2ξ2

∫
d2k∥

e−2
√

1+(k∥/ξ)
2
ξz/c√

1 +
(

k∥
ξ

)2 r(c′)k2∥

=− i

2πξ2

∫ +∞

0

k∥dk∥
e−2

√
1+(k∥/ξ)

2
ξz/c√

1 +
(

k∥
ξ

)2 r(c′)k2∥

(C4)

Here c in r is replaced by c′, because of changing ω → iξ:

c =

√
1−

(
k∥

ω

)2

→

√
1 +

(
k∥

ξ

)2

= c′ (C5)
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Change the integral variable to c′ =

√
1 +

(
k∥/ξ

)2
,

Tr (∇×G (r, r, iξ)) = − iξ
2

2π

∫ +∞

1

dc′e−2c′ξzr (c′) (C6)

Substitute it into (B8) and change the integral variable ξ → ξz, note that now Tr∇×G only have imaginary part.

⟨∆Eχ
0 (z)⟩ = µ0

3π2z2

∑
i

ωi0 ImRi0

∫ +∞

0

x3dx

(ωi0z)
2
+ x2

∫ +∞

1

dc′e−2xc′
(
c′2 − 1

)
r (c′) (C7)

In the following we consider the case of z → 0+, or the non-retarded limit.

1. Non-retarded limit

In the non-retarded limit, i.e. a = ωi0z/c≪ 1, the integral in (C7) is∫ +∞

0

x3dx

a2 + x2

∫ +∞

1

dc′e−2xc′
(
c′2 − 1

)
r

1
a2+x2 is only significant near 0+, so we replace x3

∫ +∞
1

dc′e−2xc′r′′
(
c′2 − 1

)
with its limit when approaching 0+,

lim
x→0+

x3
∫ +∞

0

dc′e−2xc′r (c′)
(
c′2 − 1

)
=r (+∞) lim

x→0+
x3
∫ +∞

0

dc′e−2xc′
(
c′2 − 1

)
=r (+∞) lim

x→0+
e−2x (1 + 2x)

=r (+∞)

Therefore, the x-integral is∫ +∞

0

x3dx

a2 + x2

∫ +∞

0

dc′e−2xc′r(c′)
(
c′2 − 1

) a→0+−−−−→ r (+∞)

4

∫ +∞

0

dx

a2 + x2
=

π

8a
r (+∞)

Substitute it into Eq.(C7), we obtain (in SI unit. The c here is the light velocity)

⟨∆Eχ
0 (z)⟩ = µ0c

24πz3
r (+∞) ImReg (C8)

where r(+∞) is valued in the limit c′ → +∞ or imaginary frequency ξ → 0+. This is
µ0c(rsp−rps)

48iπz3 ImReg, which has
been compared with the numerical result in Fig.2 of the main text.

Appendix D: Chiral Casimir-Polder effect in a gyrotropic cavity

This section focuses on the derivation from Eq.10 to Eq.12 in the main text.

At zero temperature, a gyrotropic cavity mode (labeled n) as described in the main text is at zero photon state.
Since the only involved intermediate states in eq.8 of main text is one photon state, eq.8 gives chiral energy shift due
to this mode:

−
∑
i ̸=0

2Re Tr [Ri0 (E01 ·B10)]

3 (Ei0 +Ωn)
(D1)

Using eq.11, and ⟨0| â |1⟩ = 1 and ⟨1| â |0⟩ = 0, we obtain E01 ·B10 =
g2
nΩ

2
n

c ek × e · e∗ =
2ig2

nΩ
2
n

c ek · eR × eI . Finally,
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summing over cavity modes n gives eq.12:

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩ =

∑
n

4g2nΩ
2
n

3
êk · (êR × êI)

∑
i

ImRi0

Ei0 +Ωn
(D2)

Appendix E: Chiral Casimir-Polder energy modified by temperature

Thus far, our discussions have mainly focused the zero-temperature scenario, where the uncoupled state is a direct
product state of the molecular eigenenergy state and the photon state of zero occupation number. In what follows, we
will show that the condition is not too far from reality. Our discussion will be based on the gyrotropic cavity setting,
both the London-type and the Debye-type terms.

London-type chiral energy shift.— The argument includes two steps. Firstly, we examine the energy shift caused
by cavity modes with Ωn ≪ Eeg and establish that this component only undergoes a negligible correction at finite
temperatures due to the smallness of Ωn. Secondly, we consider the case of Ωn ≳ Eeg and demonstrate that this part
also experiences a minor correction.

Eq.(8) in the main text, combined with the linearity of Ê and B̂ with respect to photon operators, indicates that
the energy shift of the molecule’s ground states resulting from different optical modes is independent. Let us now
calculate the contribution of a single mode when it is in a state of thermal equilibrium. For the mode n,

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n =−

∑
i ̸=0

2p (0)

3

Re Tr [Ri0 (E01 ·B10)]

(Ei0 + ℏΩn)

−
∑

i ̸=0,I ̸=0

2p (I)

3

(
Re Tr [Ri0 (EI,I+1 ·BI+1,I)]

(Ei0 + ℏΩn)
+

Re Tr [Ri0 (EI,I−1 ·BI−1,I)]

(Ei0 − ℏΩn)

) (E1)

Make use of eq.11,

EI,I+1 = ignΩn

√
I + 1eik·rê, BI+1,I = −ignΩn

c

√
I + 1e−ik·rêk × ê∗

EI,I−1 = −ignΩn

√
Ie−ik·rê∗, BI−1,I = i

gnΩn

c

√
Ieik·rêk × ê

Assume the factor ek · eR × eI takes maximum 1
2 for simplicity. (E1) becomes

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n =

2g2nΩ
2
n

3c

∑
i̸=0,I

p (I)

(
(I + 1)

ImRi0

Ei0 + ℏΩn
− I ImRi0

Ei0 − ℏΩn

)
= ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(+)
n + nB (βΩn)

(
⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(+)
n − ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(−)
n

) (E2)

where nB (βω) = 1/
(
eβω − 1

)
is Bose distribution and ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(±)
n =

2g2
nΩ

2
n

3c
ImRi0

Ei0±ℏΩn
correspond to ground state

molecule energy shift due to a emission and a subsequent absorption (absorption and a subsequent emission) of
one virtual photon.

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩

(+)
n is just the zero temperature energy shift and nB (βΩn)

(
⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(+)
n − ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(−)
n

)
is the finite temperature

correction. For Ωn much smaller than molecule energy level, Ωn ≪ Eeg, the correction is small:

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n (T )

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n (T = 0)

= 1− nB (βΩn)
2ℏΩn

Eeg − ℏΩn
(E3)

To estimate the correction nB (βΩn)
2ℏΩn

Eeg−ℏΩn
, we use the same parameters as in the main text, ∆E ≈ 2 eV, Ωn =

0.1n eV (ten modes n = 1, 2...10), and temperature 400K ≈ 0.034 eV. All the modes’ corrections are less than 0.6%,
which is negligible. We then conclude that at finite temperature, the energy shift due to the modes whose frequencies
are much smaller than Eeg is slightly less than that of zero temperature.

How about the modes whose Ωn ≳ Eeg? The ⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩

(−)
n seems diverge when Ωn → Eeg, leading to a divergent finite

temperature correction. But this is because non-degenerate perturbation theory is used. If Ωn ∼ Eeg, the excited
states |I + 1, g⟩ with (I + 1) (I ≤ 0) photons and ground state molecule and |I, e⟩ with I photons and excited state
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molecule are degenerate, so the energy shift of |n+ 1, g⟩ diverges, which caused a divergent ⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩

(−)
n . In degenerate

perturbation theory, one can prove that the low energy eigenstate in this subspace only obtain a finite energy shift

and ⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩

(−)
n is now finite. Though the expression ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(−)
n of modes with Ωn ≳ Eeg is more complicated, we

don’t care much about them as long as they are finite, since their contribution will be multiplied by a prefactor
nB (βE) = 1/

(
eβE − 1

)
with E the energy scale of these excited states. E is at least ≳ Eeg ∼ 2.3 × 104K, much

higher than normal temperature. We conclude that the energy shift due to these mode can be safely obtained by

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n (T ) = ⟨∆E

χ
0 ⟩

(+)
n + nB (βΩn)

(
⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(+)
n − ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(−)
n

)
≈ ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩
(+)
n = ⟨∆Eχ

0 ⟩n (T = 0).

Combining the two conclusions above, we can argue that the finite temperature chiral energy shift should be only
slightly smaller than in the zero temperature case.

Debye-type chiral energy shift.— To obtain the Debye-type version of Eq.(E3), we simply replace Eeg with 0. It is

important to note that in this case, there is no resonance in this case and ⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩

(−)
n does not go to infinite. The ratio

is simply

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n (T )

⟨∆Eχ
0 ⟩n (T = 0)

= 1 + 2nB (βΩn) (E4)

Therefore, the finite temperature chiral energy shift is expected to be higher than the zero temperature one. With the
previous given parameters, Ωn = 0.1n eV (ten modes n = 1, 2...10), and temperature 400K ≈ 0.034 eV, the relative
correction does not exceed 2nB (0.1/0.034) = 11%.

Appendix F: Approximations behind the rate equation (Arrhenius equation)

In this section, we explain the two approximations behind translating the Casimir-Polder energy shift to reaction
rate difference, Eq.(17) and Fig.4. First, we use the ground state potential energy surface (PES) to describe the
process of chemical reactions. Within the adiabatic approximation, the nucleus in a molecule move independently on
distinct PESs. In this work, we assume this approximation and thus only the lowest/ground state PES is relevant.
Secondly, we use the Arrhenius equation to estimate the rate difference between the enantiomers. Consequently, the
rates are determined solely by the disparity in barrier heights. We analyze more on these two approximations below.

The adiabatic approximation, or the lowest PES approximation, is valid as long as the non-adiabatic couplings
between PESs are negligible. In real world, typically, an exception only happens when two PESs come close to each
other, such as the conical intersection. In cavity chemistry, i.e., quantum chemistry involving ”photonic degrees of
freedom”, this phenomenon is even more usual. When the cavity mode frequency equals the electronic energy level
spacing, some PESs (or sometimes called polaritonic surfaces in this context) which would have been occasionally
degenerate at certain points without light-matter coupling, will hybridize to give a new set of polaritonic surfaces
when light-matter interaction is turned on. Between these new surfaces, the non-adiabatic couplings can be strong
and the adiabatic approximation can break down [S6,S7]. This does not happen in what we focus on because we
are studying the lowest surface labeled by zero photon and electronic ground state. One can estimate the order of
magnitude of the non-adiabatic couplings to assess its importance. Derived similarly to the original work by Born
and Oppenheimer, without the presence of things like conical intersections, the couplings between polaritonic surfaces
labeled by photon numbers and electronic quantum numbers are as small as those between the bare molecule PESs
and thus can generally be neglected. Roughly, one can estimate the non-adiabatic couplings as below. Our analysis
is basically in the same spirit as that of Born and Oppenheimer’s [S8], so the readers familiar with their results
may want to skip the rest of this paragraph. We assume one electromagnetic field mode with frequency Ω and
electric dipole interaction here for simplicity. The non-adiabatic coupling between two PESs labeled by α and β is
1

2M (2Fij ·P+Gij), where M is a typical nuclear mass, P is the nuclear momentum, and Fαβ = ⟨ψα| ∇R |ψβ⟩ and
Gαβ = ⟨ψα| ∇2

R |ψβ⟩ are derivative couplings between electronic states |ψα,β⟩ (or more precisely, polaritonic states
here). The inner product amounts to integrating over electronic (and photonic) coordinate, but not nuclear one (see
[S8,S9] for more details). Without light-matter coupling, the eigenstate of the electron-field Hamiltonian (eq.5 of the
main text) the tensor product of the electronic state and photon fock state. The bare ground state |ϕ0 (R)⟩ |0⟩, with
the presence of interaction, becomes |ψ0,0 (R)⟩ (The two subscript 0 denote electronic ground state and zero photon
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number).

|ψ0,0 (R)⟩ = |ϕ0 (R)⟩ |0⟩+
∑
i,I

⟨ϕi (R)| ⟨I| Ĥel - em |ϕ0 (R)⟩ |0⟩
−Ei0 (R)− IΩ

|ϕi (R)⟩ |I⟩

= |ϕ0 (R)⟩ |0⟩+
∑
i

⟨ϕi (R)| d̂ |ϕ0 (R)⟩ ·E10

Ei0 (R) + Ω
|ϕi (R)⟩ |1⟩

(F1)

Only |ϕi (R)⟩ and ⟨ϕi(R)|d̂|ϕ0(R)⟩
Ei0(R)+Ω depend on R. Without resonance, i.e., no singularity in the denominator, these

quantities depending on electronic wave function and energy typically vary with the inverse of Bohr radius 1
a0
∼√

Eelme. Here Eel is the typical electronic energy which is of the order of Rydberg energy or the gap between PESs,
and me is the electron mass. We can estimate Fα;00 and Gα;00 as a−1

0 and a−2
0 , which is the same as that in the

standard analysis of Born and Oppenheimer’s. Therefore, as in their result, the order of magnitude of the two terms
Fαβ ·P

M ,
Gαβ

2M are also Eel

(
me

M

)3/4
and Eel

me

M and can be neglected.

In the main text, we utilized the Arrhenius equation to evaluate the rate constant. To improve the accuracy, one
needs to take the oscillations of nucleus into account. It is worth noting that even at absolute zero temperature,
nucleus still exhibit oscillatory motion due to zero-point fluctuations. In the main text, we took the “activation
energy” Ea in the exponent exp (−Ea/kBT ) as the classical barrier height Ebarrier on the PES. A superior theory
for predicting the rate constant from the information of PESs is the transition state theory (TST), where the rate is
given by [S10]

kTST =
kBT

h

Z‡

Zrea
e
− Ea

kBT .

Here, kB and h are the Boltzmann and Planck constants, the Z‡ is the partition function of the transition state
without the contribution from the reactive coordinate (A transition state is the nuclear configuration with the highest
energy along the reaction coordinate.) and Zrea is the partition function of the reactant state. The activation energy
is Ea = Ebarrier +

1
2

∑
i

ℏω‡,i − 1
2

∑
i

ℏωrea,i. Ebarrier is the barrier height on the PES, and the latter two terms are two

set of zero-point energy obtained by treating the transition state (‡) and the reactant state (rea) as multi-dimensional
harmonic oscillators. Note that the zero-point energy of the transition state along the reaction coordinate is zero since
the motion along this direction is unbounded. We ignore the factors other than the exponential factor since they do
not differ a lot between the enantiomers. In our model of the hydrogen-missing helicene molecule, taking into account
only the reaction coordinate, the activation energy is

Ea = Ebarrier −
1

2
ℏων ,

where ων is the vibrational frequency of the reaction coordinate around the reactant region. An illustration is shown
in Fig.S1.

In additional to the energy change of the two enantiomers induced by chiral energy shift, there is also a modification
in the vibrational zero-point energy. In the vicinity of each local minimum, the potential energy surface (PES) can
be approximated as a quadratic function of the deviation from the minimum, denoted as ∆R. The bare molecule
PES is thus E0 +

1
2Mω2

ν(∆R)
2
with the effective mass of this coordinate, M , which can be estimated as one carbon

atom mass; focusing on the opposite energy shift of the two enantiomers, Casimir-Polder effect modifies the PES to
E0 ±∆Eχ

0 + 1
2

(
Mω2

ν ± b
)
(∆R)

2
around the two enantiomer states, respectively. Here ∆Eχ

0 is the chiral energy shift
studied in the main text, and b is the change of the coefficient of the quadratic term that can be obtained by fitting
the numerical calculated PES. Calculating the shift of ων , ∆ων , by Mω2

ν ± b ≜ M(ων ±∆ων)
2
, we have found that

for a energy shift ∆Eχ
0 ≈ 53meV (with 100 molecules. See Fig.3 in the main text.), the correction from zero-point

energy is smaller by two orders of magnitude, 1
2ℏ∆ων ≈ −0.2meV, which can be safely ignored. The Fig.5(b) shows

the influence of nuclear oscillations to the chirality-selective rate (Eq.(17)). It shows that the Arrhenius equation
provides a highly accurate approximation to the TST.

The modification from the zero-point energy is somewhat “quantum” in nature since it takes into account the
quantum characteristics of the confined degree of freedom. However, the transition state theory (TST) as a whole
is typically regarded as a classical or semi-classical theory, incapable of replacing a complete quantum dynamic
calculation of the reaction rate. Nonetheless, TST has been generally proved to be a reliable approximation,
exhibiting a direct link between the rate and the energy barrier, which has been employed in this work.
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FIG. 5. (a) Schematically illustration of the activation energy. The yellow line is the PES with the energy shift induced by
cavity, and the wavy lines depict the vibrational levels around two (sub-)stable states (not the exact positions of the energy
levels). It is important to note that the activation energy is not solely the energy difference between the transition state and the
reactant state, but rather reduced by the vibrational zero-point energy. (b) The chirality-selective rate is plotted as a function
of the chiral energy shift at various temperatures, considering both the simple Arrhenius law and transition state theory (TST).
The solid lines represent cases where the activation energy is directly given by the energy shift ∆Eχ (same in the Fig.4 in the
main text). In contrast, the dots represent cases where the activation energy is determined according to TST by subtracting
the zero-point energy, which is a function that depends on ∆Eχ.

Appendix G: Detail methods of density functional theory calculations

The density functional theory calculation was performed with norm conserving pseudopotential on the basis set of
projector augmented plane waves. A cutoff of 400 eV was applied to the plane waves. PBE functional was used to deal
with the electron-electron exchange and correlation interaction. To show the spin polarization, spin orbital coupling
(SOC) was turned off when the energy level was calculated. SOC was turned on for all the other calculations. A
vacuum space larger than 10 Å was created in all three directions to decouple the periodic imagines. All atoms were
relaxed until the force on each atom is smaller than 0.01 eV/Å. The method of nudged elastic band (NEB) was applied

to search the transition states. The reaction coordinate is defined as Rj =

√√√√ j∑
m=1

∑
i

(Ri,m −Ri,m−1)
2, where R

is the atomic position vector, j indexes the NEB step, and i is the atomic index. Such a concept is generally used
in chemistry.[S11-12] The reaction coordinate here represents the average atomic displacement from a left-handed
molecule to a right-handed molecule. It is a one-dimensional abstract coordinate showing the progress along chiral
reaction route.
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