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In this work, we give a comprehensive derivation of an exact and numerically feasible method to perform
ab initio calculations of quantum particles interacting with a quantized electromagnetic field. We present a
hierarchy of density-functional-type theories that describe the interaction of charged particles with photons and
introduce the appropriate Kohn-Sham schemes. We show how the evolution of a system described by quantum
electrodynamics in Coulomb gauge is uniquely determined by its initial state and two reduced quantities.
These two fundamental observables, the polarization of the Dirac field and the vector potential of the photon
field, can be calculated by solving two coupled, nonlinear evolution equations without the need to explicitly
determine the (numerically infeasible) many-body wave function of the coupled quantum system. To find
reliable approximations to the implicit functionals, we present the appropriate Kohn-Sham construction. In the
nonrelativistic limit, this density-functional-type theory of quantum electrodynamics reduces to the density-
functional reformulation of the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian, which is based on the current density of the electrons
and the vector potential of the photon field. By making further approximations, e.g., restricting the allowed modes
of the photon field, we derive further density-functional-type theories of coupled matter-photon systems for the
corresponding approximate Hamiltonians. In the limit of only two sites and one mode we deduce the appropriate
effective theory for the two-site Hubbard model coupled to one photonic mode. This model system is used to
illustrate the basic ideas of a density-functional reformulation in great detail and we present the exact Kohn-Sham

potentials for our coupled matter-photon model system.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The behavior of elementary charged particles, such as elec-
trons and positrons, is governed by quantum electrodynamics
(QED). In this theory, the quantum particles interact via the
exchange of the quanta of light, i.e., the photons [1-3]. Thus,
in principle we have to consider the quantum nature of the
charged particles as well as of the light field. However, in
several important cases we can focus almost exclusively on
either the charged particles or the photons, while employing
crude approximations for the other degrees of freedom.

In condensed matter physics and quantum chemistry, the
quantum nature of light can usually be ignored and the inter-
action between the charged quantum particles is approximated
by the instantaneous Coulomb interaction. However, even
then the resulting quantum mechanical equations (usually the
many-body Schrodinger equation), where the electromagnetic
fields are treated classically through the solution of the
Maxwell equations, are solvable only for very simple systems.
This lies ultimately in our incapability of handling the huge
number of degrees of freedom of many-particle systems and
consequently in our inability to determine the many-body
states. This so-called many-body problem spawned a lot of
interest into the question as to whether one can devise a
closed set of equations for reduced quantities which do not
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involve the explicit solution of the full quantum mechanical
equations and in which the many-body correlations can be
approximated efficiently. Pursuits in this direction have led to
various approaches such as, among others, many-body Green’s
function theories [4,5], (reduced) density-matrix theories [6],
and density-functional theories [7-10]. These approaches
differ in the complexity of the reduced quantity, which is
used to calculate the various observables of interest. Especially
density-functional theories, which are based on the simplest of
those (functional) variables, the one-particle density (current),
have proven to be exceptionally successful [11]. Their success
can be attributed to the unprecedented balance between
accuracy and numerical feasibility [12], which allows us at
present to treat several thousands of atoms [13]. Although the
different flavors of density-functional theories cover most of
the traditional problems of physics and chemistry (including
approaches that combine classical Maxwell dynamics with the
quantum particles [ 14—18]), by construction these theories can
not treat problems involving the quantum nature of light.

In quantum optics, on the other hand, the focus is on the
photons, while usually simple approximations for the charged
particles are employed, e.g., a few-level approximation.
However, even in this situation the solution of the resulting
equations [19,20] is only possible in simple cases (again
due to the large number of degrees of freedom) and usually
simplified model Hamiltonians, e.g., the Dicke model realized
in a cavity [21-23], are employed to describe these physical
situations. Already the validity of these effective Hamiltonians
and their properties can be a matter of debate [24-26] and
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often further simplifications are adopted such as the Jaynes-
Cummings model in the rotating-wave approximation. The
rapid progress in quantum-optical experiments, on the other
hand, especially in the field of cavity QED [27-30] and circuit
QED [31,32], allows us to study and control multiparticle
systems ultrastrongly coupled to photons [33-36], where
such a simple approximative treatment is no longer valid
[37]. This new regime of light-matter interaction is widely
unexplored for, e.g., molecular physics and material sciences
[38]. Possibilities such as altering and strongly influencing the
chemical reactions of a molecule in the presence of a cavity
mode or setting the matter into new nonequilibrium states
with novel properties, e.g., light-induced superconductivity
[39], arise. Specifically in such situations, an oversimplified
treatment of the charged particles may no longer be allowed
and an approach that considers both, the quantum nature of
the light field as well as of the charged particles, is needed.

In this work, we give a comprehensive derivation of an
exact and numerically feasible method that generalizes ideas
of time-dependent density-functional theory (TDDFT). This
method bridges the gap between the above two extreme cases
and provides a scheme to perform ab initio calculations of
quantum particles coupled to photons. The electron-photon
generalization of TDDFT in describing nonrelativistic many-
electron systems coupled to photon modes of mesoscopic
cavities was introduced in Ref. [40]. Here, we provide a
general framework describing fully coupled electron-photon
systems in most possible regimes and systems ranging from
effective model Hamiltonians to strongly relativistic cases,
which has been introduced in Refs. [41,42]. For clarity,
we divide the following presentation in two parts: We first
demonstrate the basic ideas in a simple model system and
then show how these concepts can be used in the case of
general coupled matter-photon problems. A summary of all
findings of this work for the time-dependent density-functional
description of QED at different levels of approximations,
namely, the basic variables, initial conditions, and funda-
mental Kohn-Sham multicomponent equations is given in
Appendix F.

We start considering a simple model system for charged
matter coupled to photons: the two-site Hubbard model
interacting with one photonic mode. By employing density-
functional ideas, we show how one can solve this quantum-
mechanical problem without the need to explicitly calculate
the complex many-body wave function. Instead, we derive
equations of motion for a pair of reduced quantities from which
all physical observables can by determined. We demonstrate
that these equations have unique solutions and can be used to
calculate the basic reduced quantities (here the basic pair of
reduced quantities is the charge density of the particle and the
potential induced by the photons) of the coupled problem.
Therefore, we here reformulate the coupled matter-photon
problem in terms of an effective theory, that we call in
the following a model of quantum electrodynamical density-
functional theory (QEDFT). Since an explicit calculation of the
coupled wave function is not needed, this approach allows us to
determine properties of the matter-photon system in a numeri-
cally feasible way. We introduce a new Kohn-Sham scheme to
approximate the unknown functionals in the basic equations
of motion and present results for a simple approximation. We
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compare these results to the exact Kohn-Sham functionals and
identify shortcomings and indicate improvements.

Based on the ideas developed in the first part of this work,
we repeat the steps illustrated in our example but now we
construct a density-functional reformulation for the full theory
of QED [41,42]. We show that a straightforward approach
based on the current and the potential leads to problems and
that a consistent density-functional reformulation of QED has
to be based on the polarization and the potential which is gen-
erated by the photons. This approach to the fully coupled QED
problem we denote as relativistic QEDFT, and we present the
corresponding Kohn-Sham construction and give the simplest
approximation to the unknown functionals. In the following,
we then demonstrate how relativistic QEDFT reduces in the
nonrelativistic limit to its nonrelativistic version of the corre-
sponding nonrelativistic Hamiltonian. By employing further
approximations on the matter system or on the photon field, a
family of different approximate QEDFTs is introduced, which
are consistent with their respective approximate Hamiltonians.
At this level, we recover the theory of Ref. [40]. In lowest
order, we rederive the model QEDFT of the first part of this
work. Therefore, we demonstrate how all different flavors of
QEDFT are just approximations to relativistic QEDFT in the
same manner as different physical Hamiltonians are merely
approximations to the QED Hamiltonian. Furthermore, by
ignoring all photonic degrees of freedom, we find the standard
formulations of TDDFT which are extensively used in the
electronic-structure community [9,10].

Outline. In Sec. II, we investigate the QEDFT reformulation
of a simple model of one particle coupled to one mode in great
detail. The developed ideas are then employed in Sec. III to
derive a QEDFT reformulation of QED. In Sec. IV, we show
how all different QEDFT reformulations are approximations
to relativistic QEDFT. We conclude and give an outlook in
Sec. V.

II. MODEL OF QEDFT

In this section, we introduce the basic formulation and un-
derlying ideas of QEDFT. By employing a model Hamiltonian,
we can almost exclusively focus on the density-functional
ideas that allow a reformulation of the wave-function problem
in terms of simple effective quantities. We first identify the
pair of external and internal variables and then show that both
are connected via a bijective mapping. As a consequence, all
expectation values become functionals of the initial state and
the internal pair. This allows for a reformulation of the problem
in terms of two coupled equations for the internal pair. Then,
we introduce the Kohn-Sham construction as a way to find
approximations to the unknown functionals, and show first
numerical results.

To describe the dynamics of particles coupled to photons,
we solve an evolution equation of the form

ihcdo| ¥ (1)) = H()|W(1)) (1)
for a given initial state |W,). Here, 3y = 9/9x° with x° = ¢t

and the standard relativistic (covariant) notation x = (ct,r)
(see also Appendix A for notational conventions). The
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corresponding Hermitian Hamiltonian has the general form
o N N 1 o A
H(t) = Hy + Hpy + - / d’r J,(x)A"(x)
c

+%/d3r (Ju(ab(x) + A,(0)j5x), (@)

where the dependence of the total Hamiltonian on ¢ indicates
an explicit time dependence. Here, the (time-independent)
Hamiltonian Hy; describes the kinetic energy of the particles,
i.e., how they would evolve without any perturbation, and
Hgy is the energy of the photon field. The third term describes
the coupling between the (charged) particles and the photons
by the charge current fu and the Maxwell-field operators
A 1« (where the Einstein sum convention with the Minkowski
metric g, = (1, —1, —1, —1) is implied and Greek letters
refer to four vectors, e.g., u € {0,1,2,3}, while Roman
letters are restricted to spatial vectors only, e.g., k € {1,2,3}).
This term is frequently called the minimal-coupling term and
arises due to the requirement of a gauge-invariant coupling
between the particles and the photon field. The specific form
of the operators J, and A, depends on the details of the
physical situation. Finally, the last term describes how the
particles interact with a (in general time-dependent) classical
external vector potential a’., and how the photons couple to a
(in general time-dependent) classical external current jl,.
While we usually have no control over how the particles and
photons evolve freely or interact, i.e., the first three terms of the
Hamiltonian (2), we have control over the preparation of the
initial state |Wo) and the external fields (aly,, jl..). Therefore,
all physical wave functions, i.e., found by solving Eq. (1), can
be labeled by their initial state and external pair (aky, jb):

| ([Wo.aliy. il ] 1))-

However, for any but the simplest systems the (numerically
exact) solution of Eq. (1) is not feasible. Even if we decouple
the matter part from the photons by employing the Coulomb
approximation (i.e., describing the exchange of photons by the
respective lowest-order propagator), the resulting problem is
far from trivial.

A. Two-level system coupled to one mode

In this section, we introduce a simple model of charged
particles coupled to photons. We discuss the basic concepts
of a density-functional-type reformulation, identify the pair of
conjugate variables, and then deduce the fundamental equa-
tions of motion on which we base our QEDFT reformulation.

In order to demonstrate the basic ideas of a QEDFT,
we employ the simplest yet nontrivial realization of one
charged particle coupled to photons: a two-site Hubbard model
coupled to one photonic mode. The resulting Hamiltonian
(see Appendix E for a detailed derivation) reads as

N N N Aanr 1o A
H(t) = Hy + Hem — —J A = “[Jaeu(t) + AJeu®], - (3)

where the kinetic energy of the charged particle is given by

Hy = —Kn 6
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and the energy of the photon mode reads as
I:IEM = FLa)&T&

Here, #, is the hopping parameter between the two sites,
is the frequency of the photonic mode, and (6,,6,,6;) are the
Pauli matrices that obey the usual fermionic anticommutation
relations. The photon creation and annihilation operators (a'
and a, respectively) obey the usual bosonic commutation
relations. The current operator! is defined by

J = ewld,,

where [ is a characteristic length scale of the matter part and A
is a dimensionless coupling constant.
The operator for the conjugate potential® is given by

i ( hic? >‘/2 (a+ah
€L’ V2o
where L is the length of the cubic cavity. Further, the current
operator couples to the external potential a.x(f) and the
potential operator to the external current jex(#). These are
the two (classical) external fields that we can use to control the
dynamics.

If we then fix an initial state |Wy) and choose an external
pair (dexi, jext), We usually want to solve Eq. (1) with the
Hamiltonian given by Eq. (3). The resulting wave function,
given in a site basis |x) for the charged particle and a Fock
number-state basis |n) for the photons

2 o0

(W (W0, texts exts D) = D Y con(D)]x) @ [,

x=1 n=0

depends on the initial state and the external pair (dext, jext)-
Thus, by varying over all possible combinations of pairs
(Aexts Jext)s we scan through all physically allowed wave
functions starting from a given initial state. Hence, we
parametrize the relevant, i.e., physical, time-dependent wave
functions by |Wy) and (dext, jext)- Since the wave functions
have these dependencies, also all derived expressions, e.g., the
expectation values for general operators O

O([Wo,exts Jext)st) = (W()|O|W(1)),

are determined by the initial state and the external pair
(@exts Jext)-

The idea of an exact effective theory such as QEDFT is
now that we identify a different set of fundamental variables,
which also allow us to label the physical wave functions (and
their respective observables), and that we have a closed set of

'To be precise, Jf is proportional to the dipole-moment operator, i.e.,
it is connected to the zero component J, of the general four-current
operator fﬂ. To highlight the analogy in structure to the general case
discussed in the later sections, we give it the units of a current and
denote it by J.

2To be precise, A is actually proportional to the electric field as
can be seen from the derivations in Appendix E. This is because
in the course of approximations, one employs the length gauge and
thus transforms from the potential to the electric field. However, to
highlight the analogy in structure to the general case discussed in the
later sections, we give it the units of the potential and denote it by A.
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equations for these new (functional) variables, which do not
involve the full wave functions explicitly. Such a functional-
variable change is similar to a coordinate transformation,
say from Cartesian coordinates to spherical coordinates. This
can only be done if every point in one coordinate system is
mapped uniquely to a point in the other coordinate system.
For a functional-variable change, we thus need to have a
one-to-one correspondence, i.e., bijective mapping, between
the set of (allowed) pairs (@ext, jext) and some other set of
functions (while we keep the initial state fixed). To identify
the simplest new functional variables, one usually employs
arguments based on the Legendre transformation [43]. That is
why these new functional variables are often called conjugate
variables. We will consider this approach in the next sections
where we investigate general QEDFT, and also show how one
can determine the conjugate variables of this model system
from more general formulations of QEDFT. For this simple
model, we simply state that a possible pair of conjugate
variables is (J,A). In the next subsection, we show that this
functional variable-transformation is indeed allowed, i.e.,

W([Wo,J, AL ).

The main consequence of this result is that from only
knowing these three basic quantities, we can (in principle)
uniquely determine the full wave function. Accordingly, every
expectation value becomes a unique functional of |Wy) and
(J,A). Thus, instead of trying to calculate the (numerically
expensive) wave function, it is enough to determine the
internal pair (J, A) for a given initial state. An obvious route to
then also find a closed set of equations for these new variables is
via their respective equations of motion. These equations will
at the same time be used to prove the existence of the above
change of variables, i.e., that the wave function is a unique
functional of the initial state and the internal pair (J, A).

To find appropriate equations, we first apply the Heisenberg
equation of motion once and find

N 2tinewl
iy = —i———6y,
he

i00A = —iE,

where £ = i/ %(& — ah. Yet, these two equations are not
sufficient for our purposes: we need equations that explicitly
connect (dey;, jext) and (J, A). Therefore, we have to go to the

second order in time

, S A P

(i30)* J = thcz J — AMA — fae(t), )
: p & HoC .

(1002 A = k*A — L—°3<“ + o), (5)

where

dtiin(ewl)?
e v

= (6)
k= %, and ¢) = ﬁ Here, Eq. (4) is the discretized version

of 3’n of standard TDDFT [44,45], and Eq. (5) is the
inhomogeneous Maxwell equation for one-photon mode [40].
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B. Foundations of the model QEDFT

In the previous section, we have stated that (J,A) and
(@ext» Jext) are the possible conjugate pair of the model
Hamiltonian (3). In this section, we want to demonstrate that
indeed this holds true and that we can perform a variable
transformation from the external pair (@ex(, Jjext)® to the internal
pair (J,A). What we need to show is, that for a fixed initial
state |Wp), the mapping

(dexts joxt) <> (J. A) )

is bijective, i.e., if (dext, Jext) # (Ezext,fext) then necessarily for
the corresponding expectation values (J,A) # (J,A). To do
so, we first note that in the above equations of motion every
expectation value is by construction a functional of (@, jext)
for a fixed initial state

3 J ([dexts jext]3 1)
4tl%in . AR .
= - hz B J([aexl’]ext]; t) + )‘(nA>([aext’Jext]; t)
C
+ n([exts Jext]s Daex (1), 3
agA([aextajext]; t) = - sz([aexlvjext]; t)

HoC . .
+ F [)"J([aext’]ext]; t) + Jext(t)] 5

€))

i.e., they are generated by a time propagation of |Wy) with
a given external pair (dext, jext)- Suppose now that we fix the
expectation values of the internal variables (J,A), i.e., we
do not regard them as functionals but rather as functional
variables. Then, the above Egs. (8) and (9) become equations
for the pair (dext, jext) that produce the given internal pair (J, A)
via propagation of the initial state |Wy), i.e.,

2

2 4t . A .
0 J () = — 202 J (@) + AMAA) ([Gexts Jext]s 1)

+ n([@exes Jext]s Daex(1), (10)

PAM) =— K A®t) + % () + jeu®].  (11)

Obviously, these equations can only have a solution, if the
given internal variables are consistent with the initial state,
ie.,

2tinewl

JO = (Wl F|wg), IV = (Pol6y W), (12)

AD = (WlA|Wg), AV = —(WolE|W).  (13)

3In the general case, different external pairs can be physically
equivalent, and thus one usually considers equivalence classes of
external pairs. In this model system, however, we have already fixed
these degrees of freedom. First, we have fixed the gauge of dey
(a purely time-dependent constant), since d.y corresponds to the
potential difference of sites 1 and 2. Second, any freedom with respect
to the external current has been fixed since jex, corresponds to the
spatial integral of the current (which makes any divergence zero). A
detailed discussion of these points can be found in Sec. III B.
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Here, we have used the definition

A@ = 3 A®)| (14)

t=0"

and every internal pair (J,A) that we consider is subject to
these boundary conditions. Thus, the mapping (7) is bijective,
if the corresponding Egs. (10) and (11), which connect the
internal pair (J,A) with the external pair (dext, jext), allow for
one and only one solution pair.

Let us first note that for a given pair (J, A), Eq. (11) uniquely
determines* the external current jey by

3

L
Jext(t) = — (85 + k) A(t) — AJ(1). (15)

Hoc
Thus, the original problem reduces to the question as to
whether Eq. (10) determines acx(¢) uniquely. The most general
approach to answer this question is via a fixed-point procedure
similar to Ref. [46]. In the case of a discretized Schrodinger
equation such as Eq. (3), it should also be possible to apply
a rigorous approach based on the well-established theory
of nonlinear ordinary differential equations [45]. However,
for simplicity we follow Ref. [40] and employ the standard
strategy of [47] which restricts the allowed external potentials
dext to being Taylor expandable in time, i.e.,

00 (o)

o) = Y- " (er” (16)

a=0

From Eq. (10) we can find the Taylor coefficients of J (if they
exist) by

4t A [«
IO = SO L0 A) O+ Y ( ﬁ>n(”‘ﬂ)ai'§3 . an
£=0

where the terms (AA)® and n® are given by their respec-

tive Heisenberg equations at + = 0 and only contain Taylor
coefficients of aéft) for B < a.

Now, assume that we have two different external potentials
Aext(t) 7 dexi(t). This implies, since we assumed Taylor ex-
pandability of a.y and dey, that there is a lowest order « for

which
ag) # 45,. (18)
For all orders B < « (even though the individual J*» and J®
might not exist), it necessarily holds that
JB+D _ jB+D) _ (19)
But, for « we accordingly find that

JED _ jetd - q Ol _ gy 20, (20)

provided we choose the initial state such that n©® =£0. Con-
sequently, J(¢) # J(¢) infinitesimally later for two different
external potentials dex(f) 7# dex(t). Therefore, Eq. (10) allows

4Note that due to the initial conditions A© and A", one can not add
a nonzero homogeneous solution (83 + k> f(t) = 0 to the external
current.
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only one solution and the mapping (dext,Jjext) = (A,J) is
bijective.

As a consequence, since every expectation value of the
quantum system becomes a functional of the internal pair
(J,A), in the above Egs. (10) and (11), we can perform a
change of variables and find

412 o
3Jt) = — fin (1) + MAA) (L, AL 1) + n([J, AL; Ddexe(0),

h2c?
21

BRA() = —K2A() + % IO+ je].  (22)

These coupled evolution equations have unique solutions
(J,A) for the above initial conditions (12) and (13). Therefore,
we can, instead of solving for the many-body wave function,
solve these nonlinear coupled evolution equations for a given
initial state and external pair (de,Jjext), and determine the
current and the potential of the combined matter-photon
system from which all observables could be computed. This
is an exact reformulation of the model in terms of the current
and the potential of the combined system only.

C. Kohn-Sham approach to the model QEDFT

In the previous section, we have derived a QEDFT refor-
mulation in terms of the current and the potential. While the
equation that determines the potential A is merely the classical
Maxwell equation, and every term is known explicitly, the
equation for the current contains implicit terms. Therefore, to
solve these coupled equations in practice, we need to give
appropriate explicit approximations for the implicit terms.
Approximations based on (J,A) directly would correspond
to a Thomas-Fermi—type approach to the model. As known
from standard density-functional theory, such approximations
are in general very crude and hard to improve upon. A more
practical scheme is based on the Kohn-Sham construction,
where an auxiliary quantum system is used to prescribe
explicit approximations. However, the numerical costs of
a Kohn-Sham approach compared to a Thomas-Fermi-type
approach are increased.

The details of the Kohn-Sham construction depend on the
actual auxiliary quantum system one wants to employ. The
only restriction of the auxiliary system is that one can control
the current and the potential by some external variables. Thus,
one could even add further (unphysical) external fields to
make approximations of the coupled quantum system easier.
However, here we only present the simplest and most natural
Kohn-Sham scheme, which is to describe the coupled quantum
system by an uncoupled quantum system. To this end, we
assume that we can find a factorized initial state

|Po) = [Mo) ® [EM)

that obeys the same initial conditions as the coupled problem
(12) and (13). Especially, if the initial state of the coupled
system is the same as in the uncoupled problem, then this
condition is trivially fulfilled. In a next step, we note that for
the uncoupled system subject to the external pair (aet, jetr), the
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equations of motion become (since A = 0)

2
Iin
h2c?

+ n([aetr, jetr]; t)aesr (1), (23)

33 J (e, jerr )3 1) = — J([aefr, Jerr]3 1)

2 AT 2 - MHoC .
0y A([@ety, jetr 15 1) = —k~ A([aefr, Jett]3 1) + ?Jeff(t) (24)

Now, obviously if one would choose (desf, jetf) = (dext, Jext)>
i.e., the external pair of the coupled problem, the uncoupled
quantum system will in general lead to a different internal
pair. However, can we find an effective pair that reproduces
the internal pair (J,A) of the coupled system? The existence
of such an effective pair can be based on equations for the
uncoupled system similar to Eqgs. (10) and (11). Note that
before we were considering the question of uniqueness, i.e.,
can one have two external pairs leading to the same (J,A).
Thus, any internal pair (J,A) was a priori associated with an
external pair (@, jext)- If, on the other hand, we are given some
internal pair (J,A), say from a different (coupled) quantum
system, we do not a priori know that this internal pair can
be represented by propagation of an initial state with some
(@etr, jerr)- Thus, this problem is equivalent to the existence of
a solution to

4¢2
050 (1) = =525 (1) + n((@err, ek Daer (), (25)

RA() = —K2A(H) + %jeffa). (26)

for a given pair (J,A) and |®Dy). As before, jg is uniquely
determined by simply rearranging Eq. (26) as
3

L
Jetr(t) = (35 + &%) A@),

HoC
while the existence of an a¢ that reproduces (J, A) is less clear.
Again, the most general approach to answer this question can
rely on a fixed-point scheme similar to [46], or on mapping
the problem to a special nonlinear Schrodinger equation
[45,48,49]. Importantly, in the discretized case, certain sub-
tleties arise [49-52] that have to be treated with care [45,49].
Disregarding these more subtle points, we follow a simpler
approach based on the assumption of Taylor expandability in
time of J. Then, one can successively construct the Taylor
coefficients of the effective potential from

@) 1[4, (@) (@+2) & (@ @=pB) (B
Aogp = W _h2c2 J T — Z n Aegr | »
=0

assuming that for the initial state |®,) the expectation value
n(0) # 0. Further assuming that this Taylor series converges
[44,53], we have constructed a pair

(aeti[®Po, J, Al jett [AD

that reproduces (J, A) via propagation of |®y).
The above defined pair (aei[Po,J, Al jerr[A]) actually
describes the mapping

| o) .
(J,A) B (defr, Jefr) -
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Now, in order to actually predict the physical pair (J,A) via
the Kohn-Sham system [and thus solve Eqgs. (21) and (22)] we
have to connect the coupled and the auxiliary system. To do
so, we make the composite mapping

. [Wo) |®o) .
(aexta]ext) '_0) (-]vA) '_g (aeffv]eff)a

i.e., we employ the fact that (J, A) are unique functionals of the
initial state V() and (dext, Jext)- The definition of the resulting
Kohn-Sham potentials and currents is then found by equalizing
the functional Eqgs. (21) and (22) with the corresponding
equations of the uncoupled auxiliary system. This leads to
(now also indicating the appropriate dependence on the initial
states) [40,42]

n([®o,J, Al; ags(t) = MAA)([Wo,J,Al; 1)
+n([Wo,J,Al; Daex(t),  (27)

Jrs(t) =jext(t) + AJ(2). (28)

Therefore, they are functionals of the two initial states (J,A)
and (dext, jext), 1.€.,

(aKS [\IJO’q>05JaA’ant]ﬂjKS[ijeXl]) .

With these definitions, the coupled problem, starting from [\W)
and subject to the external pair (dext, jext), can be formally
solved by the solution of an uncoupled, yet nonlinear problem
with initial state |®) and the Kohn-Sham pair (aks, jks). The
resulting equations are

1.
ihedo|M(7)) = [—tkin?fx - EJaKS(t)] IM(1)), (29)

(82 +K2) A(t) = % [ (1) + j(@)]. (30)

The self-consistent solutions of the Kohn-Sham equations (29)
and (30) by construction obey Egs. (27) and (28), as well
as equations of motion similar to Egs. (25) and (26). By
combining these equations we see that the solutions to the
Kohn-Sham equations generate the solutions to the coupled
Egs. (21) and (22).

We point out that in the equation for the photonic mode
we do not need any approximate functional. We merely need
to solve a classical Maxwell equation. However, in practice it
might be useful, especially when calculating nontrivial pho-
tonic expectation values, that one solves an actual (uncoupled)
photon problem to have a first approximation to the photonic
wave function.

D. Numerical example for the model QEDFT

In this section, we show numerical examples for our model
system. We use the density-functional framework introduced
in the previous sections and we explicitly construct the
corresponding exact Kohn-Sham potentials. To illustrate our
QEDFT approach, we focus mainly on two different examples:
The first example treats a setup in resonance, where regular
Rabi oscillations occur. We show results in a weak-coupling
limit and in a strong-coupling limit. The second example
includes the photon field initially in a coherent state. For this
case, we study collapses and revivals of the Rabi oscillations.
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The Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) is directly connected to the
famous Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian and the Rabi Hamilto-
nian [54-57], which is heavily investigated in quantum optics.
It has been studied in the context of Rabi oscillations, field
fluctuations, oscillation collapses, revivals, coherences, and
entanglement (see Ref. [55] and references therein).

To directly see the connection between the two-site
Hubbard model coupled to one photon mode and the Rabi
Hamiltonian, we transform the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) by

dividing with I = n(et—“,’l)( 262‘22“))% , where n is an arbitrary
(dimensionless) scaling factor. Thus, we make the Hamiltonian
and the corresponding Schrodinger equation dimensionless.
The Hamiltonian of Eq. (3) can then be rewritten in a similar

form as usually found in the literature:

Ixin . ha)ALA . TR
= a'a —aa+ahe,

— Jex(1)(@ + @') — aex(1)6, 31)

where we transformed to the dimensionless external poten-

. -2 _1 . .
tial %(26’22%) Jdext —> dexy and the dimensionless external

current %(ﬁ) Jext = Jext- Further, we also transform to a

dimensionless time variable %t — t. To actually perform
numerical calculations, we have to choose values for the
free parameters. Here, we choose typically used values from
the literature: #,/I = 0.5, hw/I =1, A =(0.01,0.1) and
external fields which are set to zero jex(f) = dexc(t) = 0. This
set of parameters allows for a resonance situation, with no
detuning between the transition energy of the atomic levels
and the frequency of the field mode.

As discussed above, the basic variables (densities) are the
current operator J and the operator for the field potential A.
In this two-level example, J reduces to 6, and A reduces to
@+ah.

If the rotating-wave approximation is applied to the Rabi
Hamiltonian in Eq. (31), one recovers the Jaynes-Cummings
Hamiltonian. This Hamiltonian is then analytically solv-
able. The rotating-wave approximation is only valid in the
weak-coupling limit (A & 0.01). In the strong-coupling limit
(A > 0.1), however, the rotating-wave approximation breaks
down. Only recently, analytic results without the rotating-wave
approximation have been published [57]. Here, we emphasize
that the QEDFT approach presented in this paper is exact and
does not rely on the rotating-wave approximation and hence
also allows us to treat strong-coupling situations.

In our first example, we choose as initial state for both the
coupled many-body system and the uncoupled Kohn-Sham
problem

[Wo) = [Po) = [1) ® |0),

meaning the electron initially populates site one and the field
is in the vacuum state. Therefore, no photon is present in the
field initially. In Fig. 1, we show the inversion o, (¢), the density
o,(t), and the corresponding exact Kohn-Sham potential aks(¢)
for the weak-coupling case. The atomic inversion o, (f) shows
regular Rabi oscillations. Rabi oscillations are also visible in
o,(t), where we observe the typical necklike features [58] at
t ~ 150 and at later points in time.
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FIG. 1. Exact results for the Rabi-Hamiltonian of Eq. (31) in
the weak-coupling limit: (a) inversion o,(t), (b) density o,(¢), and
(c) exact Kohn-Sham potential ags(7) in the case of regular Rabi
oscillations.

To determine the exact Kohn-Sham potential for this case,
we follow a fixed-point construction similar to [59]. As input
for the fixed-point construction, we use the exact many-
body densities. In addition, we also compare to an analytic
formula for the Kohn-Sham potential for a one-electron two-
site Hubbard model given in [45,50]. This expression gives
an explicit formula for the dependence of the Kohn-Sham
potential on the density. Such an explicit formula is only known
in a few cases, while the fixed-point construction is generally
valid. However, both methods yield in the present case the same
results. A detailed discussion of the fixed-point construction
for multicomponent systems of electrons and photons will be
presented in a forthcoming work [60].

We emphasize that a propagation of the uncoupled Kohn-
Sham system with the exact Kohn-Sham potential agg(#)
obtained in Fig. 1 reproduces by construction the exact
many-body density [o,(¢) in the present case]. However, as
illustrated in Sec. II C, if a Kohn-Sham propagation is used,
the numerical expenses can be drastically reduced since the
Kohn-Sham construction effectively decouples the quantum
system.

In practical calculations, the exact Kohn-Sham potentials
are normally not available and one has to rely on approx-
imations. In the present case, the simplest approximation
for vgs[Wo, P, ,A,dext] is straightforward if we assume
n[®o,J,A] ~ n[¥o,J,A] and (AA) ~ (A)(A) = nA. Then,
from Eq. (27) we find the mean-field approximation to the
Kohn-Sham potential

ame([A,dext]; 1) = AA(1) + Gexi (7). (32)

The mean-field approximation is actually identical to the
Maxwell-Schodinger approach, i.e., we treat the electromag-
netic field as being essentially classical. Further, for A — 0
and for A — oo, the mean-field approximation becomes
asymptotically exact. In Figs. 2 and 3, we compare exact
densities and exact Kohn-Sham potentials to densities and
potentials, which were obtained by a self-consistent mean-field
propagation. Already in the weak-coupling limit, Fig. 2,
quite sizable differences between exact results and mean-field
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Exact potentials and densities (solid black line) compared to mean-field potentials and densities (dashed red line)
in the case of regular Rabi oscillations in the weak-coupling limit: Left: (a) Kohn-Sham potential axs(z) and (b) density o,(z). Right:

(c) Kohn-Sham potential jks(¢) and (d) density A(z).

results become visible: Already at ¢ = O the exact Kohn-Sham
potential deviates from the mean-field potential. In the case
of the densities, this leads to a frequency shift, where the
mean-field density oscillates slower than the exact density.
In the strong-coupling limit shown in Fig. 3, effects beyond
the rotating-wave approximation are visible. In the exact
Kohn-Sham potential, we see a nonregular feature at t = 30,
which is also not covered by the mean-field approximation.
However, the mean-field approximation already covers at least
some dynamical features of the propagation.

For the second example in this section, we start with the field
initially in a coherent state. For a single field mode, coherent

states [61,62] can be written as follows:
L5
VTR <_5|a| ) '

In this example, we use as initial state for the many-body
propagation and the Kohn-Sham propagation

|Wo) = |Po) = [g) ® |a).
Here, the atomic state |g) is the ground state of the electronic
Hamiltonian (|g) = \%(ll) + |2)). For the field state we

choose |a|> = (a'@) = 4. This example is in the spirit of the
calculation in panel 3 in Ref. [55]. Hence, as shown in Fig. 4,

n

la) =Y fule)ln), with  f(a) =
n=0

— exact
-—- mean-field
T

we obtain a similar time evolution of the inversion o, (¢) as in
Ref. [55]. We see the Cummings collapse of Rabi oscillations
at t = 250 followed by a quiescence up to t+ = 500 occurring.
Aftert = 500, we see arevival of the Rabi oscillations. We also
observe, as shown in [63], that the atomic dipole operator [here
the density o,(¢)] continues to change during the interval of
quiescence after the inversion collapse. As before, we show in
the lowest panel the corresponding exact Kohn-Sham potential
obtained via fixed-point iterations.

In Fig. 5, we show a comparison of the exact Kohn-Sham
potentials and densities to the mean-field propagation. Here,
we see that the mean-field approximation performs rather
poorly. For this case, the simple ansatz in Eq. (32) is not
sufficient and more sophisticated approximations to the exact
Kohn-Sham potential are necessary to reach a better agreement
[64,65].

In summary, we have shown in this section the exact
Kohn-Sham potentials which reproduce the dynamics of
the exact many-body densities. In particular, the coherent
state example shows that there is a clear need for better
approximations to the exact Kohn-Sham potential [40] that
go beyond the mean-field level and that include correlation
contributions. One possibility along these lines is provided
by an approach based on the optimized effective potential
(OEP) method [9,10,66]. We have already implemented such

FIG. 3. (Color online) Exact potentials and densities (solid black line) compared to mean-field potentials and densities (dashed red line)
in the case of regular Rabi oscillations in the strong-coupling limit: Left: (a) Kohn-Sham potential axs(¢) and (b) density o,(¢). Right: (c)

Kohn-Sham potential jks(7) and (d) density A(z).
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FIG. 4. Exact results for the Rabi-Hamiltonian in the weak-
coupling limit: (a) Inversion o, (), (b) density o,(¢), and (c) exact
Kohn-Sham potential aks(?) in the case of coherent states (in spirit of
panel 3 in Fig. 4 in Ref. [55]).

an OEP approach for the present model system and the
corresponding results improve quite considerably over the
mean-field approximation. The details of this general OEP
approach to QEDFT are beyond the scope of this paper and
will be presented in a separate publication [67].

III. RELATIVISTIC QEDFT

After having presented the basic concepts of a QEDFT
reformulation of a coupled matter-photon problem in a model
system, we apply the very same ideas to the full theory
of QED. While no new density-functional-type ideas have
to be introduced, the intricacies of QED make the actual
details more involved. A first subtlety is the gauge freedom
of the photon field. In this work, we choose Coulomb gauge
to fix the superfluous degrees of freedom. This gauge has
two distinct advantages over the other gauges: it reduces
the independent components of the photon field to the two
transversal (physical) polarizations, and it singles out the
classical Coulomb interaction between the charged particles.
Since we want to connect QEDFT to derived theories such
as cavity QED, where usually Coulomb-gauged photons are
employed, and condensed-matter theory, where Coulomb

— exact
<n>=4 —

mean-field
T

ags(t)

1500 2000

t

1000

0 500

2500
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interactions play a dominant role, the Coulomb gauge is for
the present purpose the natural gauge to work in. However, we
emphasize that also other gauges can be used as well [8,41,46].

We first present the standard approach to identify possible
conjugate variables and introduce the basic equations of
motions. While in the usual nonrelativistic setting this route
works just fine, in the fully relativistic situation the internal
structure of the “Dirac particles,” i.e., the electronic and
positronic degrees of freedom, give rise to certain subtleties
when performing a density functionalization. Therefore, in-
stead of using the current, we employ the polarization as a
basic fundamental variable in relativistic QEDFT.

A. Equations of quantum electrodynamics

In the following, we define the basic quantities of QED in
Coulomb gauge and derive the equations of motion for the
fundamental (functional) variables of the theory. We employ
SI units throughout since in the next section we perform the
nonrelativistic limit which is most easily done if we keep the
physical constants explicit. A detailed discussion of quantizing
QED in Coulomb gauge is given in Appendix B.

The full QED Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge (indicating
explicit time dependence of the Hamiltonians by ¢) is given by

H(t) = Ay + He + Ho(t) + Ho(t) + Hi.  (33)
Here,
Ay = /d3r P (=ihc 7 -V + mAYF): (34)

is the normal ordered (:...:) free Dirac Hamiltonian in the
Schrédinger picture, where v/ and 12 denote the Dirac-field
operators and y* the Dirac matrices (see Appendix B for
definitions). The energy of the free photon field is given by

N

Ay = %0 / &r(EXF) + ABXP))., (35)
where E and é are the (vector-valued) electric and magnetic
field operators defined as in Appendix B in terms of the
Maxwell-field operators Ak, We note that due to the Coulomb-
gauge condition V - A = 0 only the spatial components of the
Maxwell field are quantized. The time component A is given
by the classical Coulomb field of the total charge density,
which is the sum of the charge density of the Dirac field and

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

t

FIG. 5. (Color online) Exact densities and potentials (solid black line) compared to mean-field densities and potentials (dashed red line)
in the case of regular Rabi oscillations in the case of coherent states: Left: (a) Kohn-Sham potential axs(f) and (b) density o,(¢). Right:

(c) Kohn-Sham potential jxs(¢) and (d) density A(%).
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the classical external current, and gives rise to the Coulomb
term

1/ &rd3r’
2¢2 | 4meglr — 7|

x (2j9CN o)+ J°F) o)), (36)

He(t) =

Here, JO is the zero component of the Dirac current
JHFE) = ec Yy Ry P (), 37)

and jO, is the zero component of a given external current
jb.. In the Coulomb term, the energy due to the Coulomb
interaction of the external current with itself is elided. Since
this term is purely multiplicative, i.e., it is equivalent to the
identity operator times some real number, it does not influence
the dynamics of the system and can be discarded. The rest of
the coupling to the external fields is given by

N 1 S a
Hey(t) = p f r (Ju(Paby(x) = je(x) - AF)).  (38)

Finally, the coupling between the quantized fields in Coulomb
gauge reads as

A

Hy, = —% / &r 1@ - AG). (39)

Comparing to the Lorentz-gauge QED Hamiltonian [42], the
main difference lies in the Coulomb term, that treats the zero
component of the photon field explicitly.

Without further refinements, the above QED Hamiltonian
is not well defined since it gives rise to infinities [1-3].
These infinities can be attributed, with the help of perturbation
theory, to three divergent types of Feynman diagrams: the
self-energy of the fermions, the self-energy of the photons
(also called vacuum polarization), and the vertex corrections.
These divergences vanish if we regularize the theory, e.g., by
introducing frequency cutoffs in the plane-wave expansions
of the fermionic as well as the bosonic field operators or
by dimensional regularization [1]. Such procedures make the
above Hamiltonian self-adjoint [68], but we have introduced a
dependence on parameters that changes the theory at smallest
and largest length scales. Perturbatively, one can remove these
dependencies by renormalizing the theory, i.e., we first identify
and then subtract the part of each of these three terms that
diverges due to these parameters. The resulting three divergent
counterterms® can be recast as a renormalization of the mass
and the field operators of the fermions (due to the self-energy),
as a renormalization of the photonic field operators (due to
vacuum polarization) and a renormalization of the charge (due
to the vertex corrections). We can do this to any order in
perturbation theory due to the Ward-Takahashi identities [1].
Thus, the above QED Hamiltonian is at least perturbatively
renormalizable. For simplicity, we assume in the following
that one can fully renormalize the QED Hamiltonian (as
has been shown for certain limits [69]) and interpret it as a

>Note that these counterterms are defined by the vacuum expectation
value [1,8]. This allows us to compare Hamiltonians with different
external potentials and currents.
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bare Hamiltonian, i.e., we use the renormalized quantities.®
That a full renormalization is possible has been shown, e.g.,
for the Nelson model of QED [70,71], where the divergent
self-energy term shifts the spectrum of the Hamiltonian to
infinity. Thus, subtracting this infinite shift, i.e., introducing
a counterterm, makes the Hamiltonian well defined (when
removing the cutoffs), provided the energy of the system is
below the pair-creation limit. The same condition, i.e., a stable
vacuum, we need to impose also on our QED considerations
as discussed in [8,41,42].

In a next step, we identify the possible conjugate (func-
tional) variables of the above QED Hamiltonian. Here, the
physical, time-dependent wave function |\W(#)) depends on the
initial state and the external pair (ae’“, ];’“) which is indicated
by

([0, i J:1))-

Thus, with [ = [ dr [ d®r, the (negative) QED action

[41,42]
- / LqgED

1 .
=B+ - / (jhaAu + Jualy,)  (40)

A[\Po, ext’]exl] —

n

becomes a functional of these variables (7' corresponds to an
arbitrary time). Here, we employed the definition of the QED
Lagrangian of Eq. (B1) and defined the internal QED action
with help of Eq. (B6) by

T
B— / At (W (D))ihedy — Fyi — H — B9 (D).
0

Equation (40) looks like a Legendre transformation between
J, < aky and A, < jb,. Since a Legendre transformation
amounts to a change of variables, this indicates (for a fixed
initial state) the possibility of transformlng from (aly, jb)
to the conjugate variables (J,,A,).” If these variables would
indeed be connected via a standard Legendre transformation
the functional derivative with respect to a’y, and j’,, should
give the respective conjugate variables. However, following
derivations similar to [53] we find the appearance of extra
terms, i.e.,

5,21 S\II(T) 1
+ih <\I’(T)‘8\II(T)>— 1A (%) 42)
sitn TS AR

®Note that an exhaustive discussion of renormalization is beyond
the scope of this work. Nevertheless, to connect the different
formulations of matter-photon systems, a general field-theoretical
approach is advantageous. If we want to avoid the difficulties due to
renormalization, we have to keep the cutoffs. Since we are interested
exclusively in condensed-matter systems, a physical (highest) cutoff
would be at energies that allow for pair creation.

"One should not confuse these conjugate variables with the
conjugate momenta that are used in field theory to quantize the
system. In the case of Coulomb-gauge QED, the pair of conjugate
momenta are (A,) and (egE*,ihicyr!) [2].
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These nontrivial boundary terms are due to the fact that
variations of the external fields give rise to nonzero variations
of the wave function at the (arbitrary) upper boundary 7' [in
contrast to direct variations of the wave function that are
supposed to obey |[§W(T)) = 0] [43]. These boundary terms
are necessary to guarantee the causality of J,, and A, [53].
Thus, Eqs. (41) and (42) show that a straightforward ap-
proach to demonstrate a one-to-one correspondence between
(aly, j&) and (J,,A,) based on a Legendre transformation
becomes difficult [42]. Nevertheless, usually these Legendre-
transformation arguments work well to identify the possible
conjugate variables.

However, in the relativistic situation, a further problem
arises: the current has an internal structure due to the electronic
and positronic degrees of freedom. The current J,, describes
the net-charge flow of the negatively charged electrons and
the positively charged positrons [2]. Therefore, the current
expectation value can not differ between the situation of, e.g.,
the movement of two electrons and one positron or three
electrons and two positrons. This fact, which is absent in the
nonrelativistic situation, will lead to problems when employing
the ideas developed in Sec. II B.

For the moment, however, we follow the above identifica-
tion scheme and derive the basic equations of motion for f and
A,. Since [ d*r" [J,(7), Jo(*)]f(F') = 0, where f(i') is any
test function, the term A commutes with J and the equation
of motion for the four current is the same as in Lorentz gauge
[42]

i30J5 ()
= %mc%?f(?)[yky" — ORI

+ e (O Y (=i7 - V) + (—iF - Wy Y 19 6)

e 7 T Az ex
+ VO Yy =y Y WG (AG + 6 ),
(43)
where the zero component is given by i9yJ* = —i V- f, ie.,

the current obeys the conservation of charge. A different
equation that determines the charge current J,, is found by the
Gordon decomposition [8], which is the evolution equation of
the polarization

PIF) = ec YT Ep P @) -,
i80P () = Tﬂ(r) Tiech @~ D)
— ec Iy (Y ()
28 A + by 0), (44)
where €!/ is the Levi-Cevita symbol and
2o 1)
With the definition of bigger and smaller components of the

Dirac-field operators ¥/(F) = (¢'(¥), x1(¥)) we find that the
current and the polarization are the real and imaginary parts of
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the same operator:
J¥(F) = 2Re{ec : T (F)o* 2 (7)1,
P*F) = 2ilmfec : ¢'(F)o* 5 (7):).

The change of gauge only affects the equation for the photon-
field operator which becomes

B0A(x) = —E(x), 45)

. 3, Jea&) + I
30< /d dreglr — 7| )
= poc (jE(0) + J5E)) . (46)

This is indeed the quantized Maxwell equation in Coulomb
gauge.

and accordingly

(95 + 9,0") A*(F) —d

B. Foundations of relativistic QEDFT

In this section, we first reexamine the previous approach
to relativistic QEDFT [41,42] and identify its shortcomings.
We then show why physically the polarization is better suited
as fundamental variable of the matter part and reformulate
QED in terms of (P,,A,). Already here we point out that
both a relativistic QEDFT based on the current or on the
polarization lead to the same density-functional-type theory
in the nonrelativistic limit.

A first restriction we impose is to fix a specific gauge for the
external fields a’y,. Since by construction external fields that
only differ by a gauge transformation, i.e., ., = ab, + 0*A,
lead to the same current density (and polarization),® the de-
sired one-to-one correspondence can only hold modulo these
transformations. Thus, in principle we consider a bijective
mapping between equivalence classes, and by fixing a gauge
we take a unique representative of each class. The same type
of nonuniqueness is also found in the standard formulation of
TDDFT [47], i.e., the mapping between densities and scalar
external potentials is unique up to a spatially constant yet
time-dependent function A(z). In this case, the gauge fixing is
usually done by imposing that the scalar external potentials go
to zero for |F| — oo. Here, for simplicity, we impose a gauge
condition similar to [72]

al (x) =0. 47

In the following, any other gauge that keeps the initial state
unchanged, i.e., the gauge function has to obey A(0,7) = 0, is
also allowed [72]. This condition is necessary for our further
investigations since we will employ that the initial state is fixed
(and thus the expectation values at # = 0), in accordance to the
derivations of Sec. I B.

8This is most easily seen by considering the commutator
[f w, f fv 0" A] which determines the effect of a gauge on the equation
of f,L, i.e., Eq. (43). By partial integration, application of the
continuity equation and the fact that [J#; J°] = 0 this term becomes
zero and therefore has no effect on the current. The same reasoning
shows that also IA’M is gauge independent.
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Also, with respect to jl, we have to choose a unique
representative of an equivalence class of external currents. This
freedom is due to the gauge freedom of the internal field A,,.
Since we employ Coulomb gauge for A,,, only the transversal
part of the external current jé‘x[ = KUy — €M g YN couples
to the photons, as can be seen from Eq. (46) and the application
of the continuity equations for the internal and external
currents. Therefore, currents that only differ in their respective
longitudinal parts can have the same (transversal) photon field
Ay. The longitudinal part of the currents only changes the
classical component Ay, as can be seen from the continuity
equation in combination with Eq. (B4). We therefore find that
by fixing jO, for all further considerations, we also choose
a unique representative Uey for the longitudinal parts of jX,
by 9o je(’Xt = Ave. As a consequence, we have also fixed the
classical component of the internal field by Eq. (B4).

In [41,42], the one-to-one correspondence was based on the
corresponding Ehrenfest equations

dJ (x) = g, () + gk ) + M (a(x),  (48)

DA*(x) — 8*3 <1/d3 /M>
¢

dreg|r — F|
= poc [jE.0 + J*@)], (49)
where
4P = — ech O Y G - V) + G - VY Y I F)
+i %mc%(?)[y"y" “y O ),
.2 . .
A7) = %W)[V’yoy" — YO R,

Gk =" A,

and the D’ Alembert operator reads as [J = Bg + 9, 9%. We can
then reexpress

A () = — “W(r)z V@),

and therefore

Akl ;2 ext 2¢? TS -
s (ra; (x) — ?(‘ﬁ (PZY(r) X dex(x).

If we then want to show a possible one-to-one correspondence,
we can follow the reasoning of Sec. IIB and consider the
uniqueness of solutions of the functional equations

doJ*(x) = qllzin([agmj:;t];x) + qi];n([ag;tvj:;t];x)

+n* ([al, jon]s ) af (o), (50)
DAk(x)+8k (1/d3 /V JEXt(x)'i‘V/ J()C/))
c 47T60|r —7 |
= MoC [].ekxt(x) + Jk(x)] , 51D
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for given J; and A;.° As before in Sec. II B we can construct
the external current uniquely. By defining the vector field

1 VT
Ck(x)zDAk(x) + 8k (;/d?)r/m) —,LL()CJk(.X),

we find from the Helmholtz decomposition of Z‘ =V x Eand
Jext = —VUext + V X Tex, Where we employ the chosen rep-
resentative vex Of the equivalence class of external currents, !0
that

- 1 -
Texi(x) = E(x). (52)
0C

Thus, we need to show that for given (Ji,Ay) there can only

be a unique a’ . To show this, we first define

TOF) = 95 1, (x)],_, -

formally construct the respective Taylor coefficients

TEVGE) = (g o) + i )]
+Z< ) @P@H)(nSP@),  (53)

k that differ at

ext
we find in this order

and consider two external potentials aX # a
lowest order «. Accordingly,
f(rx-‘rl)(}?) _

ext ext

j(a+l)(;.’) =i OF) x ( @y Zl(a)(r)), (54)

where

2

NGE 2%@0“/77(?)21/7(?)@0»

While before we could conclude that the difference between
the currents is necessarily nonzero provided 7#? # 0, here we
find that this is not sufficient. Actually, we need to restrict the
allowed potentials gy to those that are perpendicular to 7.
If we do this, then Eq. (54) makes the currents necessarily
different and we can conclude that we have a one-to-one
correspondence. This aspect was not taken into account in
previous work [41,42], which is restricting effectively the
one-to-one mapping to a smaller set of potentials and currents
in these proofs. Still, it seems possible to find a different way
to show the bijectivity of the complete mapping (Ji,Ax) <
(ak . jk ). However, the true drawback of a relativistic QEDFT
based on the current is found if we try to reproduce a given
pair (Ji,Ay). If we choose a current that obeys

JOF) = 7AOF) 4+ 07 + G2 @),

then the resulting equation that defines the Taylor coefficient
of the external potential reads as, by employing Eq. (53) and

9Note that in correspondence to the freedom of the external variable

ext, the freedom of the internal variable J; is also restricted since Jy
is fixed by the initial state and the continuity equation for all times.
Similarly, the freedom of the external current j¥, is in correspondence
to the freedom of the internal field A; as explained previously.

10We note at this point that instead of fixing j2, one can equivalently
choose A for all times to select a unique j*, by the zero component
of the internal current Jy and Eq. (B3).
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following the same strategy as in Sec. I1 C,

A0 = 1OF) x aQ@).

This equation does not have a solution and therefore any
current that obeys the above form can not be reproduced by
the respective quantum system. This does also call into doubt
the possibility of exactly predicting the current of a coupled
system by an uncoupled one, i.e., the Kohn-Sham construction
of [41,42]. Of course, we can remedy this problem by adding
terms to the QED Hamiltonian that break the minimal-coupling
prescription of the Lagrangian. Such procedures could then be
alternatively used to provide a Kohn-Sham scheme to describe
the fully coupled QED problem. The advantage of such an
approach is that still the equation for the vector potential is
known explicitly in terms of the internal pair (Ji,Ay). This
is not the case when we use a different basic variable for the
matter part of the QED system, as we will do in the following.

To avoid the problems with the relativistic current, we will
in the following base our considerations on the polarization FPy.
While the current describes the flow of the charge of the system
(which is conserved), the polarization depends on the actual
number of particles and antiparticles (which is not conserved).
Therefore, the polarization can actually differ between a local
current produced by, e.g., two electrons and one positron or
three electrons and two positrons, in contrast to the current. To
show now that for a fixed initial state |W,) we actually have

. 1:1
(ak . jk )< (P Ap), (55)

we demonstrate that for a given internal pair (Py,Ay) the two
coupled equations

= ékiﬂ([ ext’-]ext] )+ le([ ext’]ext].x)

2emc -
T J(la ak s jidix)

3o P(x)

2e ko -k o
+% 0([@axis Joxi)s X)exi (X)), (56)

OA®) — poc(Jou) + J(aby, jE ;)
=§<1 / A V@) + V- T(lak R s x ))

c 4reg|r — ¥

(57)

allow only for a unique solution (a*
definitions

ko Jk,). Here, we used the

0@ = ecy (" = W (P) + iece 3 Z P (P)),
2e 4
04, (F) = —— Po(H AN ().
ihc
These coupled equations can only have a solution if the pair

(Py,Ay) obeys the initial condition enforced by the fixed initial
state |Wy), i.e

POF) = (Wol P(7)[Wo), (58)

AP F) = (Wol A (P)|Wo), AV (F) = —(Wol Ex(P)|Wo).  (59)
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Since the current J; is now a funct10nal of (ak,,jk,), the
previous explicit construction of jX is no longer valid.
However, if we assume (aX,, jX ) both to be Taylor expandable,
we find for the lowest order « on the one hand that

“”( a8\ — alli) # 0,
(60)

provided P(;O)G) = (Wo| Py(F)|Wo) # 0, which corresponds to
the (local) total number of particles and antiparticles. On the
other hand, we have

P(Ol+l)(r)_ P(Dt-‘rl)( )

A(a+2)(;) _ j(a+2)(;)

= noc(V x T&FH -V x TO@) #0 (61

since all external currents have the same longitudinal compo-
nent. Thus, the mapping (55) is bijective [at least for Taylor-
expandable external pairs (al ,jk )]. Therefore, we can,
instead of solving the fully coupled QED problem for the (nu-
merically infeasible) wave function |W(z)), determine the exact
internal pair (P, Ay) from the coupled nonlinear equations

9 P(x) = OQuin([Pr, Ar); X) 4+ Oine([ Pi, Arl; x)
2emc -
+ ——J([Pr, Ax]; x)
ih
2e N
+ T Py([Pr, A X)iext(x), (62)
ihe
Qi) — ¥ ( /d3 V' Jen) + VTP Akl 6 ))
c 4reo|r — 7|
= 0C(ext(x) + J([Pr, A X)) (63)

for the initial conditions (58) and (59). In order to solve these
equations simultaneously, we need to find approximations for
the unknown functionals. The only drawback in this more
general approach than the ones used in [41,42] is that now
we also have an unknown functional in the classical Maxwell
equation, i.e., J[ Py, Ar].

We point out that the relativistic QEDFT formulation based
on the Coulomb gauge, which singles out the instantaneous
classical (longitudinal) interaction between the charged parti-
cles, by construction also contains all the retardation effects
due to the exchange of photons. To make this statement more
transparent, we can single out also other, nonlongitudinal
interactions between the charged particles explicitly. For
instance, we can identify the (frequency-independent) Breit-
interaction contribution [73] to the photon field as

. 1 B LT
AR (x) =~ / dr—r
c deg|r — 1|

Sy Pl
c

The Breit field due to the transversal current is derived by

approximating the exchange of photons by employing the

retarded Green’s function of the D’ Alembert operator [J and

assuming the explicit retardation to be negligible. If we then

express the exact photon field in terms of the Breit field and a

3,0 ‘]l(;w)(rl/ — rl”)

A |F —7F)3 dmeg|F — 73"
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remainder, i.e., A¥ = AK . + AL, we can explicitly identify
the Breit-interaction contributions in the basic equations of
QEDFT, i.e., Egs. (43), (44), and (46). The usual Breit-
interaction Hamiltonian!' can then be derived by assuming
Agire ~ 0and 80151;@[ ~ 0, which allows us to formally rewrite
the total-energy contribution of the Breit field (which also
includes the interaction of the current with itself) as [73]

. 1 B It
i = 75 / &r d3r/[M

deg|r — 7|

_ T = - r,’)}

dreo|lr — 7|3

In the nonrelativistic limit, discussed in Sec. IV, an explicit
Breit-interaction Hamiltonian would then give rise to explicit
orbit-orbit, two-electron spin-orbit, and spin-spin interaction
terms. However, since we keep the full photon field explicitly,
these terms are implicit in the coupled matter-photon
Hamiltonian.

C. Kohn-Sham approach to relativistic QEDFT

In this section, we provide the adopted Kohn-Sham con-
struction based on the internal pair (Py,A;) and give the
simplest approximation for the Kohn-Sham potential and
current. As in Sec. II C, we choose our auxiliary Kohn-Sham
system to be an uncoupled system. While different Kohn-Sham
constructions are possible, this approach is the numerically
least demanding.

In a first step, in accordance to Sec. II C, we first construct
an uncoupled system that can reproduce a given internal pair
(Py,Ay) of the fully coupled QED system. To do so, we first
need an initial state | ) that fulfills the initial condition (58)
and (59) of the full QED system. This allows that the coupled
equations

. . deme -
doP(x) = Qkin([aé{ff’jé{ff];x) + j’;lc]([agffvjfﬁ];x)
2 S
+ %Po([aéff,jfﬁ];x)aeff(x), (64)

. . (1 V' (! -
OA(x) -V (—/d'%r/ﬂ> = KoC jer(x)  (65)
C

dreglr —r'|

can only have a unique solution. Obviously, for the case of
the uncoupled problem, we can use a construction similar to
Eq. (52) to determine the unique jé‘ff. To show the existence
of a solution to Eq. (64), we perform the standard Taylor-
expansion construction and assume that the series converges
[42,44,72]. A more general approach would be to follow a
fixed-point procedure [46]. The respective Taylor coefficients

"Here, we assume for simplicity that we do not have a transversal
external current jX . The inclusion of general external currents is
straightforward, i.e., J¥ — J& + jk .
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of the effective potential are given by

= (o o 2 o
P("’()éff)()——(P( ) = Qi) = =T ))

_Z( ) @8®) (PP @),

This construction makes plausible that there exists an uncou-
pled system subject to the effective external fields (a(’,fff, jekff)
that reproduces a given pair of a fully coupled QED problem.
The above construction actually resembles the mapping

[ Do) .
(P, Ap) = (agff»Jfﬁ)

for a given pair (Py,Ax). Now, to predict the internal pair
(Py,Ay) of the full QED problem, we again introduce a
composite mapping

ko ok Yo [P0}k .k
(aexl’]ext) = (P, Ar) = (aeff’]eff)‘

The resulting Kohn-Sham potential and Kohn-Sham current
are then given by the functional equations

Po([Po, Pr, A l; x)dks(x)

ihc - >
= E(Qkin([\vaPkaAk];x) — Qin([®o, Pr, Ax]; x)

+ Oine([Wo. Pr, Ar]; X)) + mc>(J ([Wo, Pr, Ag: x)
—J([®o, Pe, Al; X)) + Po([Wo, P, Arl; X)iiex(x), (66)

k() = Jou(X) + J([W0, P, Arl: x). (67)

This allows us to solve an uncoupled system instead of the
fully coupled QED problem. However, as also pointed out in
[42], we can only fully decouple the matter from the photon
part if also the initial state is of product form, i.e., |Pg) =
[Mo) ® |[EMy). And, if we further assume that |[My) is given in
terms of a Slater determinant we can actually map the whole
problem to solving a Dirac equation with the above Kohn-
Sham potential aIk(S and simultaneously a classical Maxwell
equation with j£s. The mean-field approximation recovers the
approximation introduced in [42] and reads as

aE(X) = dex(x) + A(x), (68)
TMF(X) = Jext(x) + T (x). (69)

Since for simplicity we used a gauge where a2, = 0 while
for the photon field we employed Coulomb gauge, we have
to perform an appropriate gauge transformation to have the
mean field ayy in either the one or the other gauge completely.
A similar caveat holds for the external current. This approxi-
mation is similar to the Maxwell-Schrodinger approach, that
assumes the photon field to behave essentially classically.

IV. NONRELATIVISTIC QEDFT

While for the sake of generality we have been considering
the full QED problem in the previous section, we are actually
mainly interested in the behavior of condensed-matter systems
or atoms and molecules that interact with photons. In such
situations, the external fields are usually small compared to
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the Schwinger limit, i.e., we do not have pair production
in such situations. Further, we want to investigate systems,
where the quantum nature of the photons becomes important.
Most prominently this happens for the case of a cavity, where
different boundary conditions for the Maxwell field have to be
considered. These quantum-optical situations also naturally
restrict the available photonic modes. Such physical situations
are then well described by models of nonrelativistic particles
interacting with a quantized electromagnetic field, such as
the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian (see, e.g., [74,75]) or the Nelson
model [70,71]. In the lowest order of approximations we
find the situation of a two-level system interacting with one
photonic mode, similar to the one presented in Sec. II. This
simplest of models is the prime example of a quantum-optical
problem.

We realize at this point that all the conditions we had
to impose in order to make our starting QED Hamiltonian
well defined are naturally met in the situations we aim at
investigating. Actually, we even do not need to adopt a
field-theoretical treatment for the particles in the first place
and usually only need to take into account a few photonic
modes. Such an approach would avoid a lot of unpleasant
problems in connection with renormalization and regular-
ization of these theories. However, one would then need to
introduce a new QEDFT approach for every new type of model
Hamiltonian. Therefore, in this section we want to demonstrate
how naturally all lower-lying QEDFT reformulations are
just approximations to the fully relativistic QEDFT that we
presented in the previous sections. In lowest order, we then
recover the two-site Hubbard model coupled to one mode of
Sec. II.

A. Equations of motion in the nonrelativistic limit

In this section, we derive the nonrelativistic limit of the
basic equations of motion, on which the QEDFT reformula-
tions are based. We show how approximations in the Hamil-
tonian correspond to approximations in the basic equations of
the corresponding QEDFT approaches.

Let us first start with the nonrelativistic limit of the fully
coupled QED Hamiltonian in Coulomb gauge. From the
Heisenberg equation of motion, defining

Al@) = A @) + af (),
1 ;0 X/
AL (x) = al(x) + . / d3r/—4ni‘;x|[; _) 7

and of = y%yk, we find the quantized Dirac equation (in the
Heisenberg picture)

i hicdo W (x)
= [aF(—ihcd + e AL (x)) + yOmc? + e AR ()P (x)
T TN T (v -
+62/d3r’M1/}(X), (70)
dreg|lr — 1’|

and accordingly for ¥ . We see that the electronic components
$ of the four-spinor are mixed with the positronic components
X . Of course, for small energies only the electronic component
of the four-spinor is important, and therefore we would like to
find an equation based solely on ¢. So, naturally we would
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like to decouple the upper component ¢ from the lower
component ¥. A possible way would be to find a unitary
transformation of the Dirac Hamiltonian that does this, at
least perturbatively. A possible expansion parameter for such
a perturbative transformation would be (mc?)~! since we
know that the energies involved in nonrelativistic processes
are small compared to the rest-mass energy. This energy
also represents the spectral gap between the electronic and
positronic degrees of freedom, which effectively decouples
the dynamics of the particles and antiparticles for small
enough energies. The resulting unitary transformations are
known as the Foldy-Wouthuysen transformations [76] and are
routinely used to generate the nonrelativistic limits of the Dirac
equation to any order desired. Here, we employ an equivalent
but different procedure to decouple the electronic from the
positronic degrees of freedom. To do so, we first rewrite
Eq. (70) componentwise

(D) = meAp) = 6 - (=iheV — eA(x)R (),
(D) +meAHR) = 5 - (—iheV — eA@)d@),  (T1)

where we defined

D(x) = (ihcao — eAR'(x)

o / 9B + 2R () :)

Ameglr — 7|

And thus we (formally) find that

2@) = [D@) +mc*T'G - (=iheV — eAg(x)p(x).

If we assume nonrelativistic energies, the main contribution
to the energy of the system stems from mc?, i.e., ihcdy ~
mc?. Accordingly, from the Neumann series of the resulting
operator we find the inverse operator to lowest order as
[D(x) +mc?]™! &~ 1/2mc?, and consequently

-

7 (x) & (—iheV — eA( )P  (72)

o
2mc?
At this level of approximation to the full QED problem we

find the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian (already transformed back to
the Schrodinger picture)

N A N N 1 s
A(t) = Ay + Bew + Ac — - / & J(x) - AG)
c
1 3.7 e A0 € 22z
+ E d rJ()(V) Amt(x) — WAK)[(V)
1 5 R 3
-z / d*r(J(x) - Gexi(x) + AF) - jeu(x)),  (73)
where the nonrelativistic kinetic energy reads as
N N R* =,\ &
Ay = / &’r $1(F) (——vz) PP,
2m
the energy of the electromagnetic field is given as before, the
Coulomb energy is given by
s _ € / P A AR GG)

He = — —
dmeg|r — 1|

3

2
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FIG. 6. The nonrelativistic (NR) limits do not depend on the order of operations. First performing the limit and then quantizing with the
equal-time (anti)commutation relations (ETCR) leads to the same (Pauli-Fierz) Hamiltonian as the opposite ordering [see (a)]. Further, first
performing the limit in the current and then calculating the equations of motion (EOM) leads to the same result as performing the limit directly

on the relativistic EOM [see (b)].

and the nonrelativistic current is defined by

J¥(x) = 2ecRe {éﬁ ) °_. (—ihcV — eﬁ'm‘(x))(i:(f)}
2mc?

= J (F) — oM (F) — —Jo(r)Amt(x). (74)

Here, we used the definition of the paramagnetic current
e k3 NG — BT (PG

T[(a @' (F)P(r) — @' (r)d"o(r)l,
mi

the magnetization density

.
JE@®) =

P e nv o o
M (r) = o ¢ (r)oto(r),
m

and the zero component of the current
Jo(F) = ecd')$@).
By construction, the current obeys the continuity equation

doJo(x) = V. j (x). We note here that due to the nonrela-
tivistic limit the physical current defined in Eq. (74) becomes
explicitly time dependent [5]. Further, we point out that the
result of the above (formal) derivations is the same as the
result obtained by first performing the nonrelativistic limit
of the classical Hamiltonian H2P(¢) [constructed from the
classical Lagrangian density of Eq. (B1)] and then canonically
quantizing the Schrodinger field, as shown in Fig. 6(a).

In the nonrelativistic limit, the resulting Hamiltonian
commutes with the particle-number operator N =
[ dr $1(F)(7), as can be seen directly from the continuity
equation. Accordingly, we do not need to employ a
field-theoretical description for the electrons and all matter

J

iaojk =—1 {alfkl Wk alAtoth -
— €0’ {——¢>T(a dno’ —ofa"an)¢>+

(8kAlOt) j]f + ﬁ (akalAA;;L)t) 6lmn]"‘ln _

3 Ar M —

tot

— {(iBOA}f‘) Jo+ A ( S0 ALy Jo — ialflp>} ,

operators can be expressed in first-quantized notation (while
still being a many-particle problem). Nevertheless, we can
still encounter infinities due to the interaction between the
nonrelativistic particles and the quantized Maxwell field
[74,75]. While we do no longer have vacuum polarization (no
electron-positron pairs are possible) and vertex corrections,
we still have an infinite self-energy [74]. To first order in
the coupling, the ground-state energy (for ey = fext =0)
diverges as

2e

Ey ~ ;[A—ln(l + M)l

where A is the ultraviolet cutoff for the photon modes.
By subtracting the infinite self-energy of the ground state,
which is equivalent to introducing a renormalized mass,
we can renormalize the Hamiltonian perturbatively. In the
following, we assume that the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian can
be fully renormalized. For instance, in the limit of only scalar
photons (the Nelson model), we know that we can perform
a full renormalization of the Hamiltonian by subtracting the
self-energy (provided that the kinetic energy of the problem is
smaller than mc?) [70,71]. Therefore, we interpret the electron
mass in the Hamiltonian as a bare mass, i.e., we subtract the
infinite self-energy.

Now, the equation of motion for fk can be either found
by the Heisenberg equation with the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian
or by the nonrelativistic limit of Eq. (43) (see Appendix C).
We have explicitly checked both ways of performing the
nonrelativistic limit as schematically indicated in Fig. 6(b).
After some calculation, we find (omitting the spatial and
temporal dependencies)

e 5 1
me2 | F\ 2me?

(@A) - (il

i) [0}

ie

2mc

(75)
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Ty =

[(akqb*)am + (39" — —akanz) ﬂ

is the usual momentum-stress tensor and

3 T ->/ -'/ .
Wi (i) = / d&*r' ¢'(7) (akM) ¢(F)
mc 4 €0|V |

is the interaction-stress force (the divergence of the interaction-
stress tensor) [5,9,77]. If we would have started with an
uncoupled problem, we would find a similar equation with the

replacement Atol — dey and Wk — 0. Further, the equation
for the electromagnetic field does not change, except that
we now have to employ the nonrelativistic current (see
Appendix C).

In a next step, we perform the nonrelativistic limit for the
equation of motion of the polarization, i.e., Eq. (44). We find
to order 1/mc?

g Pk~ 24 j

2emc [ Kia
- 7 (Jp — € ]ale — e JoAtot

=0. (76)

Thus, at this level of approximation the polarization does not
change in time.

B. QEDEFT for the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian

In this section, we derive the basic formulation of non-
relativistic QEDFT for the full Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian. We
show how the Gordon decomposition, i.e., the equation of
motion for the polarization Py, makes the current J; a unique
functional of (a%,,, ]exl) and thus becomes the basic variable
for the matter part in this limit. Further, we demonstrate how
the nonrelativistic limit of the above Kohn-Sham construction
produces the Kohn-Sham construction for the Pauli-Fierz
Hamiltonian. A comparison of this level of approximation with
relativistic QEDFT and with other approximations is presented
schematically in Appendix F.

We start by performing the nonrelativistic limit of Eq. (60).
Irrespective of the dlfference between dey and a aex[ (note, that
we again employ the aext = 0 gauge for the external potentials
as explained in Sec. III B), the equation in this limit is always
zero. However, by employing Eq. (76) we can rearrange the
nonrelativistic limit to
JOF) =

JOF) — @@ —a@) #0, an

Jgo><r)
m
which is nonzero provided the density obeys Jéo) # 0. The
form of Eq. (61) does not change and thus we have in the
nonrelativistic limit that

. 1:1
(ab o b)) (i Ap). (78)

Accordingly, we can label all physical wave functions by
the nonrelativistic internal pair (Ji,A). Since J; no longer
has an internal structure (no positronic degrees of freedom),
our approach of Sec. Il A to determine the conjugate pairs
based on a Legendre-transformation argument now works
just fine. The Pauli-Fierz Lagrangian [determined from the
Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian of Eq. (73)] has a similar structure
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as the full QED Lagrangian of Eq. (40) and thus allows
us to identify the conjugate pairs. Indeed, the Legendre-
transformation argument holds for all further nonrelativistic
approximations, especially for our model system of Sec. II.

Now, we can, instead of solving for the wave function, solve
the coupled equations

i30J (x) = Gp [V, Arsa s ) + m([ e, Ax,abJ; x)
+ Go([ i Arsag s %), (79)
DA(x) — %( /d3 Vo) + ¥ J(x/))
c deo|r — 7|
= 10C(ex(x) + J (X)) (80)

for a fixed initial state and external pair (a’ , jX,), where qulj is

ext?
the first term on the rlght-hand side of Eq. (75), q{\‘,[ corresponds
to the second term, and ‘10 corresponds to the third. The
initial state and the fixed external pair (al,jX,) determine
the initial conditions for the above coupled equations. The
explicit appearance of the external potential in several terms
in the equation of motion and in the initial condition is due to
the nonrelativistic limit. The main advantage of this limit is that
we no longer need an explicit approximation for functionals
in the Maxwell equation since we now consider the current
directly.

In a next step, we can then perform the nonrelativistic limit
of the Kohn-Sham scheme of Egs. (66) and (67) which leads
to

Jo([Po, T, Anl; X)ags(x)
= Jo([Wo, Jn, Anl; X)ab (x) + (A% Jo) ([(Wo, Ju, Anl; X)

mc, X
+ ?(Jp([q)oJmAn];X) — Jy([Wo, Ju, Anl; X))

me . .
+ 76 /(M ;([Wo,Jn,Anl; x) — M;([Do,J,,AL]; X)),

Jks(®) = Jj () + T ().
If we then further assume that the different initial states fulfill
(Wol Jo(F)|Wo) = (Do) Jo(F)| Do)

(due to the continuity equations the zero components stay
equivalent) we can define the so-called Hartree-exchange-
correlation (Hxc) potential by

aks|[Wo, o, J, Ak.aly | = dext + anxc[Wo. Do, Ji, Ar],
and we end up with
Jo(x)atye(x)

= (A% Jo)([Wo, I, Anl; X)

mc , k
+ ?(Jp ([CD(),J,,,A,,];X) - -,p ([\IJ(),.]H,A”];X))

mc .
+ 7ek’f QM ([Wo,Jn,Anl; x) — M ([P0, Ty, Anl; X))

Thus, assuming that we have given an appropriate initial state
of the form |®y) = [Mp) ® |[EMy) that has the same initial
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current, initial potential, and electric field (corresponding
to the first time derivative of the potential), we can solve
simultaneously

ihcdp|M(1)) = |:I:IM - l/dsi’ f(x) - ags(x)
c

d’r fo<7>aKs<x)} IM(1)), (81)

2mc3
DAk (x) + 9 / d*r V@) + V- T
¢ deo|r — 1|
= poc [j5.(0) + T4 ()] (82)

If we further assume that the initial state |Mg) is given as
a Slater determinant of orbitals ¢(F), we can solve single-
orbital Kohn-Sham equations. The simplest approximate Hxc
potential is just the nonrelativistic limit of the mean-field
approximation of Eq. (68), i.e.,

Grixe(x) = A(x).

Note again that without a further gauge transformation we now
also have a scalar potential in the Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian due
to Ayp.

We point out that we could alternatively use Eq. (75)
directly to show the one-to-one correspondence between the
external pair (a¥,j*,) and the nonrelativistic internal pair
(Jx,Ag) [72]. However, aside from being more involved, also
the connection to relativistic QEDFT becomes less clear.
Nevertheless, for the construction of approximations to the
Kohn-Sham potential, Eq. (75) seems better suited since it is
a more explicit equation.

C. QEDFT for approximate nonrelativistic theories

In this section, we show how, by introducing further ap-
proximations, we can find a family of nonrelativistic QEDFTs,
which in the lowest-order approximation leads to the model
QEDFT of Sec. II.

As pointed out before, in the nonrelativistic situation
the initial guess for the conjugate pairs, i.e., by identifying
a Legendre-type transformation in the Lagrangian of the
problem, holds true. Thus, we can now derive all sorts of
approximate QEDFTs by investigating different conserved
currents and restrictions to the photonic degrees of freedom.
In the currents this holds since approximating the conserved
current J; implies approximating the Hamiltonian in Eq. (73)
accordingly. Thus, e.g., by assuming a negligible magnetic
density M;(x) =~ 0, i.e.,

1
Jux) = @) — —J oMYA (),

the corresponding Hamiltonian as well as the defining Egs. (75)
and (76) change. Actually, all terms M, and gM vanish in these
equations for this approximation. We again find due to the
corresponding Eq. (77) that we have

. 1:1
(@b b)) © (i Ad), (83)

and we can consider the corresponding coupled Egs. (79)
and (80). The Kohn-Sham current becomes accordingly
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Jks = j& 4+ J* and the Hxc potential in this limit reduces
to

Jo(X)age (x)

= (A*Jo)([Wo, Jk, Ar]; x)
+ (oS A x) = T (W0 i Al ).

On the other hand, we can also restrict the allowed photonic
modes. For instance, we can assume a perfect cubic cavity
(zero-boundary conditions) of length L.'> Then, with the
allowed wave vectors kj = n(rw/L) and the corresponding
dimensionless creation and annihilation operators &ﬁ, , and ;5
(see Appendix E for more details) we find

P he? x— e (n,h)

A =\~ ZA r @i+ ak,18Gi - 7),

where the mode function S is given in Eq. (D1). If we further
restrict the modes by introducing a square-summable regu-
larization function fgv(7)," e.g., fem = 1 for |ii| < mcL/
(27 h) (energy smaller than rest-mass energy) and O otherwise,
the resulting regularized field

A = ,/ ZfEM(n)ek(” )[am%—a“]S(n ) (84

makes the coupled Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian self-adjoint with-
out any further renormalization procedure [75]. Such a
restriction is assumed in the following. These approximations
are then directly reflected in the Hamiltonian and the derived
equations of motion. While the basic Eq. (76) does not change,
and thus J; is the basic matter variable, the basic equation of
motion for the potential A; has to reflect the restriction to
specific modes. By multiplying Eq. (80) from the left by

€c(1,))S(i - F)
and integrating, we find the mode expansions
he? fem(i)
€ 2o
= IoC [J,fxi(t) + Jia0], (85)

(a0 + k2) g i (1)

where G5 5 = @i + &; , and we use the definition

Jas) = / dr €0 - jeu(x) SGi - 7).

The Coulomb part vanishes since we employ a partial
integration and the fact that €(71,A) - = 0. Of course, one
finds the same equations by a straightforward calculation of
the Heisenberg equation of motion for the Maxwell field (84)
with the corresponding Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian (73). From

12Actually, also other boundaries are possible, but then the
expansion in accordance to the Coulomb-gauge condition in the
eigenfunctions of the Laplacian becomes more involved.

BIn the case of continuous frequencies, one accordingly uses a
square-integrable function.
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the restriction to specific modes, the field Ay is restricted in its
spatial form and therefore the photonic variable changes from
Ay, to the set of mode expectation values

Ar(x) = {Az (D).

This change in basic variable is also reflected in the conjugate
external variable which is given via Eq. (85) as

fem()eo
2hw,

Thus, we accordingly find

jE ) = {iso},

and the conjugate pairs become

(@h o 1iS)) & U fAiD.

Thus, we have to solve the mode Eq. (85) together with the as-
sociated equation of motion for the current. Correspondingly,
also the Kohn-Sham scheme and the mean-field approximation
for dpy. change to its mode equivalents.

If we then also employ the dipole approximation, i.e.,
we assume that the extension of our matter system is small
compared to the wavelengths of the allowed photonic modes,
we find

N ﬁ02 N Ek(ﬁ, ) T
Ay = | — Gi 5 + G . 86
(=] L3€0;fw(n) o Wt ag,). (86)

This only changes the definition of effective currents that
couple to the modes, i.e.,

) = (3 + k3)4ia(0) = Jia(0).

.ext d’r == e
Jiat) = n €(n,A) - Jexi(x),

but leaves the structure of the QEDFT reformulation otherwise
unchanged. If we assume the magnetization density M; to be
negligible, we have from first principles rederived the QEDFT
formulation presented in [40]. In this work, the situation of
only scalar external potentials, i.e., dexe = 0 and agxt # 0, has
been considered as a second case. In this situation, the gauge
freedom is only up to a spatial constant, which is usually
fixed by choosing a2, — 0 for |#| — oo. Since a2, couples
to the zero component of the current, i.e., the density fo, the
conjugate pair becomes

(@l [2Y)) & (o, {Ai D).

To demonstrate this mapping, the first time derivative of Jy
is obviously not enough since this amounts to the continuity
equation and no direct connection between the two conjugate
variables of the matter part of the quantum system is found.
Therefore, one has to go to the second time derivative of Jy
[40]. If we then further simplify this physical situation (see
Appendix E for a detailed derivation), we find the model
Hamiltonian of Sec. II. In a similar manner, by imposing the
restrictions on the corresponding equations of motion, we can
rederive the model QEDFT of Sec. I1 B.'# Finally, for a simple

14We note that one could have also derived the model QEDFT
by employing the gauge of Eq. (47) for the external potentials. By
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overview, we have collected the different QEDFTs that we
have explicitly considered in this work in Appendix F.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have shown how one can extend the ideas of
TDDFT to quantized coupled matter-photon systems. We have
first explained the basic ideas of QEDFT for a model system
of a two-site Hubbard model coupled to a single photonic
mode. By rewriting the problem in terms of an effective theory
for a pair of internal functional variables and proving the
uniqueness of solutions for the resulting nonlinear coupled
equations, we have demonstrated how an explicit solution
for the coupled photon-matter wave function can be avoided.
Further, we have discussed how an auxiliary quantum system,
the so-called Kohn-Sham system, can be used to construct
approximations for the implicit functionals appearing in the
effective equations. The Kohn-Sham construction gives rise
to effective fields and effective currents, which are termed
Kohn-Sham potential and Kohn-Sham current, respectively.
By numerically constructing the exact Kohn-Sham potential
and Kohn-Sham currents, we have illustrated the capability
of this approach to exactly describe the dynamics of coupled
matter-photon systems and contrasted these exact fields with
the mean-field approximation.

In the following, instead of reformulating every possible
approximate treatment of coupled matter-photon systems
separately, we have shown how these QEDFTs for approxi-
mate Hamiltonians are merely approximations to relativistic
QEDFT, which itself is based on QED. To avoid problems
with the Kohn-Sham construction, we have based relativistic
QEDFT on the expectation value of the polarization and the
vector potential of the quantum system. By then performing
the nonrelativistic limit of QEDFT, we have demonstrated that
the resulting theory is the QEDFT reformulation of the Pauli-
Fierz Hamiltonian. The nonrelativistic limit automatically
makes the (nonrelativistic) current the basic variable for the
matter system. Accordingly, the nonrelativistic limit of the
Kohn-Sham potentials and currents leads to the corresponding
Kohn-Sham fields for the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian. By per-
forming further approximations for nonrelativistic QEDFT,
e.g., assuming the magnetic density negligible, we have
shown how other QEDFTs (that reformulate the corresponding
approximate Hamiltonians) can be derived. Depending on the
level of approximation, the basic internal functional variables
change, e.g., if we confine the electromagnetic field with a
cavity, the (allowed) mode expectation values become the new
internal variable of the photons. In a final step, we restricted
to a two-site model coupled to only one mode, recovering the
model QEDFT of the beginning.

We point out that at every level of QEDFT, we recover the
corresponding (standard) time-dependent density-functional
reformulations [47,72] if we assume the quantized nature
of the photons negligible, i.e., the charged particles interact

applying the dipole approximation also to the external vector poten-
tial, the conjugate variable becomes the density (dipole moment).
For clarity of presentation, though, we have chosen to start from the
scalar-potential case.
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via the classical Coulomb interaction only. This will be the
case in most standard situations of condensed matter theory,
e.g., when investigating dynamics of atoms or molecules
in free space. However, we expect that interesting effects
happen when the boundary conditions for the Maxwell field
are changed, e.g., for atoms in a cavity. Thus, we have a
potential tool that can treat complex electronic systems in the
setting of quantum optics. Also, we can investigate the explicit
interplay of photons with molecules or nanostructures, e.g., in
nanoplasmonics. However, for this theory to be practical, we
are in need of reliable approximations to the basic functionals.
In [67], functionals based on an optimized effective potential
approach [9,10] are constructed, which provide good results
even in the situation of strongly coupled systems. Although
the currently available approximations have only been tested
for simple model systems, the hierarchy of QEDFT approxi-
mations allows us to simply scale up these functionals to more
complex situations. Thus, we can develop approximations for
simple systems, e.g., only one mode couples to the matter
system, and then extend these approximations to more involved
problems, e.g., considering more modes. In this way, we
can easily control the validity of our approximations. In
this respect, we are also working on a fixed-point approach
in the spirit of [46,59], which allows us to construct the
exact Kohn-Sham potentials and compare the approximate
potentials to the (numerically) exact expressions. Details of
this approach will be part of a forthcoming publication [60]. On
the other hand, the fixed-point approach is also a way to extend
the validity of QEDFT beyond Taylor-expandable fields. A
different way, especially for discretized matter systems, is
the nonlinear Schrodinger equation approach introduced in
[45,49]. Certain theoretical and mathematical details of the
model QEDFT of Sec. II, that are beyond the scope of this
paper, will be discussed in [78].

Finally, since we are aiming at investigating quantum
optical settings, we also need to discuss the cavity and the
problem of open quantum systems. In this work, we focused
on closed systems and on a perfect (cubic) cavity. It is
straightforward (but tedious) to extend this work to an arbitrary
shape of the perfect cavity. We have to use an expansion
of the photon field in the corresponding eigenfunctions of
the cavity, such that these modes obey the Coulomb-gauge
condition. However, in actual quantum optical experiments,
the cavities are not perfect but rather an open quantum
system, which allows for an exchange with the environment.
To take care of this channel of decoherence and dissipation,
there are several possible ways. One can employ the current
formulation of QEDFT and derive a master equation, as has
also been done for standard TDDFT [79,80]. Also, extensions
to stochastic equations [§1-83] are possible. On the other
hand, one can couple further bosonic degrees of freedom
to the system and prescribe a bath spectral density, making
these degrees of freedom a bath for the system [40]. Since
the present framework allows for a consistent treatment of
interacting fermionic and bosonic particles, the inclusion of
a bath and coupling to other fields, e.g., phonons, will be the
subject of future work. Furthermore, a detailed investigation
of the QEDFT framework in the linear-response regime
(and possible extensions to open quantum systems [84]) is
intended.
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APPENDIX A: CONVENTIONS

In this work, we employ the standard covariant notation
x* = (ct,r) with Greek letters indicating four vectors, e.g.,
n € {0,1,2,3}, and Roman letters indicating spatial vectors,
ie., k € {1,2,3}. To lower (or raise) the indices, i.e., going
from contravariant vectors to covariant vectors (or vice versa),
we adopt the convention

1 0 0 0
o -1 0o o0
S8w=10 0 -1 0
0 0 0 -1

for the Minkowski metric. We denote spatial (contravari-
ant) vectors with the vector symbol, i.e., A = A, and the
derivatives with respect to the space-time vectors x” by
dy = 9/0x". With these definitions, the divergence can be
written as A% = V - A, where we also adopt the Einstein
summation convention. Further, we note that J; A = —J-A.
With the help of the Levi-Civita symbol €%, we can write

the curl as €/%3;A, = —V x A and the mult1p11cat1on of
Pauli matrlces becomes okol = (1/2)({c*,6'} + [6%,0']) =
K ckim o
—8

Further, for notational simplicity we only point out in the
text (when necessary), whether we are in the Schrodinger or
Heisenberg picture, and do not explicitly indicate the picture
used in the operators. In the Schrodinger picture, operators
which are not explicitly time dependent only carry a purely
spatial dependence, e.g., A*(F). We indicate explicit time
dependence in the Schrodinger picture by either carrying the
full space-time dependence, e.g., J¥(x) (for the Pauli-Fierz
current density) of Eq. (74), or by a dependence on ¢, e.g.,
H(r) in Eq. (73). In the Heisenberg picture, every operator
also depends on time, e.g., U (x) in Eq. (70).

APPENDIX B: QUANTUM ELECTRODYNAMICS
IN COULOMB GAUGE

In this appendix, we give a detailed derivation of QED
in Coulomb gauge. We start from the (classical) coupled
QED Lagrangian with external fields a(x) and j£*(x)
given by [2]

1
Lomp(x) = Ly(x) = —J“(x)a,i“(m

+ Le(x) — — [J () + j (0] A*(x).  (BI)
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Here, we use the standard definitions for the (classical) Dirac
fields, i.e.,

La(x) = Y (x)(ihey™d, — m*)y(x),

()
vo= (o)

is a Dirac four-spinor with the two-component (spin) functions
¢(x) and x (x), the gamma matrices are given by

,'_O Ui ()_]1 0
V“\' o) V7o -1)

with o the usual Pauli matrices, ¥ = v fy°, and

where

Ju(x) = ecy(X)y ¥ (x)

is the conserved (Noether) current. Further, we use the
Minkowski metric g,, = (4+, —, — ,—) toraise and lower the
indices. For the (classical) Maxwell field we have

Le(x) = —Z—“Fﬂ”(x)FW(xx (B2)

where F,,(x) = 9, A,(x) — 9, A, (x) is the electric field tensor
and A, (x) is the vector potential.

Now, we employ the Coulomb gauge condition for the
Maxwell field, i.e., V - A(x) = 0. Then, it holds that

1
—AAY(x) = — [700) + )], (B3)

where A is the Laplacian. If we impose square integrability
on all of R3,'> the Green’s function of the Laplacian becomes
A™! = —1/(@r|¥ — #'|) and therefore

1/d3/

Since the zero component of the four-potential A, (x) is given
in terms of the full current, it is not subject to quantization.
The conjugate momenta of the photon field (that need to be
quantized) are the same as in the current-free theory and thus
the usual canonical quantization procedure applies [2], i.e.,

JO) + Jou X))

A%x —
x) = dmeg|r — 1|

(B4)

[Ac(F),e0Ei(F)) = —ilicSG(F — ), (BS)

where Ej is the electric field operator, SEF —7) = (B —
wAT19)83(F — F) is the transverse delta function, and k.l
are spatial coordinates only. Equivalently, we can define these

15If we consider the situation of a finite volume, e.g., due to a perfect
cavity, the boundary conditions change. These different boundary
conditions, in principle, change the Green’s function of the Laplacian
and thus the instantaneous interaction. We ignore these deviations
from the Coulomb interaction in this work for simplicity.
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operators by their respective plane-wave expansions

AG) = ,/hc/ Z .2)
€0 \/Zwk(Zﬂ)3

x[ak ek +a ﬂkr]

’

i
[

d kla)k

E(r) \/;/ ,/Zwk(2n)32 e

where wy = ck, E(l_é,)») is the transverse-polarization vector
[2], and the annihilation and creation operators obey

[, 5,501 1= 8 (K = K50

If we further define the magnetic field operator by ¢cB=V x X
the Hamiltonian corresponding to L, is given in Eq. (35). We
used normal ordering, i.e., rearranging the annihilation parts
of the operators to the right, to get rid of the infinite zero-
point energy in this expression. Also, for the Dirac field, the
coupling does not change the conjugate momenta. Therefore,
we can perform the usual canonical quantization procedure
for fermions which leads to the (equal-time) anticommutation
relations [2]

Wa(P)Pp(F)} = ygy8>F = F).
The Hamiltonian corresponding to Ly thus becomes the one
of Eq. (34), where we used 7 - § = —x; y*.
It is straightforward to give the missing terms of the QED
Hamiltonian due to the coupling to the external fields as well
as due to the coupling between the quantized fields. If we

apply the definition of the quantized current fM of Eq. (37) to
Eq. (B4), we find (using normal ordering)

[T + 5 ()] A%x):
1 d3r d3r o . /
T2 / Il o 100 )
2008 P D)2 ).

Here, if we disregard the purely multiplicative first term on
the right-hand side, we arrive at Eq. (36). The rest is given in
Egs. (38) and (39). Alternatively, with the definition of A? in
Eq. (B4) and

1 P
A1) = Hin + — f d*r : Jo(F)A"(x):
the full QED Hamiltonian can also be written as

H(t) —HM +HE+Hm(t)

1 P A
+ ;/dsx (Vu(Paga(x) + A () j&()) . (BO)
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APPENDIX C: NONRELATIVISTIC EQUATIONS OF MOTION

To find the nonrelativistic limit of Eq. (43), we can not straightaway apply the decoupling to Eq. (72). Since we have to apply
the decoupling consistently to the Hamiltonian as well as the current we need to rewrite the equation of motion. We start (in the

Heisenberg picture) by
2
h

N R 2
idolecy 'y y ] =

2ie?

(%105 — dlok 7] — iecld!( o' + 3,0'05) + 2 (0c'd + 310" 0")7]

Ao+ 2o 21

This leads with o/o* = —g'* — le”‘/oj and Im{¢' Amtqb} =0to

ihdoJ* =2Im{—2emc’{To*p + A [po*o'd — glolar 7] -

iehcg! 3,0’0%2 —iehcdplaol,4).

Adding and subtracting on the right-hand side the term e¢o*(ihicdy — D)% and employing Eq. (71), we find

<« a5 s R / !/ / !/ .
ihaofk=261m XT(_ihcv_i_eAtOt)'a,_¢|eABOt_¢Te2/d3 A ¢(x)¢(x)+)( (X)X(.x) mcqu]\ O'k)%
Ameglr — ¥
+cplokihcdy g }
With the help of the definition [...] = [ﬁ + mc?]7!, this can be rewritten as
ihdp ¥ =2 Im{ [— HlihcV —eA™) 5[ M (ihe V —eA®) . 5 — dleAl™
. BB + RTERED: . _ .
- ¢Te2[d3r’ PPN+ RODXCD): 20t ok 15 - (—iheV — eA™)
dmeg|r — 1|
+ ¢Tokihcdol. . 15 - (—ihicV — eAN$ + ok [.. 15 - (ilicV — eA)
- 3 - 3 »x’ ’ T(x! ’ R
—ith—eAtOt)[...]E'(—ith—eAmt)—l—eAg’t /d3 ’: ¢(X)¢(x)+)( (X)X(X) mC2 d) )
4reg|r — ¥
[
Now, if we employ the approximation [. ..] &~ 1/2mc? (also in and

the Coulomb terms) we end up with

-

ihdyJ* ~ ihdy2ec Re qBTok c
2mc?

(—iheV — e/?“")qg} ,

which is just the equation of motion for the nonrelativistic
current (74) with the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian.

For the Maxwell field, the nonrelativistic limit of Eq. (49) is
with the help of Eq. (74) straightforward. It is only important
to see that this does agree with the equation of motion for A
due to the Pauli-Fierz Hamiltonian (73). The main difference
to the fully relativistic derivation is that now we have a term
of the form

e A A A
53 &*r Jo(x) (Ak(x) + aé‘xt(x)) (Ak(x) + a,f’“(x)) .
This term does not change anything in the first-order equation,

ie., SOAk = —Ek. In the second order, we find due to Eq. (B5)
that

/ PrES ) A A ) o)

ihe o s ihe o i1 # N
= 26—A (x)Jo(x) — 26—8 AT 0 Aj(x)Jp(x)
0 0

/ d*r'[E*(x); A'(x)]a™ (x') Jo(x")

C 2 h xt
2—ag (x)Jo(x) — 3 A™ (x)Jo(x).

Now, with the above definition for A~! used in Eq. (B4), we
find that these commutators lead to the terms

— ok l/d3 /V, Amt(x/) mc? JO(x/)
c dmeg|r — ¥/

+MOC( tm()f) Jo(x))

of the equation of motion for the Maxwell field in the
nonrelativistic limit. The rest of the derivation is similar to
the relativistic situation.

APPENDIX D: MODE EXPANSION

If we restrict the allowed space for the photonic modes, we
also need to impose appropriate boundary conditions. Let us
first start with a cubic cavity of length L with periodic boundary
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condition. We then find with the allowed wave vectors l?n =
n(2mw/L) and the corresponding dimensionless creation and

annihilation operators &; , and dj ;, which are connected to
their continuous counterparts by

3/2 A ~
LY Qi — ag;.,
that

2 > - -
he &mA) kF At ik
3 [a7i e +ag e ].
€0 o 2w,

AGF) =

Here, w, = c|ii|(2w/L). If we change the conditions at the
boundaries to zero-boundary conditions, then the allowed
wave vectors change to k,, = 71(7r /L) and the discrete operators
obey

QLyPial, — al .

With the normalized mode functions

2\ 2 Th;
S(nr): (z) HSIH <Tl’i>,

the field operator therefore reads as

(D)

hc? A .
A = | = 26"(” )[M+ b1SG -,
Here, w, = c|i|(z/L).

APPENDIX E: DERIVATION OF
THE MODEL HAMILTONIAN

We start with the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian of Eq. (73)
where we assume that the magnetization density M; is
negligible. We further assume a perfect cubic cavity of length
L and employ the dipole approximation, i.e., e**»" 2 1. Thus,
we find a Maxwell field defined by Eq. (86). At this level of
approximation, our starting point coincides with that adopted
in [40].

In a next step, we allow only scalar external potentials. In
the following, we present a detailed derivation of the length-
gauge Hamiltonian employed in [40] for the formulation of
the electron-photon TDDFT. For simplicity, we restrict our
derivations to the case of one mode and one particle. The case
of several modes and particles works analogously and leads to
the Hamiltonian (13) of Ref. [40].

With the definition of the dimensionless photon coordinate
g and the conjugate momentum id /dq, the single-mode vector
potential is given by

(EL)
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and assume fgv = 1. The resulting Hamiltonian in first
quantized notation reads as

- e3 ho d? hw
Ht)=—\|ihV+-A) — —— 2
® (l * ) 2 dqg? 2
0 1 g 5
+ e (%) = “Jex(t) - A, (E2)

since at this level of approximation V- fext = 0 due to the
expansion in Coulomb-gauged eigenmodes. In Eq. (E2) we
introduced the notation

2 d’r e
Jexe(t) = mJexl(x)-

In a next step, we transform the Hamiltonian into its length-
gauge form [85] by the unitary transformation

!

If we then perform a canonical variable transformation of the
photon coordinate id /dg — p and ¢ — —id/dp (leaving the
commutation relations unchanged), we find

" -,

e = G2 ho & ho Ced -7\’
T 2m 2 dp* 2

ic | - d
+ ea?xt(x) + %E : ]ext(I)E~ (E3)

Then, we perform yet another time-dependent gauge
transformation

iC
U(t)—eXp[hc ;(]ext( )P — 7 f/ ot )dt)}

where jex () = € - jext(t) is the projection of the external
current on the direction of the photon polarization. The
above transformation is aimed at eliminating the linear in
p-derivative term in Eq. (E3). Using the general transformation
rule H — —ihUTB,U + UYAU, we obtain

B -,

) = g fod®  ho Ceé 7\’
 2m 2 dp> 2

1
e %P 01 Jext () (E4)
Here, we see that the photonic variable p is coupled to
the dipole moment e7, which indicates that p is actually
proportional to the electric field.
In a last step, we then discretize the matter part of the
problem and employ a two-site approximation such that

+ eagxt(x) —

v
2m

— —linG,

ewe - ¥ — ew@-i&z =el,

0 0 (\a

eaq, (x) = eaq,(t)6;,
where f, is the kinetic (hopping) energy, [ is the vector
connecting two sites, and a2, (t) corresponds to the potential
difference between the sites. To highlight the general structure
of the photon-matter Hamiltonian (and bring it to the form used
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TABLEI. Here we present an overview of different QEDFTs and their respective Kohn-Sham constructions based on an uncoupled auxiliary

system (denoted with superscript s) with initial state |®¢) = |My) ® |[EMy).
Level of External and Kohn-Sham Kohn-Sham Initial
approximation internal variables fields equations conditions
QED () Piiixs = 2£(Ouin — Oy + Oin) +me*(J = J*) + Poiiex: ihd, M) = [Av — L [ ] - ags]IM) P
P=cc(: 079 A - © 0
(Sec. 1IT) A=A Jks = Jou +ec(: Y ) +(T — J%) 04 - v fMEO‘; ;/‘)—MOCJKS (A7 AL
iy
P . s> _ a3 me 7 sy _ me v AfS Py 0.1 AA* _ =) ) 7(0)
NR limit (ak o jEO Joanxe = (Ado) + E(Jy = J5) = EV x (M — M) ihd;|M) = [Hu — ¢ [ J -dks f JoagslIM) (Jy”, I )
T =Ty +V x M — -4 (JoAw) o ... L
(Sec. IVB) A me Jks = Jext + Jg +V x My = 45 J (dext + Gitixe) 04 -9 |~ 4750‘, Treis) = Mo ¢ Jks A AP
A=({4) —
aKS
- - A 3 - 2 7=
No Mag (@ .k Jydme = (Ady) + me e (J, — J3) iho, M) = [Av — 1 [ -axs — 555 [ Jodis1IM) /A
> > A 3
J=J,— %(‘IOAI()() - - - . - . -
(Sec. IV C) L Jks = Jext + I3 = 55 J§ (e + Ginee) DA = V(! [ et = o ks AP .A")
A=(4) —
UKS
- S a = - . ~ 3 e PR,
Cavity (@b UESD Jdne = (Ado) + 2 (Jp — J3) iR M) = [An — L [T dxs — 555 [ JodgsIIM) (Jg”, /%)
I=J,- 7<J°A‘°‘) - j ) o iKs © 40
(Sec. IV C) PSS =0 4+ Ui — ~5 (g [ext + anixe)i. \'}%(3@ + kD) = /S50 (A5 A
Ajy = he? _fEM g c N —
& e i -
iKs
- - A 3 - e 7=
Dipole (@ D Jyime = (Ado) + = (7, — ) iho, M) = [Av — 1 [ -axs — 555 [ JodgsIM) (Jy”, 1)
T == 55 (ohw) , -
Sec. IVC = j& 4 (J3). JS (Gex x JEM (52 4 k2 in() = 1o KS A(O) AD
( : Ai = |22 I g i = R+ )i = U Gon & ) ooy B0 + DA =\ T2 (A5 A5
0 Ve aKs
Model (dexts Jext) niags = MAA) + nae(r) ihd, M) = [—tn6y — L Jaxs]IM) (JO,JD)
J = ewlo, )
(Sec. 1) Az [ 4 JkS = Jext + AT (3 +5°)A = "% jgs (A©,AD)
=V w3 V2

in Sec. II), we also redefine the external current, the external
potential, and the photon field as follows:

0 jext(t) — wjext(t)’

1 n
0 N
eaext(t)az g _Eaext(t)-],

C A
— A=
Vol
After implementing the above redefinitions in Eq. (E4) and

neglecting irrelevant constant terms we arrive at the following
Hamiltonian:

@'+ a.
0]

N | A
JA — —aex()J
c

Q| =

H(t) = — txinby + hwd'a —

- %jext(rm. (ES)
With the choice of an appropriate dimensionless coupling
constant A, Eq. (E5) reduces to the simple model Hamiltonian
of Eq. (3).

We note that the same model Hamiltonian could have
been derived by assuming an external vector potential in a
gauge such that al = 0 and dey # 0. Then, by the dipole
approximation the correspondmg Hamlltoman to Eq. (E2) we
would have terms of the form ey, - V, a?,, and mixed terms
of internal and external vector potential. By going into length
gauge also for the external potential and performing the same
steps as above, one ends up with the same two-site one-mode
Hamiltonian.

APPENDIX F: OVERVIEW OF QEDFTs

In Table I, we give an overview of the different QEDFTs
that we have discussed explicitly. We employ for the Kohn-
Sham scheme an uncoupled auxiliary quantum system with an
initial state |®g) = M) ® |EMy). For the different levels of
approximation, the prerequisites for this initial state change,
i.e., we might have different initial conditions that have to be
fulfilled. Further, we use the notational convention that the
superindex s refers to the (uncoupled) Kohn-Sham quantity,
e.g., P()[q)o,Pk,Ak] = POS .

We point out, that due to the change of the physical current J
through out the hierachy of QEDFTs also the inhomogeneity in
the associated Maxwell equations change. This inhomogeneity
describes how the photons are coupled to the charged quantum
particles, which effectively also leads to a coupling between
the photons. This can be most easily seen in the nonrelativistic
limit, where the inhomogeneity contains terms such as (foAk).
Since the current of the auxiliary Kohn-Sham system is
by construction equal to the exact current (at least for the
nonrelativistic limit), this coupling between the photons is also
present in the Kohn-Sham Maxwell equation. The term Jdpxc
of the Kohn-Sham current contains these nontrivial couplings
as functionals of the initial states and internal pair. When
restricting the photons to a cavity, the Kohn-Sham current is
then responsible to couple the different photon modes. The
coupling terms in the Kohn-Sham current are specifically
relevant in the context of, e.g., nanoplasmonics, where the
electromagnetic fields are enhanced due to the presence of the
plasmons, or in the optical control of currents in solids [86].
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