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W e connect three phenom ena in which a coherent electrom agnetic eld could be generated: po—
lariton condensation, phase-locking In arrays of underdam ped Josephson junctions, and lasing. A 11
these phenom ena have been described using D icke-type m odels of spins coupled to a single photon
m ode. T hese descriptions m ay be distinguished by whether the spoins are quantum or classical, and

w hether they are strongly or weakly dam ped.

I. NTRODUCTION

Phase-locking tl_.'] of coupled oscillators is a welkknow n
phenom enon In nonlinear dynam ics. The generation of
coherent radiation from Josephson junction arraysf_Z] is
but one exam ple for m acroscopic oscillators. But phase—
locking exists not only in classical system s but in quan-
tum m odels. Here there are tw o basic paradigm s for co—
herence ofm icroscopic oscillators: B oseE instein conden—
sation BEC), which is responsble for super uidity and
superconductivity, and lasing.

A though BEC, lasing, and classical phase-locking all
Involve collective coherent behaviour, they are usually de—
scribed in very di erent term s. W ith some exoeptjons:_ﬂﬂ,
descriptions of BEC and lasing are given in quantum —
m echanical language, which gives the in pression that
these phenom ena derive from quantum m echanics. De—
scriptions of Bose condensation som etin es go further,
suggesting that the condensate itself is a quantum me-
chanical obect. Nevertheless, it is unclear how these
phenom ena di er from classical phase-locking.

The ain of this paper is to clarify the relationships
am ongst BEC, lasing, and classical phase-locking, and
hence the extent to which one can describe the coherence
in Bose condensates and lasers as \quantum " or \clas-
sical". To do this, we will consider B ose condensation
of caviy polaritons, phaselocking in arrays of coupled
Josephson junctions, and lasing. The sin plest theoreti-
calm odels of these phenom ena are in fact sin ilar, and
adm it som e controlled solutions, enabling us to com pare
them cleanly.

II. CAVITY POLARITON CONDENSATION

A caviy polariton EJ:, "(_3] is the quantum of the electro-
magnetic eld in an optical caviy containing a dielec-
tric. It is the con ned version of the bulk polariton con-—
sidered m any years ago by Hop e]d-r_[b], which is form ed
from propagating photons coupled to electronic excita—
tions such as excions. Sihce polaritons are photons cou—
pled to other excitations they are bosons, and therefore
m ight be candidates for B ose condensation.

W hile the idea of a Bose condensate of bulk polari-
tons has been discussed for m any yearsﬁj, :g], i would

be an unusual type of condensate. This is because low —
energy polaritons are m erely long-wavelength photons,
which are not conserved particles. Thus the polaritons
cannot condense in the ground state, m aking the bulk po—
lariton condensate an intrinsically non-equilbbrium phe-
nom enon. However, a condensate of cavity polaritons is
not necessarily a non-equilbrium phenom enon, because
the lifetin e of the Iow -energy caviy polaritons is nite.
If this lifetin e were long com pared w ith the them alisa—
tion tin e, one could consider the them alequilbrium of
a population ofpolaritons, treated as conserved particles.
T his is the nom al situation for B ose condensation.
Eastham and Littlewood f_ﬁ, :_l-g, :_l-]_}] have considered
such quastequilbrium polariton condensation in a toy
m odel. The m odel is appropriate to localised electronic
excitations, such as excitons bound to im purities or lo—
calised on quantum dots, dipole coupled to a singlem ode
ofa threedin ensional caviy. It has the H am iltonian
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¥ is the creation operator for a caviy photon, w ith en—
ergy ! .. The diekctric ism odelled asa set ofN two-Jlevel
system s, w ith the i two-level system described by the
spin-half operators S;. T he eigenstates of S} correspond
to the presence or absence of an excitation on site i.

Them odel ('_]:) is the D ickem odel[}é] of quantum op-

tics, which has been studied in m any di erent regim es.
To apply i to polariton condensation one should nd its
ground state or partition function, xing the totalnum —
ber of excitations
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which is conserved by the Ham iltonian @). The con—
straint on N ¢ can be dealt w ith by Introducing a chem i-
calpotential , so that oneworksw ith the unconstrained
e ective Ham ittonian He = H Nex - He isthe same
asH , except that the photon and exciton energies ! . and
E ; are shifted by the chem ical potential.

O ne can w rite down the ground-state wavefunction of
H. by generalising the standard wavefiinction fora Bose
condensate. For bosons w ith creation operator I, the
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ground-state is the coherent state

Y Sraci: @)
In general, polaritons are superpositions of an exciation
of the cavity m ode and an excitation of the dielectric.
T hus the generalisation of @) to describe polariton con-—
densation is
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where ,w;and ; arevariationalparam eters.M inim iz—
Ing HH o 1 over these param eters gives an equation for
which is analogous to the BC S gap equation:
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T he polariton condensate ('_3) is a superposition of co—
herent states of the dielectric and the electrom agnetic

eld. T hasa nie expectation value for the am plitude
of the cavity eld, h i, and the elctronic polarisation
IS, i. The ; arethephasedi erencesbetween the elec-
tronic polarisation and the cavity eld. They are xed
by the dipole interaction term in (-'14'), which isresponsible
for the phase locking: it ensures that all the oscillators
wih a nie polarisation are m utually coherent, ; = ,
when the energy ism inim ised.

Tom ake the connection to phase-lockingm ore explicit,
we note that the gap equation is a gpecial case of the
condition for the dynam ics of the soins to synchronize
at frequency In a fram e rotating at this frequency,
the H eisenberg equations ofm otion corresponding to the
H am iltonian @:) are
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In an unsynchronized s?ate the sum on the right-hand
side ofEqg. d isoforder N ,so isoforderl. For such
a the soins are free to lrading order in N due to the
scaling of the coupling constant. The soin on site i sim —
ply precesses around the z axis at its natural frequency
E; ). In a synchronized state, part ofthe sum in Eq.
5 willbe of order N , so  will be of order N . Such
a eld givesa nie contrbution to the e ective m ag—
netic eld on each spin. The dynam ics of hS i in this
e ective eld contains a static com ponent. Substituting
this static com ponent into @) and setting —= 0 gives a

selfconsistency condition on the synchronized states,
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T hiscondition isa genera]jsatjon of M in which theunit
num erator in the i term of the sum becom es 2hS ?%,
Sfo is the com ponent of spin i along its e ective e]d,
and hiy denotes an expectation valie in the initial state.
T he particular choice of \initial conditions" that appears
nEqg. 4 corresoonds to a them al there T= 0) occupat:on
of the quasiparticl states, producing a solution ofEq. -l
of the lowest free energy.

T he selfconsistent approach suggeststhatam ean— eld
theory in the am plitude of the cavity m ode is exact as
N ! 1 . This can be form ally dem onstrated by con-
structing the partition finction as a path integral, which
can be evaluated using saddle-point technigues. P hysi-
cally, the m ean— eld theory is exact because the cavity
m ode is coupled to m any electronic states, and so should
have relatively small uctuations. A consequence is that
condensation In the m odel (-'!4') is, In the lm it of a large
system , no m ore than the phase-locking of classical cou—
pled oscillators.

III. JOSEPHSON JUNCTION ARRAYS

A di erent system which can be described by m od-
els sin ilar to (1)) is a Josephson jinction array in a m
crow ave cavity. P hasedocking in that system was consid-
ered n 1970 by T illey E_l:?:], In am odeldescribing junctions
connected In series in a sihgle-m ode caviy. He consid—
ered the fully synchronized states of the array, In which
each junction oscillates at the sam e frequency. W hike
there arem any such states, di ering in locking frequency,
phase con guration and photon num ber, he showed that
one particular state is selected by the driving current and
cavity losses.

To compare locking in Josephson junctions to po—
lariton oondens_atjon, we use the angular m om entum
representation I_lé_l‘] of a Josephson junction. Each jinc—
tion is represented by a spin S, whose m agnitude is half
the total num ber of condensed C ooper pairs in the two
superconductors connected by the junction. S? is half
the di erence between the num ber of condensed pairs on
either side ofthe janction, while S* and S transfer con—
densed pairs across the jinction. T hese operators ocbey
the usual angular m om entum com m utation rules to the
extent that Cooper pairs can be treated as structure-
Jess bosons, which should be a good approxin ation In
the weak-coupling lim it !'p . Note that S is usu—
ally much larger than 1 | the jinctions are them selves
m acroscopic ob fcts.

In the angularm om entum representation, the canonicalH am ilttonian for N Josephson junctions interacting w ith a
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Ji corresponds to the standard Josephson tunnelling, g; to the photon assisted tunnelling, K ; to the charging energy
of the junction, and ; to a voltage bias across the junction. To bring (:_Q) as close as possble to the polariton
condensation problem , we neglect the standard Josephson couplings j; and m ake the rotating-w ave approxin ation.
T his gives the H am iltonian

Hyzy Y + Ki(siz)2+pgi_ s; + Ys, + ;s : (10)
N

Since C_l-(_i) conserves N ¢, wem ay consider itsbehaviourat xed Nek [_ig'] Thisproblem should be exactly solvable in
thelm it N ! 1 usihgamean- eld theory In the am plitude of the cavity m ode.

To construct the m ean— eld theory for H§J = Hgg Nex, we should follow the sam e selfconsistent approach that
was used for polariton condensation. T his is com plicated, how ever, by the presence of the charging energy. Because
of this tem , the single-goin e ective Ham iltonian of the m ean— eld theory is nonlinear. Instead of directly tackling
thisproblm , we w ill ollow the variationalprocedure used for polariton condensation. W hile this corresponds exactly
to the m ean— eld theory for the polariton condensate, it will only be an approxim ation to the m ean— eld theory of
the array. T his is because {_3) is the ground state of the e ective H am ilttonian which occurs in the m ean— eld theory

of polariton condensation, but not of that which occurs for the array.
Looking for stationary points of hH gJi in the variational state (g) gives equations for and ;= arctanw;:
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S etc., and them Inin um energy solution has sin 2 ;) > 0. For som e N o,

and K ;, the charging energy term in C_l-zj) w illbe negligble. Eqs.:_l-;' and :_1-2_5 are then just the gap equation (:ff) derived
r polariton condensation, w ith the replacem ents %g ! g°and £ E; y ! (%9,

W e have not Investigated the consequences of the fac-
tors of S and the charging energy in {_i}'{:_f%') N ever—
theless, it seem s that the m ean— eld theories for phase—
locking In a Josephson array and forpolariton condensa—
tion are very sim ilar. T his is perhaps surprising, because
w e tend to think ofB ose condensation asa truly quantum
phenom enon occurring for m icroscopic oscillators, w hile
Josephson jinctions are m acroscopic (S 1), so that
phase-locking is naturally thought of in tem s of classi-
cal coupled oscillators. However as we stressed in the
last section, at zero tem perature quantum m echanics is
irrelevant to the m ean—- eld theory of polariton conden—
sation: the form of the gap equation (:ff) is the sam e for
quantum spins and for classical angularm om enta. The
reason for this can be seen In the selfconsistent dynam —
ical approach, in which the problem is reduced to that
of spins in a selfconsistent eld. For such a linear prob—
Jem , the com m utativity or otherw ise of the spin com po—
nents is irrelevant. N otice how ever that there are at least
two routes to the classical 1m it: in the Josephson ar-
ray, the Indiridual elem ents becom e classicalasS ! 1,
w hereas for the polariton condensate we have S = 1=2,
but N ! 1 . In the latter system , only the coherent
ground state can be treated as a classical ob fct.

IV. DECOHERENCE OF THE POLARITON
CONDENSATE

Som e of the conspicuous di erences between quantum
and classical oscillators are due to the decoherence of
quantum oscillators by their environm ent. Unlike a clas—
sical oscillator, a quantum oscillator has states which do
not have a wellde ned phase. Furthem ore, we expect
that the environm ent w ill drive it towards such states.
Thuswem ight expect that Interactionsw ith the environ—
mentwould have a signi cante ecton the phase-locking
of quantum oscillators. In fact, we shallsee thatan in —
nite condensate is in m une to weak decoherence phenom —
ena, in the sam e way that a superconductor is in m une to
weak phasebreaking. But in the case of strong decoher—
ence, and perhaps in the case ofa nie system, we will

nd a connection to yet another exam ple ofm acroscopic
phase-locking | the laser.

The laser and the polariton condensate are usually
studied in separate contexts, and the connection betw een
them is not made. This should be surprising, as both
can be described by exactly the sam e Ham ittonian Z_]:).
However, In a conventional Jaser@-]‘] the only signi cant
ordering is the coherence ofthe photons, while in the po-
lariton condensate both the photons and the excitons are



coherent. This isbecause in a conventional laser the po—
larisation ofthe gain m edium , hS* 1, is strongly dam ped
by processes such aspum ping, collisions, and interactions
w ith phonons and in purities. T he coherence in the pho-—
tons rem ains, because it can be generated by stin ulated
emm ission even from an incoherent reservoir.

The e ects on the polariton condensate of di erent
kinds of decoherence processes have recently been stud-
jed by two ofus 18, 19, 23], using m odels related to {1).
T hese m odels are cbtained by rew riting each soin oper-
ator In tem s ofa pair of ferm ions, w ith annihilation op-—
eratorsa; and by. This isdoneby replacing S; with bla;
and S? wih % ©'by  dai). W ith the bcal constraints
bb + ala; = 1 this would give an exact representation
of the m odel (:1;') . In our studies of decoherence, how —
ever, we replace these local constraints w ith their global
equivalent. T he decoherence is m odelled using baths of
ham onic oscillators. T hus we consider the H am iltonian

H=Hg+Hgp + Hp: (13)
The rsttem Hg is just the H am iltonian @)wr:ittenjn
term s of the ferm ionic operators,
A og, Ji y
Hg= 1.7 + 7(bel dai)+ p= Ba; + Yalby):
i=1 N
(14)

Hy isa quadratic H am iltonian describing the baths, and
H sp describes the coupling between the system and the
baths. Them ost general form ofH g is
X
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The rsttem in :fl_!i) describes the decay of the cavity
m ode, the second tem pum ping of the tw o-level oscilla—
tors, while the third term containsallthe processesw hich
destroy the electronic excitations, such as sponteneous
em m ission into m odes other than the cavity m ode. T hese
baths could give rise to a ow of exciation through the
system . The fourth and the fth temm s, how ever, describe
allthe dephasing processes w hich do not change the total
num ber ofexcitations in the cavity, for exam ple collisions
and Interactionsw ith phonons and in purities. P rocesses
described by the second, the third and the fourth tem s
n C_l-g) have pairbreaking character, analogous to m ag—
netic im purities in superconductors, and correspond to
potentials which vary rapidly in space or in time.

In order to establish a crossover between an isolated
condensate and a laser the decoherence processes m ust

be Incluided selfconsistently. T he widely used quantum
M axwellB loch (Langevin) equationsw ith a constant de—
cay rate for the polarisation are not correct when the
coherent polarisation is large, ie. for the polariton con—
densate. In these equations the collective behaviour of
the excitons is not taken into account when the lifetin e
for polarisation is derived. Instead, the lifetine for a
sihgle exciton is used in the equation for a collective po—
larisation m ode.

To treat decoherence processes selfconsistently, we
use a procedure analogous to the Abrikosov-G or’kov
theory @-]_]] of m agnetic superconductors. In this theory,
the baths which m odel decoherence are integrated out,
Introducing e ective interactions between di erent two-—
Jevel systam s. T hese interactions are expressed as a self-
energy in D yson’s equation, Gij1 = Goij 15, of the
form 4 Gij. This form should be contrasted w ith
the non selfconsistent treatm ent, n which the decoher-
ence appearsasa constant lifetin e in the D yson equation.

Tt tums out that the phaseJdocked polariton conden—
sate is a robust phenom enon because at low decoherence
strength it is protected by an energy gap proportionalto
the photon eld am plitude. This gap becom es am aller
and nally gets suppressed as the pairbreaking decoher—
ence is ncreased. At low excitation densities this leads
to the suppression of allthe coherent eldswhile at high
densities it leads instead to the conventional character—
istic of a sem iconductor \laser" in which the coherence
is aln ost entirely in the photon eld and there is no gap
In the excitation spectrum . T he laser regin e of a polari-
ton system em erges in a way that dem onstrates its close
analogy to a gapless superconductor.

A though the ocoherent polarisation in a conventional
laser is strongly dam ped, it must be nite for the laser
to operate. Thus the transition between a condensate
and a laser is snooth. There is no fom al distinction
between the two based on the broken symm etry of the
ground state. T here m ay be usefiil practical distinctions
however, such as the presence or absence of a gap in
the excitation spectrum . W e do not yet know if the dy—
nam ics of the order param eter, and hence the linew idth,
di ers. Note that in the Abrikosov-G or’kov theory the
pairbreaking does not produce uctuations in the order
param eter. The theory presented here m ay share this
feature, whereas real lasers have a nite Inew idth.

V. FINITE-SIZE FLUCTUATIONS

T he question of classical or quantum behaviour can
never arise for the dynam ics of the order param eter in
an (n nie) system wih a broken symm etry. O ne sin —
ply has a m acroscopic equation of m otion for the order
param eter interacting w ith an extemal classical eld |
wih a fam iliar exam ple being the Josesphson equation
for a weak link, and a less fam iliar one the classical dy—
nam ics ofthe (averaged) mean eld equations in section
II. However, when such a system becomes nite (though



still large) In extent, we can ask whether the dynam —
ics are now best descibed by a Schrodinger equation or a

Langevin equation: the orderparam eterw il1\di use", at
short tim es follow Ing quantum m echanics, and at longer
tin es dictated by Brownian m otion. O f course, we are

now concemed only with the low energy degrees of free—
dom | those near the frequency 1n the rotating fram e

| and certainly wellaway from the quasiparticle excita—
tions above the gap.

T he procedure to be followed is clear, at least in prin—
ciple, though it has not been fully com pleted for the
m odelofa polariton condensate. A swem entioned brie y
above, the variational equations correspond to the sad—
dle point ofa quantum m echanicalaction, which is exact
asN ! 1 . Flictuations at nite N are descrbed by
a new e ective action, with degrees of freedom that are
then ocoupled to baths exactly as in Eq,'_l-!i However, In
contrast to the results of the last section, phasebreaking
perturbations are expected to be always rekevant how —
ever weak. W e note In passing that this m ethodology is
di erent from the conventional procedure to begin with
a classical action that is then requantised. W hether or
not i yields any distinct di erence is not known.

Fora nite system ,the broken symm etry ground state
w illnot be stable, and we will observe uctuations; this
isa fam iliar point of view in classical lJaser theory, w here
Haken has em phasised how themean eld theory corre—
sponds to a second-order phase transition, and the uc-
tuations In a real system arise because the num ber of
photons isnot in nite. H owever, w ith the starting point
ofan e ective quantum m echanicalaction one no longer
presupposes a classical Iim it. W ith the new action one
can com pute, or exam ple, correlation functions of the
photon eld, which are directly m easurable. At them ean

eld level, the photon eld is a classical electrom agnetic

eld, so the distinction between quantum and classical
statistics w ill only appear at this stage.

VI. DISCUSSION

T he distinctions between coupled oscillators, BEC of
polaritons, and strongly dam ped lasers is an in portant
one In the context of recent experin ents on sam iconduc-
tor m icrocavities. W e w ill not give a detailed review of
the eld here, exoept to point out that one recent ex—
perin ent [22 has shown evidence for coherence of the
photon eld in the nonlinear but incoherently pum ped
m icrocaviy. However, if we de ne BEC of polaritons
to be restricted to system s where the excitonic degrees
of freedom have strong coherence, ocbservation of photon
coherence is by itself not decisive evidence of polariton
BEC .0 ne characteristic ofthis regim e would be a gap in
the excitation spectrum , which was not apparently ob—
served.

The di culties of m aking these distinctions had al-
ready arisen In the Josephson jinction array problem |
here embedded in m icrowave cavities. A s we discussed

in section ']It, the Ham ittonian is m athem atically sin —
ilar to that of the polariton condensate. Recently {23],
Barbara et al. reported thresholds in the ac output
power of such an array as the driving power was in—
creased. They interpreted their results as analogous to
lasing, w ith gain due to stin ulated Josephson tunnelling.
Subsequently, Stroud et al. showed that m any of the ex—
perin ental observations could be reproduced by classical
treatm entsR4, 29, 26, 24] ofm odels sin flar to ).

T he phenom ena of Jasing and BEC are wellkknown to
be closely connected. At a m icroscopic level, both are
consequences of the quantum m echanics of indistinguish-
able bosons, and m ore speci cally of stimulated scat—
tering. Lasihg is descrlbed dynam ically, and the rok
of stin ulated scattering is explicit. Bose condensation
is described them odynam ically, w ith the role of stim u—
lated scattering hidden in the B ose£ instein distribution.
O n am ore sophisticated level, H aken f_2§'] has shown that
them ean— eld theory of the laser is analogous to that of
a second-order phase transition, while O raevskjit_Z-_Q] has
discussed the dynam ics of a superconductor in tem s of
stim ulated scattering.

W hat confuses the issue about BEC isthat the conven-—
tionaltextbook picture presentsBE C asa consequence of
statistical physics of weakly or non— interacting bosons,
which obscures the central point that BEC In a m acro—
scopic system is a phase transition like any other. So
In a very large system one willnot expect to nd quan-—
tum m echanics operating at the level of the m acroscopic
order param eter, even if the m icroscopic theory of this
phase transition requires quantum physics. In the JJ ar-
ray, i is usual to Im agine that the individual elem ents
are m acroscopic (\decohered") from their environm ent,
but one can see from the above that is is not necessary
to assum e this in order to develop the correct classical
theory of the phase locked coupled array. For our sin —
plem odelofpolariton BEC one can see again that in the
large system 1im it w ith m acroscopic occupancy, the quan—
tum m echanical ground state corresoonds to the dynam —
ics of classical phaseJocked oscillators. But here there
is a possbility to decohere the Individual elem ents (son
half dipoles) from each other (py coupling to extemal
baths) and restore conventional laser theory with a co—
herent photon eld, supported by incoherent electronic
polarisation. But still, in the lin it of m acroscopic occu—
pation, the coherent photon eld is essentially a classical
one.

M ost Interesting would be the behaviour of large, but
notin nite, systam s. Here the orderparam eter uctuates
generically due to nite size e ects. These uctuations
can arise due to environm ental interactions, which will
give rise to classicaldi usion, as In the standard theory of
the laser linew idth near threshold. T hey m ight also arise
because the order param eter tunnels betw een equivalent
states, as has been achieved In system s of an all Joseph—
son jmctjonsE-g, Q-]_:] T he com petition betw een quantum
m echanical tunneling and environm ental dephasing is of
course at the heart of current attem pts to create quan—



tum coherent devices | and if excitonic or polaritonic
BEC were observed, this would provide another possbl
fiundam ental system upon which to base such work.
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