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Abstract. We investigate the steady state phase diagram of two-component driven
open condensates in one dimension. We identify a miscible-immiscible transition which
is predominantly driven by gapped density fluctuations and occurs upon increasing
the inter-component dissipative coupling. Below the transition in the miscible phase,
we find the effective long wavelength dynamics to be described by a two-component
Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation that belongs to the nonequilibrium universality
class of the one-dimensional single-component KPZ equation at generic choices of
parameters. Our results are relevant for different experimental realizations for two-
component driven open condensates in exciton-polariton systems.

1. Introduction

Recent experimental development in nanoscience, quantum optics, ultracold atom
physics and related areas has given rise to new classes of synthetic physical systems
with properties of both fundamental and practical interests. Omne class of these
systems are quantum many body ensembles in a driven open setting, which includes
exciton-polaritons in semiconductor heterostructures [1, 2l B, 4, 5], @] [7, 8, @], ultracold
atoms [10, 11, 12], trapped ions [13, 4], and microcavity arrays [I5, [16]. The
unifying and characteristic trait of these systems is the breaking of detailed balance
on the microscopic level, making them promising laboratories to advance the frontier of
nonequilibrium statistical physics.

One current research focus are driven open condensates (DOCs). They can be
realized, for instance, in exciton-polariton systems [I} 2], 3 [4, [5 ©], [7, 8, ©]. On the one
hand, recent theoretical investigations [17), 18] 19} 20} 21, 22| 23, 24] on single-component
DOCs have revealed a new class of nonequilibrium phenomena, that are related to
a variant of the famous Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation [25] in nonequilibrium
statistical physics. On the other hand, investigations on multi-component Bose-Einstein
condensates (BECs), realized mainly in ultracold atom experiments, have shown that
the inter-component couplings generally give rise to very rich physics [26] and the



references therein|. For instance, in the simplest case, i.e., two-component BECs,
it is well known that a strong enough inter-component interaction drives a miscible-
immiscible transition, also called phase separation, via fluctuations of sound mode
type [27, 28] 29 30], and where, in the phase separation the two components avoid
each other spatially. Its existence can thus be traced back to the closed nature of these
systems, namely, to the simultaneous presence of both particle number and momentum
conservation. These are ingredients that are explicitly violated in their driven-open
counterparts. Such a setting therefore gives rise to a novel scenario for the miscible-
immiscible transition, and, more generally, for the physical effects of inter-component
couplings in multi-component condensates in a generic driven-open setup. In light of
recent developments realizing multicomponent DOCs via different polarization degrees
of freedom [7, 8, 9] or polaritonic Feshbach resonances [6], understanding the generic
features of the phase diagram of such systems becomes a pressing task.

As a first step to address questions along this line, we investigate one-dimensional
(1D) two-component DOCs at relatively weak noise strength and under weak
nonequilibrium condition in this work, with particular focus on the physical effects of the
inter-component couplings. To this end, we establish the phase diagram of the system
in terms of the dimensionless inter-component coherent coupling (elastic two-body
collisions) 9. = v./,/u1 Uz and dissipative coupling (two-body losses) 0y = va/ /U1 dtiz.d
as shown in Fig. (a), where v, and v, are the coherent and dissipative inter-component
couplings, respectively; u;. and u;4 are the intra-component elastic collision strength
and positive two-particle loss rate, respectively, with ;7 = 1,2 being the component
index. More specifically, we find: (i) A miscible-immiscible transition at finite ,.
Interestingly, the mechanism behind that transition is different depending on the regime
of v4. For vy > 1, the transition is driven by v, itself via the gapped density fluctuations
cf. Fig.[I{a) and Eq. (6))]. We notice that this condition @4 > 1 interestingly shares a
form analogous to the one in the purely coherent two-component BEC, i.e., 7. > 1 [30].
The mechanism underlying the transition is however vastly different, since in purely
coherent two-component BECs, the transition is driven by the gapless sound modes [30].
For v; < 1, the transition is driven by the inter-component coherent coupling v, via
gapless diffusive modes [cf. Eq. ], whose critical value can be strongly affected by
the presence of dissipative couplings in the system [cf. Fig. [Ifa), Egs. (10)), (11)]. The
clearest signatures of the immiscible state is present in single experimental runs, where
the two components avoid each other spatially (ii) Below the transition in the miscible
phase, we find that the long wavelength dynamical behavior of the system is effectively
described by a two-component KPZ equation, where, in particular, the KPZ-nonlinearity
of one component is coupled to the dynamics of the other one [cf. Eq. ] We further
show that this two-component KPZ equation, and hence also the dynamical behavior
of two-component DOCs, belongs to the nonequilibrium dynamical universality class of
the 1D single-component KPZ equation at generic choices of parameters [cf. Figs. [Ifc1,
c2)]. In other words, at generic choices of parameters, the inter-component coupling is
irrelevant in the renormalization group (RG) sense in the miscible phase, highlighting
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Figure 1: (a) Phase diagram of the system in terms of the rescaled dimensionless inter-
component coherent coupling v, and the dissipative one v, at weak noise level and under
weak nonequilibrium condition. Function R(z) = R(z)/S(z) for z € C. The values of
other parameters used in the phase digram are r1 g = w19 = K19 =1, 110 = u1,. = 0.1,
Ki. = 30; rog = usg = 1.1, Kby = 1.05, ro, = ug, = 0.11, Ky, = 3.1. (b1,
b2) Snapshots of distributions of condensate field amplitudes p;(z) = |¢;(x)| in the
immiscible phase at different time (the blue and red curve correspond to p;(z) and
p2(x), respectively), where an immiscible phase is clearly observed at a sufficiently
long time (¢ = 80). The values of other parameters are o; = 0.01, vy = 1.2,
ve = 0.05. (cl, ¢2) Finite size critical scaling collapse for the roughness function
W;(L,t) for the two-component DOC in the miscible phase (c1) and for the two-
component KPZ equation Eq. (c2). For the two-component DOC, the value
of other parameters are o; = 0.04,00 = 0.05, vy = 0.6, v. = 0.2. For the two-
component KPZ equation, the parameters are (D1, D12, Da1, Das) = (1,0.5,0.55,1.1),
(A1, A2, AorAao) = (7,2,2.5,7.5), (o172 oXP%) = (0.1,0.11). The lower and upper set
of curves in each plot correspond to Wi(L,t) and Ws(L,t), respectively. The critical
exponents of the 1D single-component KPZ equation z = 3/2, « = 1/2 yield a good
finite size data scaling collapse shown in (c1, ¢2), which suggests that the dynamics of
two-component DOC in the miscible phase and the two-component KPZ equation belong
to the same dynamical universality class of the 1D single-component KPZ equation at
generic choices of parameters. See text for more details.

the remarkable degree of universality of KPZ physics.



2. Microscopic model

We describe the dynamics of the two-component 1D DOC by a generic minimal model
that assumes the form of a two-component version of the stochastic complex Ginzburg-
Landau equation (SCGLE) as appropriate for the exciton-polariton systems [8], [0l [17,
311, 32, [33], [34], which reads (units & = 1)

Oy = (K07 + 15 — uyliy|* = vl¥5]%) ¥ + ¢, (1)
with indices j,7 = 1,2 and j # j, denoting different components. In exciton-polariton
systems, they correspond to the two polarization directions of polaritons [6l [7]. Here
Kj = Kjq+iKje, 15 = 1jqg + e, Uj = Ujq + iUje, V= vg + ive, ((F(2, ) (2", 1)) =
20;0;50(x —2")0(t —t') and ((;(z,t)(y (2, 1)) = 0, where K. = 1/mpp with myp being
the effective polariton mass in exciton-polariton systems, and K 4 is a diffusion constant.
rj.c simply reflects the choice of the rotating frame and can be modified by changing to
a different frame, i.e., ¢;(x,t) = @/J;(a:,t)e"“ft, with modified 7% . = rj. + p;. w;. is the
elastic collision strength. r;4 = v;, — 7, is the difference between the single particle
pump and loss, denoted by ;, and v;,, respectively. For the existence of condensates in
the mean field steady state solution, r; 4 has to be positive, i.e., the single-particle pump
rate has to be larger than the loss rate. wu;q is the positive two-particle loss rate. v,
and vy are the coherent (elastic) and dissipative inter-component couplings, respectively.
Both of them are assumed to be positive in the following, indicating a positive inter-
component elastic collision strength and positive inter-component two-particle loss rate.
In exciton-polariton systems, ;4 and vg originate from intra-component and inter-
component gain-saturation nonlinearities [§], respectively, instead of additional loss
mechanisms. Consequently the noise strength o; is set by the single particle loss v, ,
i.e., 0j =y, (cf. [I7] for a related discussion in the single component case). We obtain
most of the numerical results presented in this work by directly solving Eq. using
the same numerical approach as in Ref. [20] and set r 4 = K; 4 = 1, indicating ¢ and
x are measured in units of ri clz and \/m, respectively. For performing the ensemble
average, we use 10% stochastic trajectories if not mentioned otherwise.

3. Miscible-immiscible transition

In the context of ultracold atom physics, it is well known that in multi-component
BEC systems, large enough inter-component interactions can drive various miscible-
immiscible transitions [27], 28, 29 B0, B35, 36, 37]. In particular, in two-component
BECs, if the inter-component interaction v, > /uy cua, it can drive a transition from a
miscible phase to an immiscible phase or phase separation [27, 28] 29] 30], where particles
of different components stay away from each other in space. The dynamical reason that
drives this transition comes from the instability caused by fluctuations of the sound
mode type [30], whose existence relies on the condition that both the particle number
and the momentum conservation are present. However, for two-component DOCs, this
condition is apparently absent due to the driven-open characteristic of the system.
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More interestingly, the inter-component dissipative coupling vy is clearly a new relevant
coupling in two-component DOCs that could be important in the miscible-immiscible
transition. In the following, we shall investigate the key factors that determine the
miscible-immiscible transition in this driven-open case and identify the dynamical modes
that are responsible for that transition.

To this end, we perform a leading order stability analysis on the system’s
deterministic dynamics, where we choose ;. in such a way that, in the absence
of noise, the equation of motion (EOM) Eq. has a stationary, spatially uniform
solution, and linearize the system’s deterministic dynamics around this solution. We
denote the stationary, spatially uniform solution as 1/Jj(~0) (x,t), whose explicit form reads
¢j(p) (x,t) = M;, with M, being the amplitude of wj(p) that solves the homogenous real
part of Eq. (1) with the explicit form M? = (rjqujq — 754va)/(U1,qt2a — v7). In
general, 1; can be expressed as the sum of wj(o) and fluctuations 0v; on its top, i.e.,
Y = w](o) + 0v;, where fluctuation fields d¢; can be further decomposed into their
Fourier components, i.e., 0¢;(z,t) = >, ¢;x(t) exp(ikz), with ¢;(t) being fluctuation
amplitudes, whose two independent linear combinations, dp;x(t) = ¢ “ix(t) + c.c.
and 00, ,(t) = (@b](-o)*cj’k(t) — c.c.)/i, are related to density and phase fluctuations,
respectively. From the deterministic part of Eq. , we can directly get the EOM for
dp;k(t) and 90, ,(t) up to their leading order, whose explicit forms read

5P1,kz 5,01,k
001 —| 901
0 ’ == ’ : 2
' 5P2,k 5;02,k ( )
002 009 1,

where = is a 4 X 4 matrix with the explicit form

- SITRR=ST - _ o va O
== = - ) 24 2M E (3)
=21 =22 Ve

= _ —Kdek‘Q — QMJZUj’d ijck’2
I —ijckz - 2M]-2Uj7c —Kj7dk2

Plugging the resolution
pin(t) = Spixe”, 00; k() = 66, pe, (5)

into the EOM , we get a set of linear equations for dp;; and 6(:)17;@, ie, wv=2-v
with v = (dp1 4, 5(:)17;“ 0p2.kcs 5(:)27;.3)T, from which we can get the dispersion relations wy
with a = 1,2, 3,4, for the four eigenmodes of the fluctuations. The expressions for w,
can be obtained analytically, whose forms to the leading order in momentum £ read

Ci + CQWa + Cz( )

— ,(0) _ 12 _
War =wy ) —k (w£0)>2 w§ )wéo) , fora =1, 3, (6)
NOE= \/C2 4wVl
Wap = —K° 0 , fora = 2,4, (7)
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where w” is the zero momentum part of w,; with the explicit forms wé?i =0 and

wgog = — M12u1,d — M22u27d + \/(MfuLd — MQQ’U,Q’d)Q + 4M12M22U§ (8)

Here, Cy,C1,Cy are polynomials of M;, K .u;.,v. with K = ¢,d, whose explicit forms
are presented in [Appendix Al We can see that wy and wsy are associated to density
fluctuations which are gapped (finite damping rate as k& — 0), and wag, wysy are
associated to phase fluctuations which are gapless diffusive modes. This phenomenology
is due to the absence of particle number conservation, and is in sharp contrast to the case
of the purely coherent two-component BEC, where all the low frequency fluctuations
are gapless sound modes with linear dispersion relations [30].

From the form of the resolution in Eq. for the fluctuations, we can see that in
order for the miscible solution wj(o)(x,t) to be stable, w,; < 0 is required. At zeroth

order in momentum, this requires that wg < 0, which gives rise to the condition

By < 1, (9)

with 0y = vg/,/U1,at24 being the rescaled dimensionless inter-component dissipative
coupling, indicating that a large enough v,; can drive a transition to the immiscible
phase via exponentially growing gapped density fluctuations in the homogeneous state,
rendering it unstable.

When the condition @[) is satisfied, requiring w,; < 0 indicates the dispersion
relations for the two diffusive mode wsy, wyy should be both negative at the leading
order in momentum, which gives rise to the condition

C; > 0andCo > 0, (10)

whose explicit form in terms of Kj,,u;,, v, can be found in appendix [Appendix A}
When vy = 0, the condition reads

e < [14+ RKD)R(uy) + R(K2)R(uz) + RK)R(u)R(K2)R(us)]"?, (11)

where 7, = v,/ VUt Uz s the rescaled dimensionless inter-component coherent coupling
strength and function R(z) = R(2)/S(z) for z € C. This is to be compared to the
related condition in the purely coherent BEC case, where 9. < 1 is required to avoid
the transition to the immiscible phase [30], indicating that particularly in the absence
of a dissipative inter-component dissipative coupling vy, the two-component DOCs are
generally more stable against the gapless (diffusive) fluctuations.

Requiring both the gapped density fluctuations and the diffusive phase fluctuations
to decay exponentially with respect to time, i.e., both condition @D and are satisfied,
gives rise to the miscible-immiscible transition boundary of the system [cf. Fig. (a) for
the boundary in terms of ¥, and 04 at a particular choice of other parameters|. Indeed,
we observe in numerical simulations that once (74, 7.) is tuned outside the miscible-
immiscible transition boundary, despite being initialized with a generic homogeneous
configuration in the miscible phase, the system quickly evolves into an immiscible phase,
where different components occupy different spatial regions [cf. Figs. [[b1) and (b2)].



The stability analysis presented above is independent of dimension, and we thus
expect the miscible-immiscible transition to be present in any dimension. Moreover,
we expect this transition behavior persists to finite noise levels. Fig. [[(b2) shows a
snapshot of the system for a single stochastic trajectory, where an immiscible phase or
a phase separation can be clearly identified. However, the phase separation behavior is
not expected to show in the trajectory ensemble averaged density distribution in one
dimension, since the locations of the phase separated regions in different stochastic
trajectories are random and the interfaces between the domains are pointlike. As
an ensemble average signature of the immiscible phase, one may expect exponential
scaling of the temporal correlation function beyond the scale set by the typical size
of phase separated regions, cutting off the subexponential diffusive or KPZ scaling
expected at weak noise level and nonequilibrium strength (to be discussed in the
following section). Moreover, position resolved density-density correlation function
between different components should also reveal the signature of the immiscible phase.

4. Long wavelength properties of the two-component DOC in the miscible
phase

Now let us discuss the long wavelength properties of the system. We have seen from
the previous section that there are two phases in the system, namely, miscible and
immiscible phase. In the immiscible phase, the different components occupy different
spatial regions. Due to the fact that all the couplings in the system are local, one
naturally expects that the two-component DOC system reduces to two independent
single-component ones with the properties revealed in previous investigations [17, [I8|
191 20}, 22 23, 24].

Therefore, in the following discussion, we shall only focus on the long wavelength
properties of the miscible phase. To this end, we first derive a low frequency effective
description of the system’s dynamics in the miscible phase, and then investigate the long
wavelength scaling behavior of the system by studying the condensate phase roughness
and fluctuation functions as specified below.

4.1. Low frequency effective description of the miscible phase

For the single-component DOC, in the absence of phase defects, the low frequency
dynamics is effectively described by the single-component KPZ equation [25] for the
phase of the condensate field [I7]. Following the lines of the derivation presented in
[T7], we obtain an effective description for the low frequency dynamics for the two-
component DOC, and find it assumes the form of a two-component KPZ equation with
inter-component couplings which reads

00 = Y [Di 020 + Njjr (0:0)"] + &, 5 = 1,2, (12)

§'=1,2

where Djj, Ajjr, O'§<P Z are rational functions of K i Tj ks U, Vs, 05, Whose explicit

7



forms and derivation details are presented in appendix [Appendix B| Here, D;;
characterizes phase diffusion, &; is a Gaussian white noise field of strength 2077, i.e.,
(&, )€ (2!, 1)) = 205F%8,516(x — 2')d(t — t'). The nonlinearities A;; characterize the
system’s deviation from thermodynamic equilibrium. Indeed, from the explicit form of
Aj; presented in appendix [Appendix B|, we can see that all the nonlinearities \;;; vanish
identically under detailed balance conditions, i.e., R(K;) = R(r;) = R(u;) = R(v),
which is similar to the single-component DOC case [17].

We remark here that the effective description is built on the assumption
that the compactness of the phase fields can be neglected. As has been shown in
related investigations in 1D single component DOCs [24], this assumption is a good
approximation at low noise level and under weak nonequilibrium condition. However,
it breaks down at high noise levels or under strong nonequilibrium conditions, where
the compactness of the phase fields is expected to strongly influence the physics of the
system and, therefore, has to be taken into account carefully. In these cases, we expect
the low frequency effective description should assume the form of a compact version
of equation , similar to what has been shown in the single-component DOC [24].
We leave the study of the system at high noise level, or under strong nonequilibrium
condition, to a future investigation.

4.2. Scaling behavior of roughness function for two-component KPZ equation and DOC

Since the long wavelength dynamics of the system is effectively described by the two-
component KPZ equation , let us first investigate its long wavelength scaling
properties. To this end, we investigate the so-called “roughness function” W; (L, t)
of the two-c omponent KPZ equation, which is defined as W;(L,t) R RCACR))

[ [ 0(x,t } ) and measures the spatial averaged fluctuation of Qj(m, t) at time t of a
finite system with the linear size L under periodic boundary conditions. The importance
of the roughness function W;(L,t) lies in the fact that its scaling behavior with respect
to L and t reveals the static and dynamical critical exponents of the system, denoted as
« and z, respectively. We remark here that in order to use the roughness function as a
tool to reveal the universality class of the dynamics, the phase roughness of initial states
should be considerably smaller than the saturation value of the roughness function at the
corresponding fixed system size. In the context of exciton-polariton condensates, this
type of initial condition could possibly be achieved by imposing an additional resonant
laser that depresses the spatial phase fluctuations of the condensate.

In Fig. (02), we show the roughness function W;(L,t) for the two-component
KPZ equation at a generic set of parameters in the scaling axes using the critical
exponents of the 1D single-component KPZ equation, i.e., z = 3/2, o = 1/2 [25] [38].
We notice good finite size critical scaling collapses for both W3 (L,t) and Wa(L,t). This
suggests that at generic choices of parameters, the two-component KPZ equation belongs
to the dynamical universality class of the 1D single-component KPZ equation.

From the scaling behavior of the two-component KPZ equation shown in the above



discussion, we naturally expect the low frequency dynamics of the two-component DOC
[described by the full SCGLE Eq. ] at generic choice of parameters should also belong
to the dynamical universality class of the 1D single-component KPZ equation. Indeed,
as we can see from Fig. [Ifc1), the phase roughness functions W;(L,t)s for the two-
component DOC indeed show good finite size critical scaling collapses by employing the
critical exponents of the 1D single-component KPZ equation.

We remark here that other forms of 1D two-component KPZ equations also
emerge in different contexts in nonequilibrium statistical physics, ranging from the
early study on directed lines [39] to the more recent investigations on 1D nonlinear
fluctuating hydrodynamics [40, [41], 42, 143 44], where the 1D single-component KPZ
scaling behavior were found to be ubiquitous in generic cases [39, 40}, 42| [43], despite
different scaling behaviors were also found at special choices of fine-tuned parameters
in these systems [39, (411, 42| [43] [44]. We expect that the emergent 1D single-component
KPZ universal behavior for the two-component KPZ equation Eq. and the dynamics
of the two-component DOC at generic choices of parameters originates from an effective
decoupling at large wavelengths, which could be further clarified via an RG analysis.
Moreover, it is intriguing to speculate that in the dynamics of two-component DOCs,
nonequilibrium scaling behavior different from the one of the 1D single-component KPZ
equation may also arise at certain fine-tuned parameters. However, the investigations
along these lines are beyond the scope of the current work and we leave them to a future
investigation.

4.8. Scaling behavior of spatial and temporal phase fluctuations A;?(arl,xg) and

Al(ty,ts)

Let us continue to investigate the long wavelength properties of spatial and temporal
phase fluctuation functions ie., A’f(ml,xQ,t) = ([0;(x1,t) — 0(z2,0))) — (0(z1,t) —
0;(x2,1))* and A%(ty,t5) = L1 f (z,t1) — 0;(x,t2)]*) — (0;(x, t1) — 0;(x, t2))?, where
both quantities are measured after the system has reached its steady state, i.e.,
t,t1,ts > T, with Ty equilibration time needed for the system to reach the steady
state, which is determined by a power law with respect to the linear system size L, i.e.,
Ts o< L? [20].

Fig. 2/ shows the spatial and temporal phase fluctuation functions A7 (21, 7y,t) and
Al(ty,ty) for the same set of parameters as the one for Fig. (Cl). We notice that
the spatial phase fluctuation functions Af(ml, To,t) show a linear growth at relatively
large distances, i.e., Aj(x1,22,t) o |21 — 2|, while the temporal phase fluctuation
functions A%(t1,%,) show a power law growth with an exponent 2/3 at relatively large
time differences, i.e., Al(t1,15) o [t1 — t2|*/®. Again, these observations are consistent
with the expectations from the universality class of the 1D single-component KPZ
equation, where the scaling behavior of A%(xy y,t) and Al(t,t;) are expected to be
determined by the static exponent o and the so-called growth exponent (3, respectively,
ie., AT(xy,29,t) o |1 — 25** and Al(ty,ty) o [ty — [P, with o = 1/2 and 3 = 1/3 for
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Figure 2: Spatial and temporal phase fluctuation functions Af(zy,x2,t) and Al(ty,12)
for the same set of parameters as the one in Fig. [I[c1) with system size L = 21°. (a)
Scaling behavior of spatial phase fluctuation function A%(x1,72,t) on a linear scale.
The black solid line corresponds to a linear function of |z; — z3]. The lower and
upper curve correspond to Af(xy,z9,t) and AZ(xq,x9,t), respectively, both of which
show linear behavior at relatively large distances. (b) Scaling behavior of the temporal
phase fluctuation function Af(t1, %) on a double logarithmic scale. The black solid line

/3. The lower and upper curves correspond to

corresponds to a power law o [t — o
Al (ty,t9) and Ab(tq, o), respectively, where one can observe the power law behavior at
large time differences. Both the spatial and temporal phase fluctuation functions show
scaling behavior that is consistent with the universality class of the 1D single-component

KPZ equation. See text for more details.

the 1D single-component KPZ equation [25, [38].

5. Experimental observability

For the KPZ physics of the two-component DOC in its miscible phase, we expect the
characteristic signatures are observable in the two-point spatial and temporal correlation
functions CF (1, 22,t) = (¥ (21, t)1;(x2,1)) and Ch(ty,ty) = L1 [ (5 (x, t1);(z, t2))
in the system’s steady state, i.e., t,t1,t5 > T, both of which are accessible in exciton-
polariton experiments [Il, 4, B]. More specifically, from the long wavelength scaling
behavior of the two-component DOC presented previously, we expect C’f(xl,xg,t) X
e~ Ailm—22** apq Ci(t1, ty) e~ Bilti—2" “where o = 1/2, 8 = 1/3 are the static and
growth exponent for the 1D single-component KPZ equation [25], B8], respectively, and
A;, B; are two nonuniversal positive constants determined by the microscopic details of
the system. Fig. |3 shows the decay behavior of the spatial and temporal correlation
function C§(x1,22,t) and Cj(t1,ty) for the same set of parameters as the one for
Fig. (cl). Indeed, we observe that the decay behavior of both spatial and temporal
correlation function are consistent with the expectations from the universality class of
the KPZ equation.

Our discussion is based on a generic model for two-component DOC, hence we
expect it is relevant for different experimental realizations. Currently, the most
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Figure 3: The decay behavior of the spatial and temporal correlation functions
C¥ (w1, 9,1) and Cf(ty,15) for the same set of parameters as the one in Fig. (Cl) with
system size L = 2'°. (a) Spatial correlation function C (1, 22,t) on a semi-logarithmic
scale. The black solid line corresponds to a exponential function o e 4l*1=%2l The
upper and lower curve correspond to CY(z1, x9,t) and CF (x1, z9,t), respectively, both of
which show an exponential decay at relatively large distances. (b) The dependence
of —log[C}(t1,t2)/Ci(t1,t1)] on [t; — to| on a double-logarithmic scale. The black
solid line corresponds to a power law function oc |t; — t5|%%2. The lower and upper
curve correspond to Ct(t1,t) and Ci(t,ts), respectively, both of which show the sub-
exponential decay behavior at relatively large time differences. A linear fit to the data
points with |t; — t5| € [102,10%] gives rise to 3 = 0.31. We observe that the decay
behavior of both spatial and temporal correlation functions are consistent with the
universality class of the 1D single-component KPZ equation.

promising realization could come from the two-component polariton condensate systems,
where the two different components correspond to the two different polarization
directions of the photonic part of the polaritons [6, [7, B, 9]. We can see from Fig. [Ij(a)
that both the coherent and the dissipative inter-component interaction can drive the
miscible-immiscible transition. In particular, the recently achieved tunability of inter-
component coupling strengths via the polaritonic Feshbach resonance [6] gives rise
to an intriguing platform for experimental investigations on the miscible-immiscible
transition phenomenon in two-component DOCs established in this work. We expect
that single experimental runs should indeed reveal the fragmentation of the driven open
condensate in real space, leaving a clear fingerprint of the immiscible phase in one
dimension. Moreover, the scaling of the temporal coherence function is expected to
exhibit a difference from the one of the miscible phase, which manifests itself beyond
the new scale set by the typical size of the phase separated domains.

Finally, we remark that compared to current typical setups in experiments for
two-component polariton condensates [0, [7, 8, @], for instance, those investigating
the polarization dynamics of polariton condensates [7, 8, @], the model for two-
component DOCs studied here possesses a higher symmetry, namely an invariance under
independent phase rotations for different components, i.e., 1; — 1;e'%. The presence
of this symmetry warrants the interesting physical scenarios discussed previously. In
particular, it gives rise to a more interesting two-component KPZ equation for the

11



miscible phase that possibly hosts nonequilibrium dynamical scaling behavior beyond
the one of the single-component KPZ equation as shortly mentioned in Sec. (.2
Although there exists rich physics even in the absence of the independent phase
rotation symmetry, in both purely coherent [45] and driven-open [8] two-component
condensates, in order to experimentally investigate the physics discussed in current work,
one should reduce and ideally completely eliminate the strength of factors in experiments
that can cause the breaking of independent phase rotation symmetry. For instance,
asymmetry at the interfaces of quantum-wells, or the anisotropy-induced splitting of
linear polarizations in the microcavity [8, @] should be kept as small as possible, so
that the physical effects originating from the weak breaking of the independent phase
rotation symmetry are negligible at the typical spatio-temporal scale in experiments.
In fact for the KPZ physics, we do not expect observable modifications when
independent phase rotation symmetry is absent. This is due to the fact that the effective
description of the system in this case is expected to be directly described by the single-
component KPZ equation that corresponds to the identical phase rotation symmetry for
both components, i.e., ¥; — wjew. To check the robustness of the miscible-immiscible
transition against symmetry breaking perturbations, we checked a concrete case where
the system is exposed to a weak single-particle inter-component exchange process whose
strength is around 5% of r;. in the case of Figs. [I(b1,b2). We found the misible-

immiscible transition phenomenon is not substantially changed (see [Appendix C| for
more details).

6. Conclusions and outlook

Two-component DOCs give rise to a novel scenario for the miscible-immiscible transition
compared to its purely closed system counterpart, since the dynamical resources that
cause the transition are qualitatively changed due to the absence of particle number
and momentum conservation. In particular, the transition is driven predominantly by
the gapped density fluctuations generated via the inter-component dissipative coupling.
Below the transition in the miscible phase, we find the low frequency dynamics of the
system to be effectively described by a two-component KPZ equation, which however
belongs to the same nonequilibrium universality class as the single-component KPZ
equation in 1D at generic choices of parameters. We believe that our work will stimulate
further theoretical and experimental investigations on multicomponent DOCs. On the
experimental side, the observation of the miscible-immiscible transition in a driven-
open context in multicomponent polariton systems would complement the closed system
counterpart observed in ultracold atoms [27], 28, 29] in a fundamentally different physical
context, underpinning the generality of this phenomenon. On the theoretical side,
the investigation of the high noise level and strong nonequilibrium regimes appears
most interesting, where the phase compactness as an ingredient beyond the usual KPZ
scenario must be expected to play a crucial role.
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Appendix A. Miscible-immiscible transition

In this appendix, we present some calculation details involved in the discussion for the
miscible-immiscible transition.

It is easy to notice that r; . can be chosen in such a way that there exists a stationary,
spatially uniform solution for the two-component CGLE, i.e., the deterministic part of
the two-component SCGLE in Eq. ,

Oy = (K02 4 15 — w1 — vli3]%) by, (A1)

which reads ¢](-O) (z,t) = M, as shown in the main text. Here, M; is the solution for
the real homogenous part of the two-component CGLE, i.e., r; 4 — uj,deQ — vd]\/[j2 =0,
whose explicit form reads M? = (r;quj 4 — 17,4va)/ (u1,4u24 — v3). For a generic choice
of parameters, the existence of the solution for M? and M2 requires

det < Y vd ) = Uy qugq — V5 # 0. (A.2)

Vg U24d
We notice that there is an additional constraint on the parameters originating from
M ]2 > 0, which gives rise to
Vq T1,d Uy,d

. Vg Ur,gd .
—_— > > —— ifuy qug g — v3 >0, and —— < < —, ifuy qug g — v3 < 0. (A.3)
U2,d T2.d Vq U2,d T2.d Vg

T1.d

The above stationary, spatially uniform solution is not always stable against small
fluctuations. In the following, we perform a leading order stability analysis following a
similar approach that has been applied to the coherent two-component BEC in Ref. [30].
As we have seen in the main text, the dispersion relation of eigenmodes w,; up to the
leading order in momentum can be expressed in a compact form by the help of three
polynomials, Cy,Cy, and Cy in terms of M;, K; ,u; ., Vs, whose explicit forms read

Co = AMPM; [Ki . (u1,cKaqus g — vevaKo g + Kooty ctia. — 02 Ko ) (A.4)
+ K1 (Ko, ctn ctr,q — v04Ko e + Ko qun guag — viKa4q)]
Cr = AM7 M3 [ Ko cug cur g + Ki et ctin g — veva (Ko + Ka o) + K1 gui qua g (A.5)

+ Ko quy qug.g — v (K g+ K2,d)] ;
C2 =2 [M12K1,cu1,c + M22K2’6u27c + M12 (Kl,d + 2K2’d) Uy,d + M22 (2K17d + Kg’d) u27d} .
(A.6)
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Requiring ws 4 < 0 gives rise to the miscible condition C; > 0 and simultaneously Cy > 0,
whose explicit form reads
~ R(ul)R(Ug) 1 < KQC ch >:|
Ve < — R(K; + Ks) + — + ’

Va ( ! 2> (Kl,c —I— K27C) R(Ug) R(U1>

and simultaneously

O < {1+ R(K)R(u1) + R(K2)R(u2) + R(K1)R (w1 )R(K2)R(us) - (1 — 07) (A7)

9y 1/2
+ % R(u1)R(uz) (R(K1) + R(K3)) 174 } — % R(u1)R(uz) (R(K1) + R(K3)) v,
where 0, = v,/ VUt clze and 04 = va/ V/Utduz,q are the rescaled dimensionless inter-
component coherent and dissipative coupling strength, respectively, and the definition
R(z) = R(2)/S(z) for z € C. Notice that the two conditions C; > 0 and Cy > 0 are
independent, therefore one should generically solve these two inequalities and take the
overlap region indicated by the two.

(0)

_ — _ — _ (0)
When r1 4 = 124 = 74, U140 = U2qg = Ug,Vq = 0, wy~ and wy

are degenerate, and
the dispersion relation assumes the following form
k2
wmk = —2M2ud — % {:t (_Kl,cul,c — Kgycu%C —|— udKLd —I— udKZd) (Ag)
d
+ [—2K1,c (UdULcKl,d — Uy Ko g+ Ko oy (U o — 2U3K2,c)
+ (Kaetine + uaKy g — gk a)® + K2 u2,]" 2} fora =13,

k2
Wak = —5~ {(Kqcun e + Ko g e + ughy g + uqKs ) (A.9)
d

+ [_2K1,c (—Udu1,cK1,d + uquy Ko g + Ko oty U — szKz,c)
+ (Kaetine — uaKy g + uaKag)® + K202,]" 2} fora =24,

where M = ry4/uy.

Appendix B. Derivation of the two-component KPZ equation as the
effective description for two-component DOCs

In this appendix, we present the derivation details for the low frequency effective
description of two-component DOCs, which can be straightforwardly applied to the
generic multi-component case.

From the equation of motion (EOM) for DOCs, we can directly write down the EOM
for the real and imaginary part of ¢;, denoted as v, o, with a = 1,2, i.e., ¥; = ;1 +1i; 2.
The generic form of the dynamical equation for v, reads

8t7vz)j,a - Fj,a[{qvbj,a}]' (Bl)

In order to derive a set of dynamical equations for p;,0;, where ¢;; = p;cost;,
Y2 = p;sinf;, we can make use of the Jacobian matrix between {v,,} and {p;,,},

14



ie.,
—1

Oy p1 costy —ppsinb; 0 0 11
0:01 _ sinf;  picosb 0 0 12 ' (B.2)
Oy po 0 0 costly, —pysinby 021
0404 0 0 sinfly  pgcosby 022

After plugging the EOM for v;, Eq. (B.1)) into the above equation, and substituting
Vi1 = picosl;, Y0 = p;sinb;, we arrive at the EOM for the amplitude and the phase
fields, i.e.,

O p1 cos 0, sin 6, 0 0 Fi1l{p;,0;}]
oy | _ —pytsing;  pytcosf 0 0 Fi5/{p;,0;}]
Oy po 0 0 cos 0 sin 6 Fy1[{p;,0;}]
0,02 0 0 —pytsindy  py 't cos b, Fy5/{p;, 0}

(B.3)

The following steps in the derivation go along the lines of the similar discussion presented
in Ref. [I7] as we outline below. We first decompose the amplitude field p;(z,t) into the
sum of the stationary, spatially uniform amplitude W](-O) (x,t)| = M; and the amplitude
fluctuation x;(x,t) on its top, i.e., p;j(z,t) = M; + x;(z,t). After substituting this
decomposition into Eq. , we arrive at a EOM for amplitude and phase fluctuations.
Since the dynamics of the gapped amplitude fluctuation x;(z, ) is fast compared to the
gapless phase fluctuations, we can further adiabatically eliminate x;(z,t) and arrive at
the two-component KPZ equation Eq. for the phase fields 6;(x,t), upon keeping
only the terms that are not irrelevant in the RG sense. The explicit forms for the
parameters in the two-component KPZ equation Eq. read

D, =A (Kl,cul,cuz,d + K qu quag — K7 cvc0g — K1,d®§) , (B.4)
Doy = A (Ko cug et + Ko qus gui g — Ko cvovg — Ko quy) (B.5)
Diy = AKs . (U1 qve — U1 cVq) (B.6)
Dy = AK; . (ug,qve — U2 Vq) , (B.7)
M1 = (Kyquicusg — Ki ot gusg — Ky gvevg + Kicv3) (B.8)
Aoy = (Kaaugetin,g — Kactig qung — Kogvcva + Kacv)) | (B.9)
M2 = Ko g (g qve — ug,004), (B.10)
Ao1 = K1d(u2 Ve — U2,U4) (B.11)

ot = W (14 A% (u1 cung — veva)®) o1 + %Az (t1,4ve — u1,c04)” 02, (B.12)

i 3
okPl = 12 (1 + A% (ug oty g — vcvd)z) o9 + ]\;2 A? (ug qv, — UQ’C'Ud)Q o1, (B.13)

with A = (u queq — vfl)*l.
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Appendix C. Effects of weak breaking of independent phase rotation
symmetry

As mentioned in the main text, in current experimental setups for two-component
polariton condensates [7, [0, 8, @], there exist physical processes that can break the
independent phase rotation symmetry. One type of these processes is the single particle
inter-component exchange [8, [9] that corresponds to a term e1); appearing in the right
hand side of the dynamical equation for v¢; Eq. , i.e., the EOM of the system in the
presence the single particle inter-component exchange reads

Oy = (07 + 1y — uylihy|* — vlg5]?) ¥ + et + G (C.1)
Here ¢ is a complex number, i.e., € = €4+1ic., whose real and imaginary part characterize
the dissipative and coherent inter-component exchange rate, respectively. Its magnitude
le| directly gives rise to a time scale T o |e|~' and a length scale Lp o< |¢|~!/*(with
z being the dynamical exponent of the system), beyond which the physical effects
associated to the breaking of the symmetry are expected to manifest themselves. This
indicates that as long as || is small enough such that the associated spatial (temporal)
scale Lp (Tp) is larger than the spatial (temporal) scale beyond which the physical
phenomena predicted by the theory with the independent phase rotation symmetry could
appear, the corresponding physical phenomena are expected not to be substantially
affected.

As a concrete example, in Fig. [C1], we show two snapshots of the density distribution
at different time of a system in the presence of weak inter-component exchange processes.
Except || being around 5% of ., all other parameters corresponding to Fig. are
exactly the same as those in Figs. (bl,b2), i.e., the system is expected to evolve into an
immiscible phase despite being initialized with a generic homogeneous configuration in
the miscible phase. As we can see from Fig. , in the presence of small |¢], the system
still show a similar evolution as the case with |e| = 0 [cf. Figs. [I[b1,b2)], indicating that

the effects of weak symmetry breaking term are not substantial in this case.
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Figure C1: Snapshots of distributions of condensate field amplitudes p;(z) = |¢;(z)| at
different time (the blue and red curve correspond to p;(z) and ps(x), respectively) of a
system in the presence of a weak inter-component exchange term with ¢; = €. = 0.003,
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