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Artificial lattices are a powerful tool to reveal
and study key interaction mechanisms between
constituents of condensed matter systems, such
as antiferromagnetic interactions leading to ge-
ometric frustration [1]. Frustration in magnetic
materials is evidenced in their spin degree of free-
dom [2], whereas in many-body quantum systems,
such as Bose-Einstein condensates in optical lat-
tices [3], coupled lasers [4], and polariton con-
densates [5] that are described by a complex or-
der parameter, frustration is scarcely explored
in controllable settings. Here, we realize a rad-
ically new platform to study geometric frustra-
tion using a macroscopic quantum fluid of light
based on exciton-polariton condensates [6]. We
design pump configurations which drive conden-
sates into an all-optical triangular vortex lattice
with each cell possessing a vortex state of charge
l = ±1. The orbital angular momentum (OAM)
of each vortex replaces the role of spin angu-
lar momentum in frustrated matter. Our mea-
surements and mean-field calculations reveal that
individual pairs of coupled condensates sponta-
neously arrange their OAM antiparallel, implying
a form of artificial orbital “antiferromagnetism”,
with geometric frustration appearing in the trian-
gular graph of three condensates. Furthermore,
we demonstrate emergence of frustrated phases of
driven-dissipative large-scale vortex matter, and
open a route towards constructing ordered vortex
arrays with nearly arbitrary configurations with-
out directly phase-imprinting or stirring the po-
lariton fluid.

Geometric frustration can be described as an inabil-
ity of a system to minimize its energy through reduction
of pairwise interactions between constituent elements. A
prominent example are Ising spins with binary “up” or
“down” projections (s = ±1), arranged into an antifer-
romagnetic (AFM) triangular graph [7]. Only two pair-
wise interactions can be minimized at any time leaving
the third at a higher energy. If the spins are allowed

to rotate freely in the graph plane, i.e. XY spins, then
the system is no longer frustrated (see top schematic in
Fig. 1a). In contrast to artificial spin ice [2], artificial lat-
tices in bosonic systems have recently permitted explor-
ing classical XY spin frustration by associating the mean
field phases of coupled macroscopic wavefunctions to pla-
nar pseudospins in ultracold atoms [3], coupled lasers [4]
and exciton-polariton condensates [5, 8–10]. The next
step would then be to engineer a programmable conden-
sate vortex lattice with couplings dependent on the or-
bital degrees of freedom to study more complex sponta-
neous spatial ordering and frustration. Here, we achieve
this goal by exploiting all-optically controlled exciton-
polariton condensates.

Microcavity exciton-polariton (hereafter polariton)
condensates [6] are driven nonequilibrium bosonic quan-
tum fluids in the strong light-matter coupling regime,
characterised by large interaction strengths and the
possibility of all-optical driving of the condensate into
artificial lattices using specially designed pump land-
scapes [11–13]. A notable feature of polariton conden-
sates is their nonequilibrium superfluid character [14–16],
and ability to form vortices that are pinned by sample
disorder [17] or through optical trapping [18–20]. Mul-
tiple polariton vortices can become ordered under non-
resonant excitation as shown experimentally [21–23] and
theoretically [24] with predicted superfluid chiral edge
modes [25]. However, large-scale programmable vor-
tex lattices in quantum fluids that display spontaneous
behaviour (i.e. vorticity formation without any phase-
imprinting) remain unexplored in driven-dissipative sys-
tems.

In this article, we report on frustration in a driven-
dissipative triangular lattice of polariton condensates, ex-
hibiting a family of stable non-periodic vortex configura-
tions. To realize this, we all-optically engineer a lattice
of trapped polariton condensates that populate a vortex
state at each lattice site. For this system, spin angu-
lar momentum (SAM) can be associated with polariton
OAM, defined by a superposition of the traps first ex-
cited dipole modes |Px〉 ± i|Py〉, corresponding to OAM
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FIG. 1. Driven triangular polariton condensate vortex lattice exhibiting frustration and multistability. a, Top
panels show examples of AFM frustrated triangles for the classical Ising and XY spins. The bottom panel shows schematically
three polariton condensates in vortex states (yellow-violet surfaces), localised in the potential minima of the pump-induced
energy landscape (black-grey surface). b, Experimental time-integrated real-space and c reciprocal-space polariton photolumi-
nescence intensity (above condensation threshold) illustrating the formation of a large-scale vortex lattice. Overlaid honeycomb
lattice in b,e,f,g schematically shown with dashed lines and semi-transparent circles indicates the pump positions. e,f Two
measured single-shot realizations of the condensate phase, indicating the presence of multiple phase singularities. Blue and red
arrows show schematically the phase winding direction in each cell. d, Single-shot realization of the condensate density and g
phase obtained from mean field modelling.

l = ±1. Frustration in our system appears due to the
incommensurate symmetries between the C6 (sixfold ro-
tational symmetry of the triangular lattice) and SO(4)
(rotation of the two-component OAM condensate) oper-
ators. Driving the system above condensation threshold
results in spontaneous formation of non-periodic vortex
configurations, changing from realization to realization,
indicating multistability and/or stochasticity for the po-
laritons to condense into a definite state. We find that the
large nonlinearities inherent to exciton-polariton systems
are crucial for the stability of the vortices, facilitating the
readout of their OAM configurations even over long exci-
tation pulses (∼ 107 longer than the polariton lifetime).

We use a planar 2λ GaAs-based microcavity with em-
bedded InGaAs quantum wells [26] held at ≈4 K in a
closed-cycle helium cryostat. Using a reflective phase-
only spatial light modulator (SLM), we transform an
incident nonresonant single-mode continuous-wave laser
beam into an ordered honeycomb array of smaller Gaus-
sian beams focused onto the microcavity plane (see
schematic bottom panel in Fig. 1a) [27]. The nonres-
onant pump is tuned at the first Bragg minimum of the
microcavity reflectivity stop-band to avoid heating of the

sample (1.5578 eV). The x-spacing between centres of
honeycomb pump cells (D = 11.5 µm) is chosen so as
to obtain trapped polariton condensates in the centre of
each cell [12]. Trapped condensates form due to the re-
pulsive interactions between polaritons and the injected
exciton reservoir. Polaritons drift away from the pumped
region towards the potential minima of the pump-induced
landscape, where they condense [28–30]. Thus, our exci-
tation profile effectively leads to formation of a triangu-
lar lattice of potential minima as shown schematically in
Fig. 1a (bottom panel).

Figure 1b shows polariton condensation into a macro-
scopic coherent state containing multiple vortices across
the lattice for a pump power above condensation thresh-
old (Pthr) unlike previous observations in square [5, 27,
31], triangular [27], and Lieb [12] optical lattices. Each
cell possesses a donut shaped condensate profile corre-
sponding to the superposition of the first excited modes
of the trap. Time-integrated measurement of the recipro-
cal space photoluminescence (PL) in Fig. 1c also reveals
a dominant donut shaped intensity profile.

The existence of a macroscopic wavefunction Ψ im-
plies irrotational flow everywhere except at the vortex
core where the phase singularity is located and parti-
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FIG. 2. Vortices in building blocks of the lattice - single cell, two and three cells. a,e,i Normalized experimentally
measured time-averaged real-space polariton condensate photoluminescence for one, two and three cells, respectively. Corre-
sponding real-space phase maps are shown in (b-d), (f-h) and (j-l) panels. Dashed lines with circles schematically denote the
excitation pattern. Numbers, in yellow, in (b-d), (f-h) indicate statistical occurrence of states over one hundred single-shot
realizations.

cle density vanishes. Phase winding around the core is
quantized in units of 2πl, where l ∈ Z. In order to verify
this, we apply a homodyne interferometric technique [32]
to extract the phase structure of the condensate wave-
function. These phase maps examples were measured
under single-shot excitation conditions, when the sam-
ple is excited by a single pulse of 50 µs duration. In
Figs. 1e and 1f we show the phase maps of two individ-
ual realizations, where we observe multiple single-charge
(l = ±1) phase singularities across the lattice, schemat-
ically marked by blue and red arrows. Each phase map
corresponds to a single-shot realization of the polariton
condensate measured over macroscopic time with respect
to the cavity lifetime, indicating the topological robust-
ness of the vortices. We note that across multiple realiza-
tions (not shown here) the phase winding configuration
changes in the same spirit as shown in Figs. 1e and 1f
due to the spontaneous symmetry breaking upon conden-
sation.

The apparent random topological charge in each lattice
cell (i.e. the formation of different vortex configurations

from realization-to-realization) suggests either stochas-
ticity of charge in each cell or coexistence in this system
of multiple families of vortex-carrying states revealing ge-
ometric frustration effects. To address this open question
on interactions between lattice cells, we focus on a sys-
tem of a few adjacent cells that could lead to macroscopic
topological charge ordering and system frustration.

In order to verify the frustrated nature of our lattice,
we investigate the physics of a single, a pair, and a tri-
angle of cells (see Fig. 2). The single cell experiment al-
lows us to confirm that the formation of vorticity is truly
a spontaneous symmetry-breaking event with a random
sign of vortex charge from realization-to-realization. Fig-
ure 2a shows time-integrated real-space polariton PL for
a single cell pumped at P = 1.2Pthr. Measurements of
the single-shot phase maps across different realizations
reveal that 37% of the shots resulted in formation of
a vortex (l = +1, Fig. 2b), and 45% in an antivor-
tex (l = −1, Fig. 2c). Due to slight pump anisotropy
and sample disorder, we also find that a small portion
of realizations (18%) results in distributions with step-
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like π phase jumps (Fig. 2d) indicating the formation of
a dipolar state. The absence of a predominant sign of
the observed vortex charges means that our excitation
method does not break chiral symmetry and that vortic-
ity emerges spontaneously during the polariton conden-
sation process. In the Methods we show, using a sim-
ple variational generalised Gross-Pitaevskii model, that
l = ±1 vortices in an ideal cylindrically symmetric opti-
cal trap (approximating the actual trap induced by six
pump spots) are the only stable condensate solutions,
in qualitative agreement with our observations. We em-
phasize that our nonresonant excitation pattern does not
carry any OAM, nor does it imprint any phase onto the
condensate, like in resonant excitation schemes [33].

We next focus on two coupled cells, shown in Fig. 2e,
which convincingly demonstrate signatures of synchro-
nization in experiments, as we describe below. In order to
verify the antiferromagnetic nature of coupling between
two cells we map the recorded OAM of each vortex state
to SAM. Firstly, we point out that the recorded phase
singularities in our lattice (Figs. 1e,f) are clearly distin-
guishable under modulated continuous-wave excitation
with 50 µs pulse width - many orders of magnitude longer
than any characteristic time in the system dynamics. In
particular, such pulse duration is six orders of magnitude
longer than the typical instability time-scales associated
to the stationary modes that we report below. This al-
ready evidences coherent coupling between adjacent cells,
which we now demonstrate for two cells. Figures 2f -h
show three typical examples of phase maps observed in
a hundred independent single-shots. Remarkably, we ob-
tained that 93% of the condensate realizations formed
vortex-antivortex (or antivortex-vortex) states with op-
posite topological charges in two cells. The remaining 7%
correspond to vortex-dipole (or antivortex-dipole) states.
Therefore, our data analysis conclusively proves that spa-
tial coupling (tunnelling) of polaritons strongly favours
AFM order for pump powers near condensation thresh-
old. This is consistent with our mean-field model, which
predicts the existence of only one lattice mode over this
range of pump powers that is in the AFM state.

In Figs. 2i-l we optically construct an equilateral tri-
angle just above condensation threshold. The system’s
preference for the AFM ordering as well as the expected
topological charge frustration is neatly confirmed by our
experimental measurements. In Fig. 2j-l we provide few
examples of extracted phase maps corresponding to dif-
ferent configurations even though the excitation condi-
tions (geometry and pump power) are kept the same.
For example, in Fig. 2j one can see antivortex-vortex for-
mation in two top cells and a practically smooth phase
inside the bottom cell. For a different realization shown
in Fig. 2k, vortices are present in all cells. Figure 2l
reveals a combination of a vortex and two dipole states
(characterised by an abrupt π phase slip line inside the
cells). These results clearly indicate geometric frustra-
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FIG. 3. Vorticity dependence on pump power. a
Calculated dependence of the stationary amplitude of the po-
lariton wavefunction emerging in one, two, and three cells
with varying pump power. The blue stars denote the onset
of vorticity with increasing power. Below these stars the po-
laritons dominantly localize on top of the pump spots with
no apparent vorticity like in c. The threshold (start of solid
curves) lowers when more pump spots are introduced. For the
3-cell triangle (green curve) an additional asymmetric frus-
trated state appears (green circles) at higher powers. b-d
Measured real-space polariton PL for two pump cells and in-
creasing power. b Below and c at threshold the polariton PL
is mostly coming from the ridge of the pump-induced traps
with no clear vortex formation. d At higher power the con-
densate collapses inside the traps forming a vortex-antivortex
state. e-j Example solutions from 2DGPE simulation of the
condensate density and phase for a pair and triangle of cells
showing agreement with Fig. 2.

tion appearing in the 3-cell structure, and as it is also
visible in the large-scale vortex lattice discussed in Fig. 1.

Our observations are confirmed by numerical mean-
field simulations, based on the generalised two-
dimensional Gross-Pitaevskii equation (2DGPE) for a
macroscopic polariton wavefunction, Ψ(r, t), coupled to
the rate equation for the exciton reservoir, nX(r, t) (see
Methods). Figures 1d and 1g show a representative
example of the simulated condensate density and phase
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distributions emerging from random initial conditions,
clearly illustrating the formation of a vortex lattice. Ex-
citation from random noise typically yields dynamical,
breathing, structures that nevertheless are characterised
by persistence of vortices, once they form in the cells. In
agreement with the experiment, the arrangement of vor-
tices changes from simulation to simulation, illustrating
the highly multi-modal nature of the lattice.

In order to obtain families of possible solutions (modes)
corresponding to one-, two- and three-cells pump configu-
rations, we apply the Newton method and perform linear
stability analysis. Families of stationary states evolving
in time as Ψ(r, t) = w(r)e−iεt with ∂tnX = 0 (here ε
is the energy detuning), which emerge as stable attrac-
tors at threshold are presented in Fig. 3a. In this graph
we show the dependence of the scaled peak amplitude of
the wavefunction (gcmeffr

2
0/~2)1/2|Ψ| on pump power P0.

Here, r0 = 1 µm is the characteristic spatial scale, meff is
the polariton mass, and gc is the polariton-polariton in-
teraction strength. One can see that the threshold pump
power decreases with increasing number of cells in the
pump profile [34]. For a single honeycomb pump cell,
stable vortices emerge almost at condensation threshold
(blue star on black curve), in good agreement with our
experiments.

Our simulations also correctly predict that for the
two-cell configuration the stable branch emerging from
threshold (red curve in Fig. 3a) corresponds to the branch
where vortex-antivortex (AFM) states are found. In-
terestingly, the AFM configuration appears only above
a certain critical pump amplitude (marked with a blue
star on the red curve), whilst below this power, vorticity
is absent and field distribution exhibits dipole structure.
This critical pump power represents a vorticity threshold,
clearly observed in our experiments on two cells, shown
in Fig. 3b-d. Simulated time-averaged real-space inten-
sity for such states, excited from weak noise is shown
in Fig. 3e along with instantaneous phase maps for two
different initial conditions in Fig. 3f,g, revealing the for-
mation of either antivortex-vortex or vortex-antivortex
pairs, similar to observations in Fig. 2e-h. We note that
the existence of vorticity thresholds and corresponding
values of these bifurcation points for the single and dou-
ble cell systems is analytically predicted by a variational
approach applied to Gross-Pitaevskii model (around the
threshold) in the l = ±1 subspace (see Methods).

When we add a third pump cell, the first stationary
family emanating from threshold (green curve in Fig. 3a)
is associated with a vortex-antivortex-dipole configura-
tion, which we show in Fig. 3h-i. These results are in
very good agreement with observations in Fig. 2i-j. Sim-
ilarly to the case of two cells, there is a vorticity threshold
power, marked with a blue star on the green solid curve,
below which the condensate resembles a triple dipole
state. When pumped stronger than this value, the sys-
tem occupies a symmetric stable vortex-antivortex-dipole

state that gradually transforms into an asymmetric so-
lution of the same type (solid green curve with dots).
Further increase of pump power results in unstable be-
haviour (denoted with green dashed curve in Fig. 3a) and
the emergence of different stationary states w(r), such as
the antivortex-vortex-antivortex in Fig. 2k.

We note that self-arranging vortices are well-known
in rotating superfluids [35], atomic BECs [36], and in
nonlinear optical systems [37–40]. However, from the
above discussion, it is evident that our all-optical lattice
supports large scale polaritonic modes (or super-modes),
which arise due to the inter-cell interactions in our non-
linear system, rather than to a collection of uncoupled
individual single-site states. As such, system states are
prone to develop strong instabilities that could demol-
ish their robustness and, hence, their observation. For
this reason, the observation of a large number of cou-
pled vortices constitutes in itself a remarkable finding,
that could not be anticipated a priori. With 22 cells
(Fig. 1b) a large number of stationary states coexist for
pump powers just above the condensation threshold and
the system exhibits a large degree of multi-stability. As a
consequence, the different experimental realizations with
22 cells reveal the formation of a wide diversity of states
where individual vortex locations appear stochastically
from one realization to the next.

In conclusion, we demonstrate evidence of an all-
optically imprinted lattice of interacting vortices in
nonresonantly driven-dissipative quantum fluids of light.
Whereas in a single cell, we observe an intrinsically
stochastic behaviour of an optically trapped polariton
condensate, in the presence of the second neighbouring
cell we reveal synchronization into a vortex-antivortex
state, resembling the OAM analogue of AFM coupling.
Our findings address the main challenge of realizing the
node-to-node coupling in spatially confined quantum
fluids of light possessing OAM. Our observations open a
new avenue towards control over macroscopic ordered co-
herent states carrying OAM in arbitrary desired arrays.
By tuning the interactions between ordered trapped
polariton condensates, one can expect observation of
various artificial magnetic phases between the nodes,
emulating complex magnetic systems, and the study of
other exotic coherent states in expanded structures.

Data availability
The datasets presented in this work are openly available
from the University of Southampton repository.
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Methods
Generalised Gross-Pitaevskii model. The condensate dy-
namics is assumed to be described by the 2D gener-
alised Gross-Pitaevskii equation (2DGPE) for the po-
lariton wavefunction Ψ(r, t) coupled to a rate equation
describing the exciton reservoir feeding the condensate

nX(r, t) [41]:

i~
∂Ψ

∂t
=

[
− ~2∇2

2meff
− i~

2
(γc −RnX)

+gc|Ψ|2 + gr(nX + ηP (r))

]
Ψ, (1)

∂nX
∂t

= −(γX +R|Ψ|2)nX + P (r). (2)

Our parameters are based on the sample properties and
past experiments [26]. Here, meff ≈ 5.63 × 10−5me is
the effective mass of the lower-branch polaritons where
me is the free electron rest mass, gc = 2.4 µeVµm2 is
the polariton-polariton and gr = 2gc is the polariton-
reservoir interaction strengths typical for GaAs-based
systems, R = 0.021 µm2ps−1 is fitted rate of stimu-
lated scattering of polaritons from active reservoir, γc ≈
0.182 ps−1 and γX ≈ 0.050 ps−1, are the decay rates
for polariton condensate and reservoir excitons, respec-
tively, ηγX ≈ 0.49 quantifies an additional blueshift com-
ing from a background of dark reservoir excitons. The
function P (r) = (P0γXγc/R)

∑
nQ(r−rn) describes spa-

tial pump profile consisting of identical Gaussian spots
Q(r) = e−r

2/d2 of width d (corresponding to 2.5 µm-
wide pump spots used in the experiment) placed in the
points with coordinates rn defining particular pump con-
figuration (one or several honeycomb cells or large-scale
honeycomb lattice with period D). Dimensionless pump
amplitude P0 is defined here in units of γXγc/R corre-
sponding to condensation threshold for spatially uniform
pump.

The system (1)-(2) was solved using a variant of
split-step fast Fourier transform method combined
with fourth-order Runge-Kutta method to account for
interaction between the condensate and the reservoir.
To uncover all existing stationary states in the system
and possible types of evolution, including essentially
dynamical regimes, when excitation of stationary states
does not occur, the modeling was initiated using different
realizations of small-scale noise for initial Ψ, nX distri-
butions. To account for considerable ballistic expansion
of polaritons from the pumped regions leading to
nonzero polariton density even far from them, we used in
modeling sufficiently large spatial domain 300×300 µm2

greatly exceeding the pumped area. Stationary states of
the system (1)-(2) corresponding to ∂tnX = 0 were found
in the form Ψ(r, t) = w(r)e−iεt, where w(r) is a complex
function describing stationary polariton distribution in
the cavity plane, ε is the energy detuning, using Newton
iteration method. Due to the dissipative nature of our
system, the energy detuning ε of stationary states, some
of which appear as stable attractors, is also determined
by the pump amplitude P0. Stability of such stationary
states, whose families are presented in Fig. 3 for different
pump configurations, were tested by modeling their
evolution in the system (1)-(2) and by performing linear
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stability analysis on them.

Single condensate vortex bifurcation. Here, we will write
a variational form of the generalised Gross-Pitaevskii
model describing only the dynamics of the first excited
degenerate pair of l = ±1 OAM modes in the condensate.
We will then proceed to prove, for an ideal cylindrically
symmetric trap, that the only (and equally) stable con-
densate solutions correspond to these OAM modes.

We will assume for simplicity, that the cw driven
excitonic reservoir follows the condensate adiabatically

so that ∂tnX ' 0 which implies, nX = P (r)
γX+R|Ψ|2 ≈

P (r)
γX

(
1− R|Ψ|2

γX

)
. In the last step we have Taylor ex-

panded the reservoir solution around small R|Ψ|2/γX
which is valid at pump powers not too far from threshold.
This allows us to write a simpler 2DGPE,

i~
∂Ψ

∂t
=

[
− ~2∇2

2meff
+ gc|Ψ|2 −

i~γc
2

+ grηP (r)

+

(
gr + i

~R
2

)
P (r)

γX

(
1− R|Ψ|2

γX

)]
Ψ. (3)

We are interested in a condensate that occupies the de-
generate pair of clockwise and anticlockwise OAM states.
Assuming an ideal cylindrically symmetric trap P (r) =
P (r) we can write our truncated basis as,

Ψ(r) = ξ(r)
(
ψ+e

iθ + ψ−e
−iθ) . (4)

Here, ξ(r) is the radial steady state (∂t|Ψ|2 = 0) part
of the condensate in a single optical trap by solving the
2DGPE. Plugging in this truncated solution into (3) and
integrating over the space, exploiting the orthogonality
of the states, we arrive at two coupled equation of motion
describing the vortex phase and occupation,

i
dψ±
dt

=
[
ip̃+ (g̃c − iR̃)(|ψ±|2 + 2|ψ∓|2)

]
ψ±, (5)

up to an overall energy shift. Note the factor 2 in the
counter-rotating nonlinearity (cross-Kerr term) which is
orders of magnitude larger than the singlet interaction
strength in spinor polariton condensates. The new co-
efficients are given by, p̃ = P0γc

2

∫
ξ(r)2Q(r) dr − γc

2 ,

g̃c = gc
~
∫
ξ(r)4 dr − P0grγc

~γX

∫
ξ(r)4Q(r) dr, and R̃ =

P0Rγc
2γX

∫
ξ(r)4Q(r) dr. Equation (5) can be written in

terms of the amplitude and phase of each mode ψ± =√
N±e

iφ± ,

dN±
dt

= 2
(
p̃− R̃N± − 2R̃N∓

)
N±, (6a)

dφ±
dt

= g̃c(N± + 2N∓). (6b)

We see that the change in the phase of the modes is triv-
ially determined by the dynamics of their amplitudes.

Vortex

Dipole

(a) (b)

Antivortex

FIG. 4. Vortex bifurcation of the single and pair of
trapped condensate cells. a The colorscale depicts the
Lyapunov potential (7) of the system with two minima (white
dots) corresponding to vortex and antivortex solutions in
which all phase space trajectories converge towards, under-
lining the deterministic nature of the system. Here we set
p̃ = R̃ = 1 without loss of generality. b Reproduced results
from Fig. 3a using the variational Gross-Pitaevskii model for
a single (5) and a pair of coupled condensates (9). The blue
stars denote the onset of vorticity for increasing power.

We therefore only need to focus on solutions of equa-
tion (6a) which has three equilibrium points: N± = 0
and N∓ = p̃/R̃; and N+ = N− = p̃/3R̃. It is easy
to show that the only (and equally) stable equilibrium
points are the former through the eigenvalues λ of the
Jacobian of equations (6a). This can also be visulized
by plotting the system Lyapunov potential with extrema
corresponding to these solutions,

L = −2p̃(N+ +N−)− R̃(N2
+ +N2

−)− 4R̃N+N−. (7)

The Lyapunov potential satisfies the condition dL/dt ≤ 0
which means that all points in phase space flow to-
wards the two minima indicated by the white dots in
Fig. 4a corresponding to the two opposite vortex solu-
tions. The unstable saddle point extremum, correspond-
ing to a dipole solution, is also clearly visible. Our simple
model evidences that the only stable condensate solutions
in a single cell are vortices which is in agreement with ex-
periment.

These vortex solutions bifurcate from the uncondensed
normal phase N± = 0 at condensation threshold of the
single trap written,

P 1cell
0,thr = P 1cell

0,vort =

(∫
ξ(r)2Q(r) dr

)−1

. (8)

The above integral quantifies the amount of overlap be-
tween the condensate and the pumped region. If this
overlap increases, then the threshold is lowered as ex-
pected.

Vortex bifurcation for two coupled condensates. The
equations describing two coupled trapped condensates
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read,

i
dψn,±
dt

=
[
ip̃+ (g̃c − iR̃)(|ψn,±|2 + 2|ψn,∓|2)

]
ψn,±

+ Jaψ3−n,± + Jbψ3−n,∓, (9)

where n = 1, 2 denote the left and right condensate.
Here, Ja,b ∈ C are the non-Hermitian tunneling rates
between co-rotating and counter-rotating vortices (i.e.
OAM conserving and non-conserving coupling strengths,

respectively), Ja,b =
(
gr(1+γXη)

~ + iR2

)
P0γc
R Ia,b, where

Ia,b =

∫
ξ(r)∗e∓iθQtot(r)ξ(r′)eiθ

′
dr, ∈ R. (10)

Here, Qtot(r) describes the two pumped traps and the
separation between them can be written r′−r = dx̂. The
coordinates of the two pumps are related through r′ =
|r′| =

√
r2 + d2 − 2rd cos (θ) and sin (θ′) = r sin (θ)/r′.

Physically, Re(Ja,b) and Im(Ja,b) correspond to a
Josephson (particle conserving) and dissipative (particle
non-conserving), respectively, coupling between the con-
densates. Calculating the integral (10) numerically using
the single-cell wavefunction found from 2DGPE simula-
tions we find that Ia,b < 0 which means Im(Ja,b) < 0 and
therefore the dissipative coupling favours anti-phase syn-
chronisation between neighbouring condensates. This is

in agreement with observations in experiment Fig. 2e-h
and 2DGPE simulations Fig. 3e-g. The negative value
of the integral intuitively makes sense because anti-phase
displaced vortices constructively interfere between the
two cells. Thus anti-phase condensates overlap more
strongly with the pumped region between the traps and
are populated more efficiently.

The lowest threshold solution of the coupled sys-
tem (9) is then written ψ = (ψ1,+, ψ1,−, ψ2,+, ψ2,−)T =√
N(1, 1,−1,−1)Te−iωt with occupation N = [p̃ +
|Im(Ja + Jb)|]/3R̃ and frequency ω = 3N+|Re(Ja + Jb)|.
This is a antiphase dipole-dipole orientated head-to-
tails (∞) ↔ (∞) with a condensation threshold of
p̃thr = −|Im(Ja + Jb)|, in agreement with previous pre-
dictions [42]. Such anisotropic low-threshold solution in-
tuitively makes sense since polaritons flow stronger out
of the trap parallel to the condensate dipole axis, thus
creating optimal coupling (overlap) conditions between
two spatially interacting condensates (e.g., similar to σ-
bonding in chemistry). At higher pump powers these
dipoles in each condensate loose stability and bifurcate
each into either l = ±1 vortices. When |Ib| > |Ia| the
system favours AFM ordering, like reported in Fig. 2e-
h. If |Ib| < |Ia| the converse is true and FM ordering is
dominant. This vortex bifurcation point P 2cells

0,vort can be
analytically derived for the AFM case |Ib| > |Ia| (The
FM case follows similar treatment) by locating the onset
of linear instability for the dipole-dipole solution,

P 2cells
0,vort =

1 +
4g2
c (1 + γXη)

R2

(
2− γX

γc

∫
ξ(r)4 dr∫

ξ(r)4Q(r) dr
(Ia + Ib)

)
Ip

(
1 +

8g2
c (1 + γXη)

R2

)
+

(
2Ia + 3Ia

(
4gc(1 + γXη)

R

)2

− Ib − 2
4g2
c (1 + γXη)

R2
(Ia + Ib)

) . (11)

Note that Ia,b < 0 which means that if the coupling
anisotropy Ib/Ia is large then the critical power of the
AFM vortex bifurcation reduces. This means that by
tailoring the pump Ptot(r) one can adjust Ia,b to shift
the position of the bifurcation point.

We obtain good results shown in Fig. 4b using Ia,b
as fitting parameters and solving the variational Gross-

Pitaevskii equation for a single cell (5) and two cells (9)
as a function of increasing power. Our results are in
excellent agreement with 2DGPE simulations previously
shown in Fig. 3a, and thus explain the essential obser-
vations of our experiment. The blue stars indicate the
onset of vorticity in the system.
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