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The effect of quenched disorder in a many-body system is experimentally investigated in a con-
trolled fashion. It is done by measuring the phase synchronization (i.e. mutual coherence) of 400
coupled lasers as a function of tunable disorder and coupling strengths. The results reveal that
correlated disorder has a non-trivial effect on the decrease of phase synchronization, which depends
on the ratio of the disorder correlation length over the average number of synchronized lasers. The
experimental results are supported by numerical simulations and analytic derivations.

Introduction - Many different quantum and classi-
cal physical systems can be described by the frame-
work of many-body interacting oscillators. Examples in-
clude transverse-field spin models, wherein spins rotating
around a local magnetic field can synchronize to reach fi-
nite magnetization even in the presence of a spatially
varying magnetic field [1–5]. Synchronization of classical
phase oscillators has been studied for decades through the
Kuramoto model [6], and is manifested in many differ-
ent systems such as arrays of Josephson junctions [7, 8],
coupled laser arrays [9, 10], and even human networks
[11]. In all of these, disorder plays a major role in syn-
chronization. There are cases where disorder leads to
synchronization [12, 13], but in general it acts as an ob-
stacle, preventing the interaction between the individual
members of the ensemble so they cannot synchronize.

While many theoretical investigations of the effects of
disorder on synchronization have been performed [6, 14–
17], it is difficult to verify the results experimentally be-
cause excessively high control and accuracy are needed.
Several systems with robustness to disorder were recently
reported [18–23], but with limited ability to tune the dis-
order and quantify their robustness.

In this work, we resort to an array of 400 lasers with
nearest-neighbor coupling and well-controlled quenched
(time-independent) disorder to obtain a tunable system
for investigating the effects of disorder on synchroniza-
tion (locking) of their optical phase. The disorder is in-
troduced in the form of frequency detuning, where the
resonant frequency of each individual laser is shifted.
By precisely controlling the magnitude of the disorder,
we show how it gradually diminishes the ability of the
lasers to synchronize. By varying spatial properties of
the disorder, we demonstrate how its effects depend on a
non-trivial interplay between the scales of the problem,
namely the correlation length of the disorder and the av-
erage number of synchronized lasers, in good agreement
with our numerical and theoretical derivations.

Our experimental system of coupled laser arrays can
be readily extended to investigate the effects of controlled
disorder on topological states [19, 24, 25], non-Hermitian
dynamics [26, 27], geometric frustration [28], spin simu-
lators and physical solvers for complex problems [29–32].

Experimental System - Our experimental system,
schematically shown in Fig. 1 and described in detail
in [33] is comprised of a digital degenerate cavity laser

(DDCL)[34–36]. It includes an intra-cavity 4f telescope,
a 98% reflectivity output coupler, a 3mm thick ND:YVO4
gain medium lasing at wavelength λ = 1.06µm, a reflec-
tive spatial light modulator (SLM) with pixel size of 8µm,
and a tunable coupling arrangement. The gain medium
has a fluorescence lifetime of τf ≈ 100µs, and is end-
pumped by a 808nm diode laser with a pulse duration
of 500µs at 4Hz repetition rate. The intra-cavity SLM
forms a digital amplitude and phase mask, to form 400
independent lasers in a 20 by 20 square array with spac-
ing between adjacent lasers of dlat = 300µm, (see NF
inset in Fig. 1) and to precisely control the frequency
detuning between the lasers. By changing the phase re-
tardation of each SLM pixel, we locally vary the effective
cavity length with a precision of λ

256 and thereby detune
the resonant frequency of each laser with a precision of
τc∆Ω = 2π

256 rad, where τc = 2l
c ≈ 13.3ns is the cavity

round-trip time. The 200µm diameter of each site in the
array ensures a single Gaussian spatial mode for each
laser.

Intra-cavity polarizing beam splitter (PBS) and λ/2-
waveplate deflect a controllable amount of the light into
a second branch of the cavity [39–41] where the lasers
are Talbot-coupled [37, 38]. This provides a tunable cou-
pling strength of Kmax sin

2(2θ) between nearest neigh-
bor lasers [33], where θ is the rotation angle of the λ/2-
waveplate andKmax ≈ −0.45 is the calculated full Talbot
coupling strength [37, 38].

In each experimental realization, the SLM was con-
trolled to obtain a normally distributed random fre-
quency detuning pattern with a standard deviation
ΩRMS and a Gaussian spatial correlation function with
a waist that we refer to as ξ, the correlation length of
the frequency detuning pattern. Hence, the correlation
of the frequency detuning between the lasers in sites (i, j)
and (i′, j′) is:

⟨ΩijΩi′j′⟩ = (ΩRMS)
2e

− (i−i′)2+(j−j′)2

ξ2 (1)

Eq. (1) indicates that as ξ increases, the detunings
of neighboring lasers are more likely to be similar. To
provide near-perfect starting conditions for our experi-
ments we first apply intra-cavity adaptive optics [33] to
reduce aberrations and uncontrolled frequency detuning
(see below and Supplemental Material [42], Fig. S2).

For each realization, we pump the laser and measure
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FIG. 1. Experimental system. A modified digital degenerate
cavity laser [34–36] with an intra-cavity SLM that defines 400
lasers (20 by 20 square lattice) with a normally distributed
random frequency detuning pattern having standard devia-
tion τcΩRMS and correlation length ξ. The tunable coupling
arrangement (surrounded by the dashed lines) introduces Tal-
bot coupling [37, 38] between nearest neighbor lasers whose
strength can be continuously tuned by rotating the λ/2 wave-
plate. The insets show representative far-field (FF, left) and
near-field (NF, right) intensity distributions for zero disorder
strength (τcΩRMS = 0). The four sharp diffraction FF peaks
indicate near-perfect phase synchronization with π phase dif-
ference between neighbors due to negative coupling.

the resulting steady state near field (NF) and far field
(FF) intensity distributions. The measured distribu-
tions are averaged over 50 random realizations for each
value of τcΩRMS and ξ. The inital pump power was
P = 19.8W ≈ 4 · Pth, and increased as required to com-
pensate for the increased losses due to the introduced
disorder (see Fig. S1 in [42]). The FF intensity distribu-
tion (IFF ) is proportional to the Fourier transform of the
coherence function of the electric field [43, 44]. We thus
use the average FF inverse participation ratio (IPR) as
the synchronization order parameter:

IPR =

∫ ∫
dx dy I2FF

(
∫ ∫

dxdy IFF )2
. (2)

The IPR is a common measure of localization in distribu-
tions and is correlated with the average number of syn-
chronized (i.e. mutually coherent) lasers (see Fig. S4 in
[42]) [33, 44–46]. For an array of lasers, each with a sin-
gle Gaussian mode, and with a mutual coherence length
lc, IPR ∝ l2c ≡ Ac. We interpret Ac as a coherence
area and N = Ac/d

2
lat as the average number of synchro-

nized (mutually coherent) lasers[42]. The proportionality
constants are determined by the geometry of the system,
and remain constant throughout the experiments. In ear-
lier investigations we found that the results of the IPR
measurements of the laser array coherence were equiv-
alent to interferometric phase measurements or spectral
frequency measurements, while being simpler and more
reliable for large and disordered arrays [40, 47, 48].

Results, uncorrelated disorder - Figure 2 shows the
experimental normalized FF IPR as a function of the
applied disorder strength (normalized to the coupling
strength) τcΩRMS/|K|, for uncorrelated (ξ = 0) normally
distributed frequency detuning patterns. As evident, in-
creasing the disorder leads to a monotonic decrease in
the IPR and deterioration of synchronization, as mani-
fested by the significant broadening of the FF intensity
peaks, shown in the insets (see also Fig. S4 in [42]). Re-
sults for different |K| agree well with each other, with
the IPR dropping to half for τcΩRMS/|K| ≈ 0.81(7), at-
testing that synchronization is determined by the ratio
τcΩRMS/|K|.
The top right inset in Fig. 2 shows that the average

number of synchronized lasers (determined from the FF
intensity distribution [33, 44]) is also reduced monotoni-
cally with τcΩRMS . Note that N differs significantly for
the two different coupling strengths for small τcΩRMS

due to the uncontrolled disorder in our system.
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FIG. 2. Experimental normalized FF IPR as a function of
the ratio of disorder over the coupling strength, τcΩRMS/|K|
for two coupling values. Insets show the average FF inten-
sity distribution at τcΩRMS/|K| = 0 and 2.48 for coupling
strength |K| = 0.25. Top right inset: Average number of
synchronized lasers , N ≡ Ac/d

2
lat, as a function of disor-

der. Dashed curves denote best fits to N = a
(τcΩRMS)b+c

,

and the dotted vertical line denotes the estimated value of
τcΩRMS, uncontrolled = 0.079 rad.

Fitting the data from Fig. 2 top right inset to
N = a

(τcΩRMS)b+c
we obtain b = 2.3(1), 2.0(1) for

|K| = 0.25, 0.12, respectively. These results are in
good agreement with the theoretical value of b = 2 in
Eq.(5) which we consider in the last section of this pa-
per. We identify c as a manifestation of our uncon-
trolled disorder (τcΩRMS, uncontrolled)

b = c, to estimate
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τcΩRMS,uncontrolled ≈ 0.079(4) rad.
Results, correlated disorder - We now consider the

effects of correlated disorder (ξ > 0) on synchronization.
The results for |K| = 0.25 are presented in Figs. 3-5
(see additional results in Figs. S5-S7 in [42]). Figure 3
shows the experimental normalized IPR of the measured
FF intensity distribution as a function of τcΩRMS and
ξ. All measured IPR values were normalized such that
IPR = 1, 0 are the maximal and minimal values measured
across all experiments, respectively. For all values of ξ,
the IPR monotonically decreases as τcΩRMS is increased,
as expected. However, the IPR dependence on ξ is non-
trivial and non-monotonic.

FIG. 3. Measured FF IPR as a function of the disorder
strength τcΩRMS and its correlation length ξ for |K| = 0.25.
The black dashed curve denotes IPR = 0.4, indicating the
non-monotonic dependence on ξ. The white dotted line is
along ξ = 8 (detailed in Fig. 4).

Figure 4 shows the experimental normalized and cal-
culated IPR as a function of τcΩRMS for uncorrelated
disorder (ξ = 0) and correlated disorder with ξ = 8.
For weak disorder τcΩRMS < 0.31 rad, the IPR is lower
(worse synchronization) for the correlated disorder, while
for strong disorder, the opposite is true. Numerical sim-
ulation of the full laser rate equations [49]( see procedure
in [42]) are in good agreement with the experimental re-
sults and validate the non-monotonic dependence on ξ.
This non-monotonicity is again seen in Fig. 5 that

shows the experimental and calculated normalized IPR
as a function of ξ for different values of τcΩRMS . In the
case of strong disorder (purple), the IPR monotonically
increases with ξ. However, for weak disorders the de-
pendence on ξ is non-monotonic, and the IPR reaches

a minimum at an intermediate value of ξ that decreases
with the strength of the disorder. It is apparent that
there is a good agreement between the experimental and
simulation results.
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FIG. 4. Experimental and numerically simulated normalized
FF IPR as a function of disorder τcΩRMS for uncorrelated
disorder ξ = 0 (black) and for correlated disorder with ξ = 8
(green). Inset, left: Representative realizations of disorder
vectors with the same length (400 sites) and τcΩRMS for ξ = 0
and ξ = 8. Inset, right: Examples of synchronized lasers
in LRE simulations for uncorrelated disorder (ξ = 0) with
τcΩRMS = 0.15, 0.62 rad. Each pixel represents the phase of
the corresponding laser in the array. Additional examples are
provided in Fig. S3 in [42].
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FIG. 5. Experimental and numerically simulated normalized
FF IPR as a function of correlation length ξ for different val-
ues of disorder, τcΩRMS = 0.12, 0.23, 0.36, 0.62 rad (blue, or-
ange, yellow and purple respectively). Dashed lines show the
corresponding IPR values for ξ = 0 for reference.

Analysis and discussion - To elucidate our experimen-
tal and simulation results, we consider a toy model that
is based on the Kuramoto model[6], which can describe
the dynamics of coupled lasers when their intensities are
identical and high above threshold [28, 50]. Theoretical
studies of models with nearest neighbor coupling have
shown that for any finite frequency detuning Ωi (tak-
ing τc = 1), the oscillators synchronize in local clusters,
where the maximal number of synchronized oscillators in
a single cluster is bounded [6, 51, 52].
Specifically, we consider a one-dimensional chain of

Kuramoto oscillators with bi-directional nearest neighbor
coupling as a toy model of our system. We chose to work
with a one-dimensional theoretical system for which an-
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alytical solutions exist (rather than the two-dimensional
system in our experiments and simulations where analyt-
ical solutions do not exist). Although it is not obvious
that results from a one-dimensional system can be ap-
plied to a two-dimensional one, theoretical studies that
suggest that the conditions for existence of the phase
locked state of the system and its’ properties are similar
for one and two-dimensional systems [51, 52]. We found
that our limited toy model provides some insight into the
results of our two-dimensional system, and shows similar
qualitative behavior to that which we have observed in
experiments.

For a one-dimensional chain of oscillators with nearest
neighbor coupling, the necessary condition for synchro-
nization ofN oscillators is that the maximal accumulated
detuning along theN oscillators must be smaller than the
coupling strength K between two neighbors [51]:

max
1≤j≤N

|Xj | ≤ K (3)

with Xj being the accumulated detuning:

Xj =

j∑
i=1

Ωi −
1

N
(

N∑
i=1

Ωi). (4)

Kc, the critical required coupling for synchronization
of N oscillators is thus simply max |Xj |. When Ωj has
a normal distribution (i.e., for uncorrelated disorder),
Eq. (3) describes the maximal displacement of a random

walker, max |Xj | ∝ ΩRMS

√
N , such that the synchro-

nized cluster size is

N ∝ K2

Ω2
RMS

. (5)

Eq. (5) agrees well with the results presented in Fig. 2,
as well as the fit to the experimental data.

We now extend our model for the case of corre-
lated quenched disorder. Figure 6 (upper left) shows
⟨max |Xj |⟩ = Kc numerically calculated from Eq. (4) as
a function of the synchronized cluster size N for Gaussian
detuning disorder of ΩRMS = 1 and several correlation
lengths ξ (the brackets indicate an average over differ-
ent disorder realizations). For small synchronized cluster
sizes Kc decreases with ξ, while for larger cluster sizes,
Kc increases with ξ. Notably, the crossing point between
the two trends is roughly at N ∼ ξ.

The result of Eq. (4) in the case of correlated disorder
can be approximated analytically (see derivation in [42])

as:

⟨|Xj |⟩2 ≈ Ω2
RMS

πξL

8

1

ξ√
2π

(e
− 2L2

ξ2 − 1) + L erf(
√
2L
ξ )

×

L∑
i=0

[erf(
j − i

ξ
) +

1

2
e
− (j−i)2

ξ2 − j

N
(erf(

N − i

ξ
)

+
1

2
e
− (N−i)2

ξ2 ) + (1− j

N
)(erf(

i

ξ
)− 1

2
e
− i2

ξ2 )]2

(6)
The analytic approximations of Eq.(6) shown in Fig. 6
(upper right) are in good agreement with the exact nu-
merical integration of Eq. (4) (Fig. 6 upper left) and
validate the non-monotonic dependence of Kc on ξ and
the cluster size.
Analyzing the limiting behavior of Eq.(6) reveals

two distinct regimes. In one regime where N ≫ ξ,
max ⟨|Xj |⟩ →

√
ξN , equivalent to the displacement of

a random walker with a step size ξ > 1. In the other

regime, N ≪ ξ, max ⟨|Xj |⟩ → N2

ξ , which can also be

derived directly from Eq.(3) by treating the applied dis-

order as a long wavelength perturbation Ωi = sin
(

i
ξ

)
. A

log-log linear fit to the numerically evaluated ⟨max |Xj |⟩
as a function of ξ is shown in Fig. 6 (bottom) for N = 3
and N = 100. Both regimes are well fitted by y = axb

with b = −1.04(6), 0.47(4) for the ξ ≫ N, ξ ≪ N regimes,
in good agreement with the theoretical limiting behavior
of b = −1, 0.5, respectively. The results from the ana-
lytical toy model reveal a behavior which is qualitatively
similar to the non monotonic relationship between the
disorder parameters τcΩRMS , ξ and the synchronization
of the array shown in Figs. 3-5.
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FIG. 6. The maximal accumulated detuning max ⟨|Xj |⟩ as a
function of the number of oscillators N and disorder corre-
lation length ξ. Upper left: Numerical integration of Eq.
(4) averaged over 100 random realizations. The inset shows a
magnified view for low N values. Upper right: Correspond-
ing analytical evaluation using Eq.(6). Bottom: Log-log plot
of the numerical data as a function of ξ for N = 100 (red) and
N = 3 (blue) N . Linear fits to the colored-in points (dashed
lines) yield good agreement of the ξ scaling to the limiting
analytical approximations.

Conclusions - We experimentally investigated the ef-
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fects of quenched disorder on the synchronization of cou-
pled oscillators by means of frequency detuning disorder
in coupled laser arrays. Our results demonstrate how
increased disorder results in a gradual deterioration in
synchronization that depends on the ratio of the coupling
strength over the disorder strength. Our experimental re-
sults are supported by both numerical simulations and an
analytic toy model. In addition, we found that the corre-
lated disorder can either improve or degrade synchroniza-
tion compared to uncorrelated disorder, depending on the
ratio of its correlation length ξ and the average number

of synchronized lasers N : For ξ ≪ N , N ∝ K2

ξ2Ω2
RMS

re-

vealing the behavior of a correlated random walker. In
contrast, disorder with ξ ≫ N is effectively a low fre-
quency perturbation along the cluster and thus causes a

smaller decay in synchronization to yield N ∝
√

ξK
ΩRMS

.

Our results provide insight into the effects and man-
agement of disorder which can be exploited to improve
systems where disorder has an inherent correlation time
or length (e.g. spin and photonic systems). By control-
ling the applied disorder, it should be possible to quan-
tify protection against disorder by means of topological
effects [18–23], and study the effects of disorder on spin
simulators and solvers which are based on coupled lasers
or parametric oscillators [29–31].
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Supplemental Materials

I. MAINTAINING NEAR FIELD INTENSITY DISTRIBUTION

As noted in the main text, the coupled lasers array can be described by the Kuramoto model equations when the
lasers’ intensities are equal. However, the introduction of frequency detuning to the lasers also induces increased
losses, caused by the decrease in phase synchronization (i.e. phase locking or mutual coherence) and partial coupling
between loss and detuning in our system with the SLM. In order to avoid lasing non-uniformities and remain high
above the lasing threshold of the entire array, we gradually varied our pump power so as to maintain roughly equal
NF intensity. Specifically, for each value of τcΩRMS we measured the average total NF intensity, ItotNF , and compared
it to its initial value at τcΩRMS = 0. We increased or decreased the pump power so that ItotNF would be within 5% of
its initial value. Figure S1 shows the NF and FF intensity distributions at the minimal and largest τcΩRMS applied in
the experiment. It can be seen that the NF intensity distribution is essentially not affected by the increased disorder,
while the FF intensity distribution shows vastly reduced phase synchronization, as indicated by the broad diffraction
peaks and strong background.

c RMS
=1.2 [rad]

c RMS
=0 [rad]

1mm

1mm1mm

1mm

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. S1. Normalized average NF and FF intensity distributions for τcΩRMS = 0rad (a),(c) and for τcΩRMS = 1.2 rad(b),(d).
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II. THE EFFECT OF INTRA-CAVITY ADAPTIVE OPTICS

In an earlier work, we developed an intra-cavity adaptive optics method (AO) and demonstrated its beneficial
effect on phase synchronization[33]. We resorted to the same method in order to reduce the amount of uncontrolled
detuning disorder in the cavity. Figure S2 shows the experimental normalized FF IPR as a function of disorder with
and without the application of adaptive optics. The results show that initial phase synchronization (at ΩRMS = 0) is
improved by approximately 25% as measured by the IPR. Furthermore, for large τcΩRMS values, the measurements
coincide. This is likely due to the fact that for these values, τcΩRMS, uncontrolled ≪ τcΩRMS , and hence the quality of
phase synchronization is determined only by the change in τcΩRMS . We note that this happens at a relatively large
value of τcΩRMS , hence highlighting the importance of using our AO method to optimize cavity performance.
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Fig. S2. Experimentally measured normalized FF IPR with (black) and without (red) adaptive optics correction.
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III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION OF THE FULL LASER RATE EQUATIONS (LRE)

In addition to experiments, we study the system numerically using the Laser Rate Equations (LRE)[49], a set of
coupled differential equations which simulate the dynamics of a coupled laser system. The LRE are given by:

dEm

dτc
=

Gm − αm + iτcΩm

τc
Em +

1

τc
KmnEn (E1)

dGm

dτc
=

1

τf
[Pm −Gm(

|Em|2

Isat
+ 1)]

Where Em, Pm, Gm, αm,Ωm are the (complex) electric field, pump power, gain, loss, and detuning of the m-th laser,
respectively. τf and τc are the fluorescence lifetime and cavity round trip time, and Isat is the saturation intensity
of the gain. Finally, Kmn is the coupling term between the m-th and n-th laser. By changing the value of Kmn we
can vary the coupling scheme of the simulation to represent different coupling ranges and geometries. In all of the
simulations mentioned in this work, we use a nearest neighbor coupling scheme over a square lattice, such that each
laser is coupled to its four neighbors.

Denoting Em = Ameiϕm , we can divide Eq. (E1) its real and imaginary components, affecting the amplitude and
phase of the electric field respectively:

dAm

dτc
=

Gm − αm

τc
Am +

1

τc
KmnAn cos(ϕm − ϕn) (E2)

dϕm

dτc
= Ωm +

1

τc
Kmn

An

Am
sin(ϕm − ϕn) (E3)

In the limit where the lasers’ amplitudes are equal, Am = A, and taking τc → 0, Eq. (E3) can be identified as the
Kuramoto model equation,

˙ϕm = Ωm +Kmn sin(ϕm − ϕn)

up to a rescaling of the coupling and detuning terms. Hence, in the case of equal laser intensities, we expect Kuramoto-
like dynamics to emerge from the LRE.

For the numerical results presented in the paper, we solved the LRE for an array of 20 × 20 lasers coupled with
bi-directional nearest neighbor negative coupling. The parameters that we used were similar to the experimental
parameters, with the loss set to α0 = 1.7 and the nearest neighbor coupling set to K = −0.25. The simulation
starts from a cold cavity, with the gain G = 0 for all lasers, and the pump power P = 4 · Pth, where Pth is the
pump threshold value. The pump power was chosen to fit the experimental parameters, and in a similar fashion to
the experiment, it was modified to maintain equal average lasers intensities throughout (as noted in section I of the
Supplemental Material above). in S1). We additionally set the fluorescence lifetime τf = 103τc, similar to the actual
experimental value. In each iteration of the simulation, we chose a value of the correlation length ξ ∈ [0, 20] and
disorder τcΩRMS ∈ [0, 0.62] rad. We generate a random detuning matrix τcΩij , with i, j = 1, ...20 in a similar fashion
to the experiment, such that it has a standard deviation τcΩRMS and correlation length ξ. Each point was repeated
for 50 different realizations, and the results were averaged accordingly. The initial conditions for each realization were
also randomly generated. The simulation involved 105 iterations, similar to the duration of the quasi-CW pulses of
our experimental system.

The results were Fourier transformed to obtain far field intensity distributions, similar to those observed experi-
mentally. We then calculated the FF IPR, and the results are presented in Figs.4-5 in the main text.
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IV. VISUALIZING SYNCHRONIZED CLUSTERS

Previous works on locally coupled Kuramoto oscillators have shown that the oscillators split into locally separate
synchronized clusters [51, 52]. We performed numerical simulations (using LRE) of a coupled 20×20 laser array where
the frequency detuning randomly varied. The simulation used positive coupling for ease of visualization. Figure S3
shows example realizations of the laser phases at the end of these simulations, for different magnitudes of disorder
and correlation lengths.
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Fig. S3. Illustrations of synchronized phase clusters in example realizations of LRE simulations. Each pixel in the 20× 20 grid
the phase of the corresponding laser. Different columns correspond to different disorder strengths τcΩRMS in rad, and different
rows correspond to different choices of disorder correlation length ξ.
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V. QUANTIFYING PHASE SYNCHRONIZATION WITH IPR

As mentioned in the main text, there is a relation between the coherence length of the laser array, lc, and the far
field intensity distribution [43, 44]. For example, consider a Gaussian beam with waist w in the transverse axes and
some finite spatial coherence length. The transverse coherence length of the beam, lc is inversely proportional to its
far field diffraction angle[44], and proportional to w. The IPR of a the same Gaussian beam is

IPRGaussian ∝ w2 ∝ l2c ≡ Ac,

which can be interpreted as the coherence area of the beam. We extend this result for an array of Gaussian beams,
such as our laser array. Each indivdual beam in the array has waist w and the distance between two neighboring beams
is dlat. We also assume that the mututal coherence between beams in the array decays with a Gaussian enevlope with
scale lc. Assuming each individual Gaussian is a coherent source, the IPR yields:

IPRarray = C(w, dlat)l
2
c

where C is a prefactor set by the shape of the array - the waist of each individual laser and the spacing between
them, dlat. This result is important as it shows that the IPR allows us to take complicated spatial functions, namely
the far field intensity distribution of the field and the second order coherence function, and condense them to a single
meaningful number.

In order to further validate that the IPR can be used for quantifying phase synchronization, we performed numerical
simulations (using LRE) of a coupled 20×20 lasers array where the frequency detuning randomly varied. The detuning
disorder causes the array to split into spatially separated clusters of phase synchronized lasers, which decrease in size
as the disorder is increased [51, 52]. In the simulation we found the frequencies of the lasers in the array from which
we determined the average synchronized cluster size. The average synchronized cluster size grows as the number of
neighboring lasers with the same frequency increases. Figure S4 shows a comparison between the average synchronized
cluster size in the array and the FF IPR. Our results show that the results of the two methods are very well correlated
as expected, and so it is reasonable to use the FF IPR to quantify the average synchronized cluster size.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6

c RMS
[rad]

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

N
o

rm
a

li
ze

d
 V

a
lu

e

IPR

N
cluster

/N
tot

0 0.5 1

N
cluster

/N
tot

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

IP
R

data1

y=0.92x-0.016

r=0.99

Fig. S4. Calculated normalized IPR (blue) and normalized average synchronized cluster size (red) as a function of τcΩRMS ,
and IPR vs. synchronized cluster size. The results are highly correlated as indicated by the linear fit and correlation coefficient
r = 0.99.
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VI. CORRELATED DISORDER RESULTS FOR WEAK COUPLING

We repeated the experiment whose measurements are shown in Fig. 3-5 in the main text with a weaker coupling
strength of |K| = 0.12. The results of both experiments are presented side by side in Figures S5-S7. The IPR
values presented are normalized such that IPR = 1, 0 are the largest and smallest IPR values measured across all
experiments, respectively. It is interesting to note that the non-monotonic behavior in ξ is absent with the weak
coupling, and an increase of the disorder correlation length causes a slower decay of the IPR. This is in agreement
with our theoretical and numerical analysis: Since the initial synchronized cluster size is smaller in the case of weak
coupling, all measured values of ξ are at the ξ ≤ N regime. As a result, disorder with any non-zero correlation length
will cause a slower decay of the IPR compared to the uncorrelated case.

Fig. S5. Measured IPR as a function of τcΩRMS , ξ, for |K| = 0.25(left), and for |K| = 0.12(right)
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Fig. S6. Experimentally measured normalized FF IPR as a function of disorder, τcΩRMS for |K| = 0.25 (left) and |K| = 0.12
(right). Different colored plots correspond to different applied correlation lengths ξ.
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Fig. S7. Experimentally measured normalized FF IPR as a function of correlation length ξ for |K| = 0.25 (left) and |K| = 0.12
(right). Different colored plots correspond to different magnitudes of applied disorder, τcΩRMS .
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VII. DERIVATION OF ⟨|Xj |⟩2 IN EQ.(5)

To derive the explicit analytical expression presented in Eq.(6) , we start with a series of L independent normal
random variables,

Zi = N (0, σ2
Z),

and then construct a series of correlated random variables by convolving the Z variables with a Gaussian with waist
ξ, to yield:

rj =

L∑
i=0

e
− (i−j)2

ξ2 Zi

We note that Xj , which is the accumulated deviation from the mean defined in Eq.(4) in the main text, can be
expressed in terms of partial sums of the series,

Xj(N, ξ) =

j∑
i=0

(ri − r̄) = Sj(ξ)−
j

N
SN (ξ),

where we define the partial sum Sn as:

Sn ≡
n∑

j=0

rj

We now write the value of Sn explicitly:

Sn =

n∑
j=0

rj =

n∑
j=0

L∑
i=0

e
− (i−j)2

ξ2 Zi,

and insert it into Xn:

Xn = Sn − n

N
SN =

L∑
i=0

[

n∑
j=0

e
− (i−j)2

ξ2 Zi −
n

N

N∑
k=0

e
− (i−k)2

ξ2 Zi]

we approximate the sums as integrals using the first order Euler-Maclaurin approximation:

≈
L∑

i=0

[

∫ n

0

e
− (j−i)2

ξ2 dj +
e
− (n−i)2

ξ2 − e
− i2

ξ2

2
− n

N

∫ N

0

e
− (i−k)2

ξ2 dk − n

N

e
− (N−i)2

ξ2 − e
− i2

ξ2

2
]Zi

=

L∑
i=0

[erf(
n− i

ξ
) + erf(

i

ξ
) +

e
− (n−i)2

ξ2 − e
− i2

ξ2

2
− n

N
erf(

N − i

ξ
)− n

N
erf(

i

ξ
)− n

N

e
− (N−i)2

ξ2 − e
− i2

ξ2

2
]

√
π

2
ξZi

For n → N , we expect Xn → 0 since the partial and total sum are identical, and indeed we see that it is the case.

At this point we note that as a result of the method we used to generate the correlated variables, rn, we effectively
changed their standard deviation. Therefore, we need to calculate the new standard deviation σL and normalize by
it to ensure the rn variables have the required standard deviation. For a single variable we get:

E[r2n] = E[(

L∑
i=0

e
− (i−n)2

ξ2 Zi)
2] =

L∑
i=0

e
− 2(i−n)2

ξ2 E[Z2
i ] =

√
π

2
√
2
ξσ2

Z [erf(

√
2n

ξ
) + erf(

√
2(L− n)

ξ
]

where we used the fact that the Zi variables are independent, so E[ZiZj ] = δij . For the entire series of L variables
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we get:

σ2
L =

√
π

2
√
2

ξσ2
Z

L

L∑
n=0

[erf(

√
2n

ξ
) + erf(

√
2(L− n)

ξ
] ≈ 2ξσ2

Z

L

∫ L

0

erf(

√
2n

ξ
) dn

Using the known integral solution,∫ x

0

a · erf( (x
′ − b)

a
) dx =

a2√
π
(e−

(x−b)2

a2 − e−
b2

a2 ) + a(x− b) · erf(x− b

a
)− ab · erf( b

a
)

yields

σ2
L =

2ξσ2
Z

L
[

ξ√
2π

(e
− 2L2

ξ2 − 1) + L · erf(
√
2L

ξ
)]

Finally, we use the usual properties of normal variables and normalize by σ2
L to get that:

⟨|Xn|⟩2 ≈ πξL

8

∑L
i=0[erf(

n−i
ξ ) + 1

2e
− (n−i)2

ξ2 + (1− n
N )(erf( iξ )−

1
2e

− i2

ξ2 )− n
N · erf(N−i

ξ )]2 − 1
2e

− (N−i)2

ξ2 )

ξ√
2π

(e
− 2L2

ξ2 − 1) + L · erf(
√
2L
ξ )
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