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Abstract

We introduce a novel neuromorphic network architecture based on a lattice of exciton-polariton conden-
sates, intricately interconnected and energized through non-resonant optical pumping. The network employs
a binary framework, where each neuron, facilitated by the spatial coherence of pairwise coupled condensates,
performs binary operations. This coherence, emerging from the ballistic propagation of polaritons, ensures
efficient, network-wide communication. The binary neuron switching mechanism, driven by the nonlin-
ear repulsion through the excitonic component of polaritons, offers computational efficiency and scalability
advantages over continuous weight neural networks. Our network enables parallel processing, enhancing
computational speed compared to sequential or pulse-coded binary systems. The system’s performance was
evaluated using the MNIST dataset for handwritten digit recognition, showcasing the potential to outper-
form existing polaritonic neuromorphic systems, as demonstrated by its impressive predicted classification
accuracy of up to 97.5%.

Introduction

The rapid development of artificial neural networks and applied artificial intelligence is predominantly aimed
at the efficient processing of large data sets and pattern recognition. Traditional approaches, however, are
increasingly facing constraints in terms of computational speed and energy efficiency, particularly in hardware
implementations of these networks [1]. These constraints have spurred interest in neuromorphic systems, where
hardware mimics the structure and function of the human brain. The exploration of novel materials and
mechanisms is crucial for the development of efficient neuromorphic systems [2].

A particularly promising direction in this research area is the exploitation of exciton-polariton interactions
within specially designed semiconductor microcavities in the strong light-matter coupling regime [3, 4]. Exciton-
polaritons are quasiparticles emerging from the coupling of photons and excitons [5]. They possess dual light and
matter properties, enabling strong optical nonlinearity and picosecond scale reaction times. These characteristics
enable the development of polariton based high-speed neuromorphic systems with high efficiency [6].

The term “polariton neuron” was first introduced in Ref. [7], devoted to planar waveguide structures that
translate polariton coherence over extended distances. This research laid the groundwork for using polariton
neurons to construct binary logic gates in semiconductor microcavities, serving as a sort of precursor for neu-
romorphic computing. Much later, the reservoir computing scheme has emerged as a key approach for the
development of polariton-based neural networks [8, 9]. This technique employs a network with fixed, random
connections, simplifying the architecture as compared to traditional neural networks. Historically, quantum
computing has been considered the “holy grail” of polaritonics, particularly in terms of the applicability of its
outcomes. This is why the concept of reservoir computing has been highly regarded, as it extends its util-
ity from classical to quantum computing domains [10]. Complementing this quantum focus, recent advances
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of polaritonics might bring important applications in classical information processing, particularly in pattern
recognition.

Reflecting the latter statement, the authors of Ref. [3] leveraged the polariton properties to achieve a 93%
level in recognizing handwritten digits in the Mixed National Institute of Standards and Technology dataset
(MNIST dataset), that is a benchmark in pattern recognition tasks. Complementing this, Ref. [4] reported
not only a 96.2% classification accuracy on the same dataset in the experiment but also demonstrated the
efficiency of backpropagation training in their exciton-polariton-based neuromorphic hardware. This efficiency
in processing complex patterns, however, often comes with increased computational and memory demands
in traditional neuromorphic networks [11], which necessitates either a reduction in input resolution or more
complex processing architectures for feasible operation times.

In contrast, the introduction of binarized neural networks, which streamline the network by utilizing two-level
activations or weights and performing simple binary operations, marks a significant advancement in the field.
These networks are distinguished by their enhanced speed and energy efficiency, with only a minimal trade-off in
inference accuracy [12]. By efficiently using memory to store binary rather than continuous data and simplifying
computational demands, binarized networks offer a compelling alternative to conventional networks with con-
tinuous activation functions. In the context of high-speed neuromorphic systems, binary networks have shown
a significant progress. Recent advancements in the area of neuromorphic binarized polariton networks have
showcased their remarkable capabilities. As shown in Ref. [12], this approach, involving input encoding using
nonresonant picosecond laser pulses to excite localized condensation sites, each representing binary inputs with
distinct pulse energies, has led to significant achievements in pattern recognition. Notably, the system achieves
approximately 96% classification accuracy on the MNIST dataset, even in a noisy experimental environment,
using a single-hidden-layer network. This level of accuracy, attained through binary operations, is particularly
impressive given the challenges of the experimental setup.

In scenarios where information is encoded through individual or paired pulses, there’s a marked tendency to
opt for a sequential processing approach, employing a single transformation gate for each pulse set. However, this
approach presents challenges in terms of operational speed within these binary systems. A tool for overcoming
the issue of parallelizing input uploading in neuromorphic binarized polariton networks has been proposed in a
recent study [13]. Their method involves spatial encoding of input information, with all input pulses designed
to arrive at the network simultaneously. By enabling parallel input encoding, this method effectively addresses
the operational speed limitations inherent in the sequential approach.

The next natural step towards parallelizing neuronal triggering, in conjunction with ensuring the interaction
among individual neurons, is the use of spatial lattices of neurons. Lattices of mesoscopic coherent condensates
of exciton polariton have evolved as a sophisticated extension of the principles observed in chains and lattices of
ultracold atoms [14–18] harnessing the unique properties of light-matter interactions to delve into new frontiers
of quantum simulations and condensed matter physics [19–22]. Advancing beyond their predecessors, they offer
greater control and versatility, operating at higher temperatures and allowing for more dynamic configurations,
thereby enhancing their practicality in exploring complex quantum phenomena [20].

Various techniques have been employed to manipulate the spatial potential for trapping and arranging
polaritons in a microcavity plane [19]. Among these techniques are etching lattices of coupled micropillars from
planar microcavities [23], variation of the thickness of the cavity layer [24], deposition of metallic films onto
the surface of the microcavity [25].

An alternative approach to creating polariton lattices in a microcavity plane is by using regular spatial
patterns of the pumping light. In this geometry, each condensate in a lattice is created by a separate non-
resonant optical pump beam, while spatial coherence between the condensates across the lattice is provided by
the exchange of ballistically propagating polaritons [26]. Besides replenishing the polariton condensate state,
the pump also facilitates their trapping, contributing to the formation of an effective complex potential for
the trap. Depending on the combination of kinetic properties of the polaritons and the gain-loss balance,
either dissipative trapping can occur, where the condensates are predominantly localized within the pump spot
[21, 26, 27] (phase locking regime), or they are localized in the minima of the real part of the effective potential
created by the pumping light [28, 29]. The complex effective potential is formed by the repulsive reservoir of hot
incoherent excitons, which are excited by the pump light. Spatial light modulators offer an advantage of high
spatial resolution and the ability to control the intensity and distribution of the reservoir with great accuracy,
enabling precise manipulation of the locations of polariton condensates and their coupling strengths within the
lattice. Additionally, these optically induced potentials can be effectively combined with stationary potentials,
offering even more versatility of control over polariton condensates [30–33].

In this manuscript, we present a neuromorphic network architecture employing lattices of exciton-polariton
condensates, interconnected and energized through non-resonant optical pumping. This design capitalizes on
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Figure 1: (a) A diagram depicting the possible experimental implementation of a lattice of pairwise coupled
polariton condensates with optically controlled connections. Red cones symbolize input signal beams, and red
arrows indicate the connections influenced by these beams. (b) A streamlined illustration of the envisaged
structure, with gray, red, and blue circles denoting condensate lattice nodes, input, and output optical signals,
respectively. Empty (filled) circles correspond to the absence (presence) of the signals. (c–e) Illustration of
polariton dyad excitation in a planar microcavity, showing (c) profiles of two non-resonant optical pump spots
for dyad excitation, (d,e) the condensates in the dyad with even (OFF) and odd (ON) interference patterns.
(f-l) Depiction of the excitation of two adjacent dyads in OFF (f,h,k) and ON (g,j,l) states. Each pair of panels
shows polariton density distribution (left) and pump intensity profiles, including the potential barrier (right).
Switching between OFF and ON states is achieved using a signal optical pump beam equidistant from the four
nodes. Panels (f,g) illustrate no separation between the dyads, (h,j) and (k,l) show the dyads separated by real
(orange rectangle) and imaginary (blue rectangle) potential barriers, respectively.

benefits of a binary framework, wherein each neuron, aided by the spatial coherence of coupled condensates,
executes binary operations. The lattice structure facilitates parallel uploading and processing of signals, en-
hancing neuron-neuron interactions. The effectiveness of our system was evaluated using the MNIST dataset.
It demonstrated promising results compared to current neuromorphic systems. Additionally, we have developed
a technique for input signal densing that notably improves the system performance, that achieves an accuracy
rate of 97.5%, surpassing that of existing polariton-based neuromorphic systems.

Results

The physical background of a polariton neuromorphic network

We consider a lattice of pairwise coupled polariton condensates — polariton dyads, the connections between
which can be manipulated through an external optical impact. A schematic of such a lattice as well as its
possible implementations are depicted in Fig. 1(a,b). In developing our structure, we drew inspiration from
a series of publications [21, 26, 27] dedicated to establishing and controlling spatial coherence in lattices of
polariton condensates.

A polariton dyad represents a pair of polariton condensates excited by localized optical beams in a plane of
a microcavity, separated by a distance d from each other, see Figs. 1(c–e). Excitation is performed in the non-
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Figure 2: Conceptual diagram of a binarized neural network based on a lattice of pairwise coupled polariton
condensates. The initial signal originates from a grayscale image from the MNIST dataset, which is binarized
and projected onto a nin × nin transformation lattice. This lattice serves as a pattern for the input optical
signal. This signal then activates neurons within the reservoir lattice, generating the resultant optical output
signal. Subsequently, the output is processed via a linear classifier (LC).

resonant regime, where the energy of an excitation beam is considerably (tens of meV) higher than the polariton
energy [34, 35]. Such a pump creates a reservoir of incoherent high-energy excitons (see Fig. 1(c)), which in
turn feeds the polariton condensate. This process is facilitated by the stimulated scattering of quasiparticles,
accompanied by a reduction of their energy. In addition to its role as a feeder, the exciton reservoir acts as a
potential barrier for the condensate due to a strong repulsive polariton-exciton interaction.

Polaritons, whose lifetime may be reduced by tailoring the quality factor of the microcavity, are primarily
localized near the pump spot, engaging in the earlier mentioned dissipative trapping regime. However, in each
specific condensate, polaritons demonstrate the radial ballistic expansion, driven by their repulsion from the
potential barrier created by the reservoir. The coupling and coherence build up within the condensate dyad
are facilitated by fast ballistically propagating polaritons, whose propagation distances exceed the condensates’
separation distance d.

The spatial coherence of the condensates manifests itself through the emergence of interference patterns
within the space between the condensates. If both condensates are pumped with equal strengths, these patterns
are symmetrical and can possess an even or odd number of interference fringes, with either a minimum or
maximum intensity at the midpoint between them, cf. Figs. 1(d) and 1(e). The coupling between the condensates
can be enhanced by adjusting the shape of the pump, as discussed in Ref. [36].

In a planar microcavity, the parity of the interference pattern is controlled by the distance d and the optical
pumping power. The latter, in particular, defines the height of the potential barrier induced by the reservoir. To
alter the parity, one can make an adjustment to the potential landscape within the dyad. Namely, an additional
exciton reservoir can be excited by a laser beam, whose power and spatial profile can be arbitrarily chosen within
the bounds of the interference pattern, as suggested in Ref. [27]. The left panels of Figs. 1(f,g) illustrate two
adjacent polariton dyads, numerically simulated by solving the complex generalized Gross-Pitaevskii equation
(see Methods for details). This configuration can be excited by non-resonant optical beams forming a unit
cell of a square lattice, as schematically shown in the right panel of Fig. 1(f). These figures demonstrate the
capability to simultaneously switch both dyads between OFF and ON states using an additional single optical
beam centered in the cell, see the right panel of Fig. 1(g). In simulations, the pump power and the condensates’
separation distance are optimized to minimize the number of interference fringes between the condensates.
Thus, in the OFF state for both dyads, in the absence of the additional control beam (Fig. 1(f)), the number
of fringes is reduced to zero, resulting in a minimum between the condensates. Whilst the control beam is
present (Fig. 1(g)), both dyads switch to the ON state, characterized by a single interference fringe that forms
a maximum intensity between the condensates. The photoluminescence signal coming from the space between
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Figure 3: Schematic depicting the conversion of a binarized initial signal lattice of size n0 × n0 into an input
signal lattice of size nin × nin, utilizing randomization and expansion, both without (a) and with (b) signal
densing.

the condensates can be experimentally detected, allowing for the unambiguous distinction between the OFF
and ON states.

As observed in the geometry presented in Figs. 1(f,g), the condensates are interconnected not only within
each dyad but also with other condensates belonging to an adjacent dyad. In such a configuration, it’s more
appropriate to refer to a tetrad, involving all condensates excited within an elementary cell. Moreover, in the
limit of a full-size lattice, due to the macroscopic spatial coherence of polariton condensates, such connections
may extend well beyond a single cell, suggesting a complex network of interactions across the lattice structure.
To maintain the paradigm of pairwise interactions, it is essential to isolate the dyads from each other within the
polariton lattice. This can be achieved by introducing additional potential barriers between condensates whose
connections need to be severed. Approaches to effectively isolating individual dyads will be discussed in the
Discussion section. Figures 1(h) and 1(j) illustrate pairs of polariton dyads in OFF and ON states, respectively,
with the dyads separated by real potential barriers. In Figs. 1(k) and 1(l), imaginary absorbing barriers are
used for the separation. It is evident that independently of the barrier’s nature, the controlling optical beam,
in both scenarios, switches both dyads from the OFF state to the ON state, while maintaining the dyads as
non-interacting entities, ensuring that their interconnections remain unaffected.

Network Architecture and Design

Hidden layer of the polariton dyad lattice

Typically, a neuromorphic network comprises in its core an input layer where signals are initially received,
processed through a series of intermediate hidden layers. The output layer then finalizes the processing sequence.
In this paper, we propose a binarized polariton network with a single hidden layer based on a lattice of polariton
condensates, see Fig. 1(a). For the sake of simplicity, we consider square lattices, characterized by an equal
number of nodes nc along each side, although our results can be generalized to lattices of an arbitrary shape.
Within the lattice, adjacent condensates are randomly paired into dyads, that are mutually isolated, ensuring
that the state of each dyad remains independent and it does not affect adjacent pairs. The dyads in the network
function as binary neurons. They switch between OFF and ON states, corresponding to the output signal values
of 0 and 1, respectively, in response to the absence or presence of an additional pumping control signal near
each dyad, which acts as an input signal. Each dyad at the center of the lattice can be subjected to two input
signals, while dyads at the edges are influenced by only one signal, cf. (i) and (ii–iv) in Fig. 1(a). The dyad
unaffected by the input signal (ii) remains in the OFF state, while the dyads affected by one (iii) or two (iv)
input signals switch to the ON state. Due to the randomness in pairing condensates within the lattice, some
individual condensates may not be part of any dyads, see (v) in Fig. 1(a). In such cases, these condensates do
not contribute to the generation of the output signal.

The random arrangement of dyads within the lattice also results in several options of how the input signal
can influence the neurons in the hidden layer. In the absence of the signal, no neurons are activated, see (1)
in Fig. 1(a). Depending on the number of dyads adjacent to the input signal, it can activate either one (2) or
two (3) neurons at once, or none at all (4).
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The square geometry of the lattice dictates the ratios of the numbers of elements and their mutual arrange-
ment within the interconnected sub-lattices. In particular, to accommodate a nin × nin grid of input signals,
a (nin + 1)× (nin + 1) grid of polariton condensates is required. In such a lattice, the total number of dyads
would be Nd ≤ (nin + 1)2/2.

In our proposal, the inherent randomness in the pairing of adjacent condensates into dyads within the
lattice introduces a significant element of nonlinearity into the network’s functioning. This randomness in dyad
formation means that the impact of input signals on the neurons varies, with some dyads being activated by
one or two signals, while others remain unaffected. This randomness leads to a complex network response that
cannot be easily mapped or predicted linearly. Such variability in dyad responses, triggered by input signals,
enhances the computational capabilities of the hidden layer. The dyads, functioning as binary neurons, switch
between OFF and ON states in response to control signals, similar to a classical OR gate, where receiving at
least one “1” input signal triggers a “1” output signal. However, the diverse arrangement of these dyads, some
isolated and some interconnected, ensures a dynamic and non-linear processing environment within the network,
crucial for tackling intricate computational tasks.

Preparation of an input layer

As previously mentioned, the input signals in our system are generated by non-resonant optical beams that
modify the potential landscape near the dyads. These beams excite incoherent exciton reservoir spots, that
influence both the real and imaginary parts of the effective potential. The beams are generated by a set of
identical emitters, e. g., using a spatial light modulator [3, 26], and are systematically arranged according to
a pattern derived from the initial signal, ensuring that the input beams align accurately with the required
configuration for the neural network’s processing.

The process for preparing the input signal pattern is outlined in a sequence of steps as follows, demonstrated
using the example of classifying handwritten digits from the MNIST dataset, see Fig. 2. The initial image is
transformed into a matrix with dimensions n0 × n0, mirroring the image’s size. Each element of the matrix
corresponds to the grayscale level of its respective image pixel. In the MNIST dataset, n0 = 28, and the total
number of pixels is N0 = n2

0 = 784. Next, the matrix is binarized by rounding up its values. At this step, the
size of the matrix remains unchanged.

On the next step, the pattern preparation takes place, which involves several operations simultaneously, see
Fig. 3(a). The first operation is randomization. The elements of the binarized matrix are transferred to the
pattern matrix not sequentially, but in a random manner, using a randomization mask that is consistent for all
recognized images. This technique allows for a more uniform distribution of the signal across the entire layer,
engaging both central and peripheral neurons to the same extent. Such an approach ensures that the neural
network utilizes its entire structure more effectively, enhancing overall performance and accuracy.

The second operation involves expansion, which entails increasing the number of neurons engaged in process-
ing. This step enhances the network’s capacity to handle and interpret complex data by involving a larger array
of neurons, thereby improving its computational power and efficiency. In the geometry of the square lattice
under consideration, the number of neurons in the hidden layer should increase superlinearly with the number of
elements in the input signal lattice, Nin = n2

in, as Nd ≤ Nin+2
√
Nin+1. To increase the lattice size from n0 to

nin, elements randomly selected from the binarized lattice are repeatedly inserted into the input pattern lattice,
see (iii) and (iv) in Fig. 3. One should note that both randomization and expansion are uniformly applied to
all initial images, ensuring that each element of the binarized matrix is allocated to specific, unchanging posi-
tions within the input pattern lattice, consistent across different images. This approach to element placement
standardizes the processing framework for each image.

Network operation and accuracy evaluation

The pattern resulting from the previous step serves as the guide for the spatial light modulator, which then
generates the input signal for the hidden layer of the binarized polariton network. In the hidden layer, the key
part of computational processes takes place, culminating in the generation of the output signal, see Fig. 2. It
is important to emphasize that due to the multiple interaction possibilities between neurons of the input layer
and the neurons of the hidden layer, each element can potentially activate a different number of neurons in the
hidden layer, depending on its position within the signal lattice. This highlights the nonlinear nature of these
interactions. The output signal is composed of an array of binary signals, either 0 or 1, which encode the OFF
and ON states of polariton dyads in the hidden layer. These states are manifested as the presence or absence of
photoluminescence from the center of the dyads. The output signal then can be processed using a conventional
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Figure 4: Accuracy of the MNIST handwritten digit recognition in dependence on the size of the input signal
lattice nin (lower scale) or the number of neurons (dyads) in the hidden layer Nd (upper scale). Each data
point represents an average from ten numerical experiments, each utilizing different randomization masks. The
shaded area reflects the variation in accuracy across these numerical experiments. Vertical lines, serving as
guides for the eye, indicate the conditions, where the size of the polariton lattice matches that of the initial
images (dashed), and when the number of neurons equals the number of pixels in the initial image (dash-dotted).

linear classifier, which can be implemented either electronically or through purely optical means [12, 13].
To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed polariton neuromorphic network architecture, we simulated its

operation using numerical calculations. The assessment was conducted on the MNIST dataset, comprising a set
of 60000 samples of handwritten digits for training the network and a set of 10000 samples for testing purposes.
Given that the MNIST dataset serves as a standard benchmark for the goals of image classification, its use in
our study enables a rigorous comparison of our findings with existing results in polariton-based neuromorphic
network research [3, 4, 12, 13]. It is noteworthy that the binary nature of both the input and output signals,
as well as the functioning of the neurons within the hidden layer, facilitated a more efficient utilization of
computational resources. This efficiency, in turn, permitted the deployment of the entire spectrum of training
and testing images, eliminating the need for any artificial reduction in image resolution. At the linear classifier
stage of the neural network, the linear regression algorithm was employed for efficient data classification.

It is commonly observed in the neuromorphic network research that the increase of the number of neurons
in the hidden layer can potentially improve the classification accuracy. This is corroborated by our findings,
as illustrated in Fig. 4, where we demonstrate a monotonic increase in the accuracy of classifying MNIST
dataset images with the increase in the size of the input signal lattice nin, which implies an increase in the
number of neurons Nd in the hidden layer. In the figure, each data point corresponds to the accuracy of
the image recognition at a given number of neurons, averaged over ten numerical experiments, carried out for
different randomisation masks used at the input layer preparation step. The light blue shaded area indicates the
range of variation of accuracy obtained in the corresponding numerical experiment series. It can be observed
that randomization has a finite effect on accuracy, altering it within a margin of less than one percent. This
dependence exhibits a saturating character, converging towards about 95.4% accuracy with an increasing number
of neurons. Vertical lines indicate the observations, corresponding to the size of the input layer equal to the
size of the initial image, nin = n0 = 28, with the number of neurons estimated as about 420 (gray dashed), and
to the size of the input layer nin = 39, with the number of neurons close to the number of pixels in the initial
image, Nd = 760 < n2

0 (black dot-dashed). It can be seen that in the second case, even with a slightly smaller
number of neurons involved, the classification accuracy of the polariton neuromorphic network, averaging over
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Figure 5: The classification accuracy in the dependence of the overlap degree s of the input signal for square
polariton lattice systems of different size din with different numbers of neurons in the interaction layer: din = 20
with 220 neurons (blue), din = 28 with 420 neurons (green), din = 39 with 760 neurons (red), din = 51 with 1350
neurons (violet) and din = 160 with 12960 neurons (brown). Red stars indicate the maxima of the dependencies.
Dashed lines indicate the accuracy levels for alternative established classification approaches: the linear software
classification of the grayscale MNIST data set (92.5%), the binarized data MBIST set (91.9%), the binarized
polariton network based on a layer of XOR gates [12] and the nonlinear polariton network with the software
backpropagation training [4].

93.3%, exceeds the accuracy of the software linear classification of both grayscale (92.5%) and binarized (91.9%)
images. In addition, reducing the input signal lattice dimension to 20, and consequently the number of neurons
in the hidden layer to approximately 220, still ensures an accuracy above 90%.

Input signal densing

In the procedure previously described above, it was assumed that the value of each element in the input layer
(0 or 1) is determined by the value of only one randomly selected element from the binarized initial image.
Herewith, the average filling of the binarized initial matrix as well as of the input matrix (number of nonzero
elements relative to the total number of elements) is about 0.19. Thus, on average, more than 80% of the
input neurons do not trigger the activation of neurons in the hidden layer. Meanwhile, the nonlinearity of the
interaction is manifested only in the case of activated neurons.

To further increase accuracy, we suggest to supplement the preparation of the input layer with an additional
operation, termed by us input signal densing, which allows to increase the filling of the input layer and thereby
enhance the nonlinearity. The operation involves using more than one element of the binarized matrix layer for
determining the value of an element in the input layer. In this scenario, when projecting the binarized image
onto the input signal layer, the selection process is randomized not only for the element being transferred from
the first matrix but also for the element in the second matrix where the transfer occurs.

In the approach not involving the image densing, all elements can be filled consecutively. Once a particular
element in the input layer is assigned a value, this value remains unchanged, and the element no longer partici-
pates in the further process of filling the input layer. Each such element contains only one incoming connection

8



from the projected binarized layer, see blue lines in Fig. 3(a). In contrast, in the case of image densing, the value
of a filled element can be modified during the subsequent process. This approach is illustrated in Fig. 3(b). If
two elements of the binarized image matrix are used for determining an element of the input matrix, in this
case, the principle of assigning values is similar to the operation of a logical OR gate. If both elements are 0,
the assigned element in the input layer also takes a value 0, see (v) in Fig. 3(b). If either one of the elements
(vi) or both of them (vii) are 1, then the assigned element is also 1. This can be easily generalized to the case
of three and more elements.

In the proposed approach, the preparation of the input layer involves partial overlapping of the initial image
with itself. To describe such overlapping, we introduce the parameter of densing degree s, which can take both
integer and fractional values. For instance, a densing degree of 2 means that each element in the input layer is
on average determined by two elements of the initial binarized layer. Similarly, with s = 1.5, approximately half
of the input layer elements are on average determined by one element of the initial layer, while the other half
by two elements. Figure 5 illustrates how the classification accuracy of the polaritonic network, with different
numbers of neurons in the hidden layer, changes with the densing degree s of the input layer. The key finding
of our study is that with approximately 1350 neurons (corresponding to nin = 51) and a densing degree of
about 3.25, the accuracy reaches the previously reported benchmark of 96% [12, 13] (see red star on a violet
curve in Fig. 5), and surpasses it with the further increase of the number of neurons. Our predicted maximum
average accuracy is 97.5%, obtained for the network with the input matrix size of nin = 160, corresponding
to the number of neurons less than 1.3 × 104, and the densing degree s = 3.7, see the red star at the brown
curve in Fig. 5. The accuracy can be further increased by at least 0.1% through the appropriate choice of a
randomization mask. It is evident that the dependencies exhibit a pronounced maximum, and the value of s, at
which this maximum occurs, increases with the growing number of neurons Nd. Moreover, the fewer the number
of neurons, the steeper the dependencies become. It can also be observed that the impact of the randomization
mask notably decreases with an increase of the number of neurons.

Discussion

Polaritonic neural networks, both previously proposed and presented in this work, are constructed based on
a single hidden neuronal layer. In this context, the nature of neuronal connections plays a crucial role in
determining the accuracy of such a network. In Ref. [12], optical XOR gates function as neurons in the hidden
layer. Input to each gate consists of a pair of optical pulses encoding two random pixels from a binarized
initial image, and the output is the result of nonlinear interaction of these pulses. Thus, in this architecture
of the neural network, nonlinearity is achieved at the level of interaction of the input layer neurons, while the
triggering of neurons in the hidden layer merely reflects the outcome of these interactions.

In the architecture without input signal densing, proposed by us, input neurons do not interact with each
other. Nonlinearity is achieved at the level of interaction between the input neurons and the neurons in the
hidden layer. Thus, the neurons in the hidden layer not only transmit the result of the interaction but are
themselves the subjects of this interaction.

Our proposed neural network architecture is highly advantageous as it allows for the integration of both
approaches to facilitate nonlinear interactions among neurons of different layers. The integration was realized
through the introduction of an input signal densing procedure, leading to record-breaking level of predicted
accuracy in polaritonic neural networks, substantially surpassing those of previously proposed architectures.

The path towards further enhancing the accuracy of our system remains open. Due to the flexible geometry
of the lattice and the genuinely nonlinear nature of the interactions among the lattice-forming polariton con-
densates, there is potential to increase accuracy by involving a larger number of neurons from the hidden layer
in contact with input signals. Additionally, a modification of the nature of neuronal interactions, such as by
replacing the OR operation with a XOR operation in the hidden layer, could also contribute to the improvement
of accuracy.

Transitioning to the practical aspects of this architecture, it becomes essential to consider the possible ex-
perimental realization of polariton condensate lattices designed above. Spatially-distributed systems comprising
chains and lattices of interconnected quantum entities have gained recognition as platforms for information stor-
age, transmission and processing, as well as simulators of complex phenomena [17, 19, 37–39]. Polariton lattices,
a recent breakthrough in spatially-distributed quantum systems, are notable for their exceptional spatial coher-
ence [21, 22, 26, 27]. This coherence significantly exceeds that of individual condensates and it facilitates phase
locking of nodes across the entire lattice. This widespread phase synchronization could potentially enhance the
nonlinearity of interactions essential for neuromorphic network operation, see, e. g., [3]. However, this scenario
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leads to the loss of a key advantage emphasized in our work: the feasibility of neuron response binarization
would be significantly compromised, impacting computational speed and resource efficiency. To address this
issue while retaining the advantage of polariton lattices, which is the optical controllability of connections be-
tween condensates, we propose ensuring pairwise interactions of condensates within the lattice by selectively
severing non-contributing links. For this purpose, a variety of approaches exists.

The first possible approach involves optical induction of potential barriers for ballistic polaritons within a
planar microcavity, similar to the excitation of the polariton lattice itself as well as the input signals. For this
purpose, the non-resonant excitation of the exciton reservoir can be used [40]. We propose to employ it for both
the polariton lattice and the input signals generation. However, it should be noted that in this scenario, the
pump will contribute not only to the separation of the condensates but also to the changes in their occupation
numbers. This factor can be mitigated by using a reservoir of dark excitons as a barrier [41, 42]. Dark excitons
do not participate in optical interactions and do not directly influence the population of polariton condensates.
Meanwhile, the strong repulsive nature of polariton-exciton interactions is equally characteristic of bright and
dark excitons. A recent paper [42] demonstrates the feasibility of excitation of a dark exciton reservoir through
the two-photon absorption. Given that this approach results in record-long exciton lifetimes, over 20 ns, it
suggests that such a reservoir would not contribute to replenishing the polariton condensate.

An alternative approach, described in Ref. [43], consists in the separation of condensates within the lattice
through the creation of spatially varying dissipation profiles by controlling the decay rates of polaritons at
different lattice sites. Among the experimental methods mentioned in [43], one is proton implanting into
quantum wells, which enables independent control of exciton and cavity photon energies, influencing polariton
decay rates [44]. Additionally, controlled stress applied to the substrate can create spatial traps, affecting the
coupling of exciton and photon states, thus varying polariton lifetimes [45]. For dynamic dissipation control,
electrical carrier injection can be used, causing localized losses through the absorption by excited states [46].
One can also exploit the biexciton formation regime to alter polariton interactions [47]. As numerical simulations
illustrated in Fig. 1(h–l) show, both potential landscape profiling and dissipation control are comparably effective
tools of the condensate-condensate coupling control. The choice of the appropriate method then would depend
primarily on the experimental capabilities available and the specific goals set for the experiment.

The previously described approaches for the pairwise coupling of condensates in a lattice primarily involved
operations within a planar microcavity. However, traditional methods of structuring cavities, such as deep
etching techniques, offer alternative avenues for exploration, allowing, e. g., for the creation of clusters [48] and
chains [49] of micropillars. Structures, crafted through precise etching processes, may form a distinct spatial
arrangement within the microcavity plane. Another approach for clustering polariton condensates within a
lattice, detailed in Ref. [30], involves creating controllable Josephson junctions of the condensates. This is
achieved through nanostructuring of cavity mirror surfaces via direct laser writing [50], creating local potential
minima, and dynamically tuning the potential landscape using a thermo-responsive polymer affected by a heating
laser to vary the optical medium’s refractive index. This method allows for controlled polariton tunneling
between condensates, facilitated by finite height potential barriers, leading to the formation of condensates in
a thermo-optically adjustable potential landscape.

In summary, we have developed a neuromorphic network architecture leveraging lattices of exciton polari-
ton condensates. The design takes advantage of a binary framework, where each neuron, facilitated by the
spatial coherence of pairwise coupled condensates, performs binary operations. This coherence ensures effi-
cient network-wide communication, with the binary neuron switching driven by nonlinear repulsion through
the excitonic component of polaritons. The binary nature of a network offers computational efficiency and
scalability advantages, setting this system apart from conventional continuous weight models and sequential
binary neuromorphic systems.

The network’s effectiveness was demonstrated using the MNIST dataset for handwritten digit recognition.
Our network has not only shown competitive performance against existing systems, but also surpassed them
when taking advantage of the original signal densing technique. The developed approach allowed the network
to achieve a remarkable 97.5% classification accuracy, theoretically.

By employing a binary operational framework and exploring various lattice structuring techniques, this study
opens new pathways for developing efficient, scalable, and high-speed neuromorphic systems. We are confident
that polaritonic systems have high potentiality as creating powerful tools for complex pattern recognition and
data processing tasks.
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Methods

Numerical simulation of polariton dyads

For simulating macroscopic coherent states of polariton dyads, we use the model proposed in Ref. [27]. We solve
the generalized Gross-Pitaevskii equation for the polariton wave function Ψ(t, r):

iℏ∂tΨ(t, r) =

[
− ℏ2

2m∗∇
2 + U(t, r)− iℏγ

2

]
Ψ(t, r), (1)

where m∗ is the effective polariton mass, γ is the polariton decay rate. U(t, r) is an effective potential for
polaritons that can be written as

U(t, r) = α|Ψ(r)|2 + Ud(t, r) + Uin(t, r) + V (r). (2)

The first term in the right hand side of Eq. (2) is responsible for polariton-polariton interactions with the
interaction constant α. The second term given as

Ud(t, r) =

(
g1 + iR1

2(γR +R1|Ψ(t, r)|2)
+G1

)
P1(r) (3)

characterizes the complex effective potential arising from the excitation of polariton condensates in a dyad
through non-resonant optical pumping with intensity P1(r). g1 is the constant of interaction of polaritons with
reservoir excitons, R1 is the stimulated scattering rate from the reservoir to the condensate, γR is the exciton
decay rate. The parameter G1 characterizes repulsion from the dark exciton reservoir, which also inevitably
emerges within the pump spot.

The third term in Eq. (2) is responsible for the potential, arising from the signal beam of intensity P2(r):

Uin(t, r) =

(
g2 + iR2

2(γR +R2|Ψ(t, r)|2)
+G2

)
P2(r). (4)

In Ref. [27], it is suggested to use cross-circularly polarized pump P2(r) in relation to P1(r). This approach
aims to reduce gain of the condensates in the dyad due to their overlapping with the signal. The parameters
in Eq. (4) for Uin(t, r) have the same meaning as those in Eq. (3) for Ud(t, r). We take the pump intensities
in a Gaussian form as P1(r) ∝

∑
j,k=± exp

{
−[(x+ jd/2)2 + (y + kd/2)2]/2w2

1

}
and P2(r) ∝ exp

{
−r2/2w2

2

}
,

where w1,2 are the widths of the pumps, d is the distance between the centers of the pump spots.
The last term in Eq. (2), which differs our model from one in Ref. [27] characterizes the stationary barrier.

We take it as V (r) = V0

∑
j=± exp

[
−(x+ ju/2)8/u8

x + y4/u4
y

]
, where u is the distance between the spatial

barrier components. The magnitude V0 can be both real and imaginary, depending on the nature of the barrier.
For simulation, we take the following parameters suggested in Ref. [27]. The effective polariton mass is

m∗ = 0.49meV ps2µm−2, the decay rates are γ = 1/6 ps−1 and γR = 0.05 ps−1, the interaction constants are
α = 2.4µeVµm2, g1 = 0.8α and g2 = 1.8α, repulsion constants from dark reservoirs are G1,2 = 4g1,2/γR, the
widths of the pump spots are w1 = 1.06µm and w2 = 1.6w1. We also take the scattering rates as R1 = 7α
and R2 = 0.7R1, and the distance between the pump spots as d = 8µm. For the barrier potential, we take
the distance u = 11µm and the widths ux = 2µm, uy = 0.7µm. Remarkably, the used for simulation pure real
(Figs. 1(h,j)) and pure imaginary (Figs. 1(k,l)) barriers possess similar shape and differ in magnitude, which is
a control parameter of the model.
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[27] S. Alyatkin, J. D. Töpfer, A. Askitopoulos, H. Sigurdsson, and P. G. Lagoudakis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124,
207402 (2020).

[28] A. Askitopoulos, T. C. H. Liew, H. Ohadi, Z. Hatzopoulos, P. G. Savvidis, and P. G. Lagoudakis, Phys.
Rev. B 92, 035305 (2015).

[29] A. Askitopoulos, A. V. Nalitov, E. S. Sedov, L. Pickup, E. D. Cherotchenko, Z. Hatzopoulos, P. G. Savvidis,
A. V. Kavokin, and P. G. Lagoudakis, Phys. Rev. B 97, 235303 (2018).

12

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.85.299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.016402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.11.064029
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevApplied.13.064074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.260404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-04362-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c04696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c04696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.16.024045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.885
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/415039a
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.86.023829
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.86.023829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.033828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.033828
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41567-022-01565-4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2016.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s42254-022-00447-1
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s42254-022-00447-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aa924b
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nmat4971
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.097401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.097401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.155311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.409976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.409976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.207402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.207402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.035305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.035305
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.235303


[30] M. Vretenar, B. Kassenberg, S. Bissesar, C. Toebes, and J. Klaers, Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 023167 (2021).

[31] V. A. Lukoshkin, V. K. Kalevich, M. M. Afanasiev, K. V. Kavokin, Z. Hatzopoulos, P. G. Savvidis, E. S.
Sedov, and A. V. Kavokin, Phys. Rev. B 97, 195149 (2018).

[32] V. Lukoshkin, E. Sedov, V. Kalevich, Z. Hatzopoulos, P. G. Savvidis, and A. Kavokin, Scientific Reports
13, 4607 (2023).

[33] C. Toebes, M. Vretenar, and J. Klaers, Communications Physics 5, 59 (2022).

[34] J. Kasprzak, M. Richard, S. Kundermann, A. Baas, P. Jeambrun, J. M. J. Keeling, F. M. Marchetti, M. H.
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