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Finite-size effects in two-photon correlations of exciton Bose-Einstein condensates
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Accessing two-photon statistics via Hunbary Brown and Twiss (HBT)-type measurements is es-
sential for investigations of excitonic Bose-condensates. In this paper we make use of quantum
hydrodynamics in order to study the finite-size impact on the two-photon emission intensity of a
2D condensate of excitons. We use the developed approach to calculate the two-photon decay time
of exciton condensate in GaAs quantum wells and MoSs bilayers. We demonstrate that the regis-
tered signal scales on the sample size in a qualitatively different manner than the Bogoliubov theory

predicts.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Among the accessible experimental platforms for ex-
ploring Bose-condensation, excitons and excitonic polari-
tonic are, perhaps, the most attractive ones due to their
strong interaction with light. This both facilitates their
experimental investigations via spectroscopic measure-
ments and implies promising applications of excitonic,
polaritonic or even purely photonic condensates as co-
herent light sources[IH3].

With optical measurements being the main experimen-
tal tool for identifying condensation and quantifying co-
herence of the emitted light, the key signature of conden-
sate emergence is the multimode character of lumines-
cence, manifested in nontrivial two-photon correlations.
As implied by the classical Hanbury Brown and Twiss
(HBT) experiment [4], photons demonstrate no bunch-
ing when being emitted from a single-mode light source
(with Bose-Einstein condensate being an example) as op-
posed to the case of a chaotic (thermal) one.

Indeed, two-photon spectroscopy clearly distinguishes
the condensed and the thermal states for both polaritonic
[5L [6] and pure excitonic [7] gases, allowing experimen-
tal investigation of their phase diagrams. The increas-
ing time resolution of two-photon spectroscopy made it
possible to study dynamics of condensates. In partic-
ular, with the use of streak-cameras as photodetectors,
which decreased the time-resolution up to a few ps [8, 9],
condensation kinetics became directly observable. Such
a resolution is enough to study condensate decoherence
[10] and even to access the relaxation dynamics of the
polaritonic gas towards the BEC state [I1]. In addition,
among the novel techniques which provide both high time
resolution and high sensitivity are the ones based on fre-
quency upconversion in a nonlinear waveguide [12].

To describe the results of intensity correlation mea-
surements, one has to study population build-up in a
single mode, which may be qualitatively described even
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by the ideal Bose gas model. However, the quantitative
differences due to particle interaction are significant [13].
Moreover, especially in two dimensions, where thermal
fluctuations are known to spoil long-range order [14] [15],
one has to carefully consider finite-size effects. In a fi-
nite two-dimensional semiconductor sample with polari-
ton or exciton gas, one deals with a system with poten-
tially highly depleted condensate due to both strong in-
teractions [16] and diverging thermal fluctuations owing
to reduced dimensionality[17]. In this regime the stan-
dard Bogoliubov theory (hereafter BT) is not applicable,
which motivates the current work. The aim of our study
is to utilize the quantum hydrodynamic approach uni-
fied with the BT [I7HI9] to evaluate the intensity of the
two-photon radiation and to study its dependence on the
system size.

The approach developed in this paper is quite general
and may be applied to a variety of 2D systems, namely
excitons and exciton polaritons in quantum wells as well
as the ones in novel 2D materials, among which TMDCs
attract much interest in the context of exciton coherence

in recent years[20-23].

In the following chapters we investigate the two-photon
signal emitted by a BEC of excitons in a semiconductor
microcavity. We start by describing a model experimen-
tal setup to detect the two-photon signal in Section [[I}
Then follows the Section [[T]] with a detailed microscopic
description of the excitonic system coupled to photonic
modes of the environment. In Section [[V] we use tech-
niques of many body physics in order to deduce an ex-
pression for the two-photon signal. Finally, we discuss
the results with special emphasis on size-dependent fea-
tures in Section [V] We perform numerical calculations for
excitons in a GaAs/AlGaAs/GaAs quantum wells and
spatially indirect ones in MoSy bilayer. Moreover, we
demonstrate how to apply our results to polaritonic con-
densates. Conclusions follow in Section [Vl


mailto:roman_ivskh@mail.ru

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

For excitons in a 2D semiconductor sample of size L X
L, the two-photon emission intensity from unit area is as
follows :

(N1N2)

Ptotal = Wa
0

where N7 and N are the total number of photons emitted
in two directions in a finite time interval to. The bracket
(...) denotes the ensemble average:

ZTr (o) Np Ny ] (1)

Here the sum is over 3D momenta of emitted photons,
p(t) is the density matrix of the system under consid-
eration (2D excitons (polaritons) + 3D environmental
photons).

The presence of condensate manifests itself in a con-
tribution to this sum of a sharp angularity. Namely, the
one with opposite in-plane components of the emitted
photons (for details see Appendix A). Using a decompo-
sition p = q+p.e, with the two terms being the in-plane
and out-of-plane components of the photon momentum
respectively, we may isolate this contribution:

(N1N2)

Piotal = quq'5Q+q +quq (2)
a#q’
——
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For detection of the angled contribution, we consider
an experimental setup with two photon detectors D; and
D, placed above the sample as depicted on Figure [T}
They are in the same plane, which ensures q; = —q-.

Each detector measures the number of photons emit-
ted at a specific direction. To account for the back-
ground contribution, one may perform an additional ”out
of plane” measurement with a slight shift of detector posi-
tions to violate the g = —¢q- condition and then subtract
the results of the ”the same plane” measurement.

In order to subtract the background contribution in
this manner, the detectors should be small and far
enough to measure the far-field emission. This is essential
for distinguishing a pure condensate (with macroscopic
occupation of a single mode) from a quasicondensate (a
bunch of low-lying states having macroscopically high oc-
cupations).

With fixed detector positions, the central quantity of
our interest is the angled emission intensity from unit
area in unit detector solid angle:
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P = —_2nerc
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and the corresponding two-photon decay time, given by
n
= 4
7_2(91¢) P(Q,QZS)’ ( )

where n is the exciton density.

Figure 1: A sketch of the measurement scheme for
investigating the two-photon signal. Both detectors are
in the same vertical plane (at angle ¢ in the scheme).
The semiconductor sample is pictured in blue, red wavy
lines denote the emitted photons.

III. THE MICROSCOPIC MODEL

The two-dimensional excitonic system is described by
the following Hamiltonian:
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where Qga (Q; ,) are the annihilation (creation) operators
for excitons of momentum q, Ty = Ey+¢%/2mex with E,
and mey being the semiconductor exciton bandgap and
the exciton mass respectively.

The operator Uy in stands for exciton-exciton in-
teraction. To deal with singular behavior of the potential
we make use of a dressed interaction potential following
[24):

U=E+0U, E-= /eo(QT(r)Q(r))dr

0= [Wr—5) sl )@ ()1 (3)Q5) Q).

(6)

Here we explicitly extracted the short-range contribution
god(r — s) out of the bare dipole-dipole interaction term
Up(r) with go = f Uy (r)dr and replaced it by the short-
range contribution w1th many-body effects taken into ac-
count in the local density approximation. Than, the re-
maining part is added in first Born approximation (see
Appendix E[) We use eg(n) for the free energy density
component accounting for the many-body interactions,
which is extracted from the results of an ab initio numer-
ical simulation of the 2D system of dipoles at T = 0[16].



Thus, the dressed interaction is given by

d?ep(n)

U(r —s) = Uy(r — s) + [dn? - 90} 6(r—s). (7)

To model exciton recombination, we consider a bath of
3D photons:

Hsp = hwpchépa, (8)

pA

with ¢py and el ,, being the annihilation (creation) opera-
tors for a 3D photon with momentum p and polarization

A

The exciton-photon coupling term is given as

A=Y (L:,@qa;g + L;*@gam). (9)

PA

Here q is the in-plane component of p in the same fashion
as in Figure
The coupling constant is expressed as follows [25]:

e = 2 e
PV TAVE'

where V' is the quantization volume of the photonic bath,
¢ is the dielectric constant of the environment and T;‘ is
the radiative exciton lifetime with respect to emission of
a photon into the mode pA. Considering small g, we
omit the dependence of Tz),‘ on polarisation and fix p, ~
Eg+/e/ch. Thus, the transverse momentum dependence
is also further suppressed, Tﬁ ~ 7, [26].

(10)

IV. TWO-PHOTON EMISSION INTENSITY

Using the introduced microscopic Hamiltonian, one
may express the desired two-photon signal in terms
of the excitonic anomalous Green’s function Fgy(t) =

—i (TQq(t)Q_q(0)]) (see Appendix A for details):
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Here we took into account energy conservation which
only allows photon emission with momentum py = p+//c
(b = E, is the condensate chemical potential). Its in-
plane component magnitude is given by gg = posin(6).
Remarkably, the anomalous Green’s function is nonzero
only in the presence of a Bose condensate in the system.
Thus, observation of the signal given by unambigu-
ously infers the presence of excitonic BEC.

In the scope of the standard BT, the anomalous
Green’s function is given by the following expression (a

decay term is introduced, see Appendix :
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with its Fourier image having the form

¢
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iFg(t) = /e*iqr/hiF(r,t)dr = npd2(q)—
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The condensate density ng in the same framework is
given as follows:

1 1
nO:n—ﬁan—ﬁng(l+2nq). (14)
q7#0 q7#0

(13)

Here ng =n— L2 Zp;ﬁO np is the quasicondensate den-
sity, which insignificantly differs from the total density
for excitonic systems under consideration, thus we ne-
glect that difference further.

In the expressions above we used

gq T T4 eq — ITq4
T Tl R Sl 15
42 eqly 4 2\/eqTq (15)

as the standard Bogoliubov coefficients, where ¢4 =
VTq(Tq +2nqU(q)) is the excitation spectrum, ng =
1/(efa/T — 1) — excitation occupation number, U(q) is
the Fourier transform of (7))).

With the help of the hydrodynamic approach along
with the long-wavelength approximation, we derive a
modified expression for the anomalous Green’s function
and the condensate fraction (see Appendix |C|for an ex-
planation of how the decay term is introduced in the first
expression):

. 1 igr
iF(r,t) = ngexp { - Zuqvqe ar/h (16)
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where N is the number of particles in the system. We
also introduced here 74 — the lifetime of excitation with
momentum g (not to be confused with previously intro-
duced 7, which is the exciton radiative lifetime). We
used here the same technique as the one utilized in [I§]
for the normal Green’s function, see also [I7].



Note that the terms of both the sums in and
are infrared divergent as 1/¢%. For large enough ¢, the
divergent terms do not contribute to the Fourier trans-

4

a Lorentzian cutoff function as follows (here we take into
account that in BEC regime one has 7, = Tq|q:O), where

7. is the exciton system lifetime):

form in , which is, however, not the case for . To
deal with the divergence we regularize the sum utilizing

J
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with small dimensionless 8. The first term in 2D has logarithmic dependence on :

1 mT 1 « 1 1 Ch

— —_—— = — ———— =—aln | — 19
N2 @ Tpea 27r§0 n T B2mE -~ ( 3 ) 19)

q#0 (2mh)?
where ¢ = 2nfin/L is the quantised momentum with the sum being over all 2D vectors n with integer coordinates.
The dimensionless « is defined as a = T/Ty with Ty = 27h?n/mex being the degeneracy temperature of ideal 2D Bose
gas. The coefficient C; is a shape factor of the semiconductor sample. Namely, considering a square of size L x L
with periodic boundary conditions being imposed, numerical calculation leads to C; ~ 1.511.

Clearly, the second term above has a logarithmic contribution due to 1/¢? behaviour of the integrand at small
momenta, which may be cancelled by a proper choice of 5 and, consequently, a cutoff momentum ¢, = % The value
of q. is of the order of the smallest of momenta h/r, h/cst and T'/cs, after which one of the factors €'/ cos(eqt/h)
and ng (correspondingly) deviates from its low-momentum behaviour. For excitonic systems under consideration
(namely, in GaAs quantum wells and TMDC bilayers), the smallest momentum scale is set by ii/(cst) for system size

L in range =~ [cs74; ¢sTe]. Thus, we denote ¢. = Coh/(cst). That is why

L
iF(r,t) = ngexp (a In <C2'001) e ltl/27e 4
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The exact value of Cj is obtained by numerically inte-
grating the second term in and fitting logarithmic
asymptotic behavior for In(g.) — £oo, which results in
Co =~ 0.59 £ 0.02 (see Appendix B).

After choosing a proper cutoff momentum, the second
term has no logarithmic contribution. In addition, note
that a should be a small quantity not to approach the
BKT transition point, which corresponds to a,it ~ 0.2
(in [27) a = 0.25, however, in [2§] it is demonstrated that
finite-size effects on the BKT crossover as well as vortices,
reduce it). Thus, one may expand up to the first order
in o and consider the Fourier transform:
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The regularizing term in the integrand of does not,
contribute to the Fy(t) for finite g # 0 due to indepen-
dence of r. The zeroth order term of exponent expansion
is omitted for the same reason.

Compared to the BT result , this expression has a
size-dependent factor, which properly describes vanishing
long-range order in a uniform 2D system of infinite size.

V. DISCUSSION
A. Numerical calculations for excitons

With the anomalous Green’s function being evaluated,
we have the following expression for the two-photon ra-



diation intensity:
2
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This is the main result of the current study. We evaluate
numerically the condensate fraction ng/n and investigate
the dependence of the emission intensity on the size of
the system, detection angle, etc. For further investiga-
tions, one needs the form of the excitation decay time
T4 dependence on the momentum q. We use a model
expression as explained in Appendix

Two physical realisations are considered simultane-
ously: excitonic gas in a GaAs/AlGaAs/GaAs quan-
tum well and a one in a TMDC bilayer such as
MOSQ/hBN/MOSQ .

The GaAs electron-hole separation is considered to be
D = 12 nm wide with dielectric constant ¢ = 12.5, Mmex =
0.22 (in terms of the free electron mass)[29]. We use
exciton radiative decay time 7, = 20 ns and the system
decay time 7. = 50 ns.

For the MoS2/hBN/MoS, structure, we use D = 1 nm
as the distance between TMDC layers (single hBN layer
is considered as a spacer), ¢ = 7, m = 0.88 [30]. For this
system 7, = 2 ns and 7. = 5 ns.

As one would expect, for increasing detection angle 6
we observe a sharp decrease of emission intensity. That
is to say, the two-photon decay time 75(6, ¢) increases,
as depicted in Figure This graph does not demon-

(22)
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Figure 2: Angular dependence of two-photon decay
time 72(6, ¢) for exciton gas in GaAs quantum well for
n=2-10cm2, T=1K.

strate any qualitative deviation from the BT predictions,
as well as no significant difference for TMDC excitons
and quantum well excitons is revealed.

In contrast, we observe remarkable dependence on the
system size for the two-photon decay time 72(6, ¢) (see
Figure [3)).

To reveal the deviations from the BT predictions, one
may also consider the ratio (note that, for condensate
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Figure 3: The two-photon decay time m5(6, ¢) as a
function of particle surface density for (a) GaAs
quantum well excitons at T'= 1K; (b) MoS; bilayer
excitons at T = 10K; for observation angle § = 7/6

fraction, we use (|17]) even for Bogoliubov expression since
expression becomes negative for the densities of in-
terest):

P<9,¢) B 1 7 omest 2aexp(—t/27c) _t/.,-th
Pp(0,¢) T4 ) CoCiL ‘ '

(23)

For 74 < 7, which appears to be the case for GaAs



excitons observed at large enough angle 6, the ratio scales
as L% as demonstrated in Figure [3| (a). That is clearly

exlained by replacing exp(—t/27.) by unity in .
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Figure 4: Dependence of the ratio P/Pg on the sample
linear size L for (a) GaAs quantum well excitons of
n=2-101% em~2; (b) TMDC monolayer excitons of
n=1-10'2 cm~2; for # = 7/6. For both the plots

a =0.19.

For MoSs excitons, the ratio also scales approximately
with the same exponent, as shown in Figure 4] (b).

B. Application to polaritonic condensates

The formalism we use in this study for excitonic sys-
tems is well-applicable for exciton-polaritons also, albeit
with several modifications. Namely, instead of , one
should use

L= Z <L;a,¢; + L;ﬁa;@m) (24)

P,A

where ]5,1, » is the annihilation operator for a lower po-
lariton, éq ) = (1 — Xi)\)qu)\ stands for the annihilation
operator of a two-dimensional photon in the absence of
upper polaritons [19] and X s the Hopfield coefficient.

In addition, one should replace the exciton lifetime 7,
in the deﬁmtlon of L;‘, by the polariton lifetime with re-
spect to photon leakage out of the microcavity:

1-X?

A (25)
Tphot

with 7Tphot being the photon lifetime in the cavity.
Clearly, one should also use the proper interaction po-
tential when obtaining the condensate fraction.

However, we performed calculations for polaritons and
observed only minor deviations from the BT results. This
is due to small effective mass, which elevates the degen-
eracy temperature Ty, thus decreases o, which makes the
additional size scale factor negligibly different from zero.
The only exception to consider is the case of extreme
positive values of energy offset of the photonic spectrum
with respect to excitonic one.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this article we present an approach to calculating the
two-photon emission intensity, which properly accounts
for finite-size effects. It may be used to describe the re-
sults of HBT-type measurements for condensates of ex-
citons and exciton-polaritons in both quantum wells and
novel setups with 2D materials (e.g. TMDC layers).

By utilizing the hydrodynamic approach to the Bo-
goliubov theory, we considered the two-photon radiation
intensity for a 2D Bose-condensate. Our results demon-
strate that the standard Bogoliubov theory does not ade-
quately predict the dependence of the radiation intensity
on the size of the semiconductor sample. We claim that
the modified expression we derive is the one that does.
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Appendix A: Emission intensity

We start from evaluating Piota), introduced in Sec. II,
thus we consider the density matrix evolution:

p(t) = S(t,—00)poS (00, t)

with the S-matrix being given by a time-ordered expo-
nent:

(A1)

ta

Sy, (ta,t1)= Texp( h/( =OUT () +0(1)0(to—t) L ())dt)

(A2)

Here U and H,,, are expressed in the interaction rep-
resentation Wlth respect to the unperturbed Hamiltonian
HO =7— ,uN + H3D (T is the kinetic term). Namely,

i) = Z(Lqu <>+hc) (43)

DA

Here é;)\(t) = ei[“’f'_“/h]t/c\l,)\. As in the standard diagram
technique, we consider adiabatic switching of the inter-
action term with £y < 1, while coupling to the 3D bath
is present for the time of measurement only.

The unperturbed density matrix describes the exciton
and photon subsystems separately:

e~ (T—uf)/T

Ty {e—(f—uﬁ)/T}

o = (=0) = 170 =

x[0)(0l3p »
(A4)

with |0),, being the photonic vacuum.
By decomposition of the S-matrix as a product Sy, =
T SuSLt, with

2

Suta t1) = Texp _%/ﬁa)e—élﬂdt (A5)
ty
and
. to
§Lto =T exp ( — ;/f(t)dt), (A6)
0

one may derive the following expression for the two-
photon radiation intensity:

1 JUVESPS
T2ty Z <SUT CpC L/Cp’CpSgr> . (A7)
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Ptotal =

Here

gy, _Texp<_/sU (0,0)L(t)Su (1, O)dt) (A8)

is the interaction- renormahzed S-matrix, the average in
(A7) is taken over the dressed density matrix

pu = p(0) = Sy(0, —00)po Sy (—00,0). (A9)

After expansion up to second order in L, we express
the emission intensity

(N1N2)
L2t

|L)\L)\ |2
Pyotai= = L%Z / dty dt) dtydt)
D,p’
y e—z’(h%-u)(tl—tz)/ne—ahwp/—u)(tl—tz /hy,
(A10)

in terms of a Keldysh contour ordered product

— (TelQY QU (4)QY (5)QY (4 )]) . (A1)
The fact, that this is a time-ordered product on the
Keldysh contour, is clear from the form of pg in .
Symbols + stand for the forward/backward branches.

Applying Wick’s theorem results in four terms (sub-
script . stands for all connected diagrams):

= QYT (11)QY (12)) (Qu (1) QY (1)) +

(TIQY (t1) Q5 ()T [QU(tz)@f{f(t 0, +

QYT (t1)QY (15)) (o (1)QY (12)) +

(TIQY (t1)Qu (t)]) (TIQY (t2)QY (1)) . (A12)
here we used 7 as a antiordering operator. Operators

vAvith superscript U are defined in the same fashion as
SY_in (AS).

Of all the terms present here, only the fourth one has
the desired sharp angularity as described in Section[[] due
to a factor dq,_q. Indeed, the third term is proportional
to 6(q,q’), thus it vanishes for spatially separated detec-
tors as depicted in Figure The first and the second
terms have smooth angular dependence (due to the as-
sumption 7)) &~ 7;), thus, they contribute to background

2
emission that is subtracted.

Substituting the fourth term from (A12]) into (A10), we

take the Fourier image of the anomalous Green’s function
Fo(t) = —i(T1QY (£)QY,(0)]) and consider the integrals
over times t, ], to,t} :



’\L’\ 21 % g to to 2
i(hwp—p—hw)t/h i(hw, —u+hw)t’ [k
Prngled = tSZ /qu(w)/dt/dt/e( Rt B iy =)
—o0 0 0
ILALA 2| [ d , . hwp —p+hw)to \ |2
tOS Z p p %Fq(w)ez(hwp—,u)to/2h27r6(wp_'u/h_w)ez(hwpl—,u)to/2htosinc (( P 2/;:- ) o) ,
(A13)
where p = {q,p.}, p' = {q,p,}. Hereinafter, we assume that ¢, sets the largest timescale of the problem.
Integrating over frequency w, we obtain
|LAL |2 . ((hwp + hwy — 2 Fiwop + hwpr — 24
Punsed = 7 Z Ly — ) Psine (Mo 22 g (Rt Z30) gy
[
Given that Fg(w) decays rapidly at fiw > mc; (N 1meV  ond term in the exponent, which is as follows:
in both GaAs and MoSs), and u =~ E, > mc?, where
E, is the semiconductor bandgap (~ 1eV in both GaAs d’*q -mT 1 o Itl/2e
: / Iqe) = [ 52z ‘
and MoS,), in the sums over momenta p and p’ we can (2wh)%n q? 1+q
consider that wp = wy ~ p/h. "
i gqt . [Eqlt ¢l /2r
Thus, going from the sum over p and p’ to the +uquge' /" [(anJrl)cos(Z) zsm('%)}e i/ q} =
integrals, given 0q,_q/, using the substitution w2 =
/AN T P — w/h (erz > 0, the system is = aln (%) T2 4 Ar(q), (B1)

bounded from below by a mirror), considering ws 2 < w,
we get

P _/ d*q 1 /
angled = (2wh)? 2772

dwidws
12/ 5 | Fg(w1)]?6(wi4w2),

(A15)

where the expression for the matrix element was
substituted and py = pv/e/c. Integrating over wy with
dq = p3cosfdS), we obtain the expression for the two-
photon signal in angular variables:

AP ()1 /
AQ  \2rhr. ) cosf

—00

dw
P ()

(A16)

Appendix B: Anomalous Green’s function
calculation

As described in the main text, the expression for
the anomalous Green’s function has a contribution,
which is logarithmically dependent on the system size.
To properly extract it, we evaluate numerically the sec-

for different values of ¢g.. Then, we fit asymptotic
behavior of I(g.) at g¢. — =,00, where logarith-
mic contribution is dominant with a function f(g.) =
aln (g} /q.) exp(—|t|/274). From the fitting, we derive
the value of cutoff momentum ¢, which cancels the loga-
rithmic contribution. This procedure is implemented for
various values of t for fixed r and below we present the
results in Figure [5] namely the fitted value rq’/h as a
function of r/cst.

2.5 T
l
|
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*@\‘/"Q t—0 : R PR N
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|
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%)
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Figure 5: The dimensionless cutoff momentum r¢* /% as
a function of the ratio r/cst. The linear part of the
graph is utilized to derive the slope Cy = 0.59 4+ 0.02.

From the linear region of the graph, we derive the de-



sired value of the slope Cy = 0.59 + 0.02.

Appendix C: Introducing damping into the
anomalous Green’s function

Considering the number of excitons N to be finite and
their decay to be weak (7. > L/cs, [31]), one may ne-
glect the difference between the superfluid ng, the locally
superfluid n;, the quasi-condensate ng (see Sec. den-
sity and the total density n in a sufficiently pure spatially
homogeneous strongly correlated [16] exciton system at
a < 0.2. Thus, we apply the formalism developed in [I§]
for normal correlators to the calculation of the anomalous
Green’s function:

iF (r,t) = nexp(—(T[(¢(r,t) + (0,0))*/2])) =
= ng exp(—(T[(r, )$(0,0)])). (C1)

Here ng = nexp (— (¢2(0,0))) is the density of the

condensate and

R Eq
o(r,t) 1/4T
#£0

q

Ta()e e/ (C2)

is the Heisenberg phase operator with dq(t) being the
bosonic excitation annihilation operator with momentum

q.
Substituting (C2)) into (C1)) and taking into account

the absence of anomalous averages for the excitations,
i.e. {Gq(t)aq (t')) =0, we deduce

eiqr/h
iF(r,t) =mno exp[ —ZTuqvq
a#0
x (Tq(t)ag (0)+ég (t)dq(O)D} (C3)

where we used uqug = nU(q)/2¢4 (see (15)). We further
substitute an ultraviolet cutoff factor sq = 1 — T2 /2
., following [18]. This specific form ensures a proper
unification of the quantum-field hydrodynamics with Bo-
goliubov’s theory for anomalous correlators.

The sum of time correlators in in the inner brack-
ets of the excitation operators can be expressed through
their retarded Gf(w) and the advanced gé(w) Green’s
functions as

(Tlaq(t)ad (0)+ad (t)aq(0)]) = (C4)
_ [ ;l—:[i(]q(w)Jrqu(fw)]e*i‘”t, (C5)

where the causal excitation Green’s function is [32]
Ga(w) = (1+ N(w))Gg W) = N(w)Gg (W),  (C6)
with N(w) = 1/(e™/T —1).

In turn, the retarded (advanced) Green’s function is
given by the analytic continuation of the Matsubara

Green’s function GJ'(ws) to the upper (lower) half-plane

32]

GEN (iw,) = Ga" (ws),

Here wy = (27T /h)s is the Matsubara frequency and s is
an integer.

In a system with damping, the Matsubara Green’s
function has the standard form [33]

1
s 7= 0.
zws—€q/h+isign(ws)/(27q)’ ws 7

Sequentlally bubstltuting into ., (1?1‘253
, into , and the latter into , we ob-

taln the ﬁnal expression ) for the anomalous Green’s
function.

A similar calculation in the framework of the standard
Bogoliubov theory is based on the expressions (C6])-(C8))

and leads to .

ws > 0 (< 0). (C7)

9(24 (ws) =

Appendix D: Dressed interaction

Here, we specify the form of U(q . ) that is used in
our calculations. We proceed in the same fashion as in
our previous study [34]. Namely, as explained in the main
text, the dressed coupling constant g is extracted from
the results of an ab initio simulation [16]:

d?ep(n)
=U(0) = D1
g=U(0) = T (D1)
with

2

eo(n)= E—sal exp[(14-a9) In utazinu+asln®*utasinul.
D

(D2)

Here rp = mexd?/h%e and u = nr% is the dimen-

sionless density, d is the dipole moment of the exciton,
¢ stands for the dielectric constant of the surrounding
medium, and the analytical fit to the numerical simula-
tion results is for 0.004 < u < 8 with coefficients being
a1 = 9.218, as = 1.35999, a3 = 0.011225, a4y = —0.00036,
and as = —0.0000281.

We compose the dressed interaction of the dressed cou-
pling constant g and the bare remnant:

U(r) = gé(r) + [Uo(r) —6(r) /dQTUo(r)} . (D3)

For the latter we utilize the interaction potential for ”sep-
arated dipoles” , which is as follows:

where e is the elementary charge and D = d/e is the
electron-hole separation.



Appendix E: Introducing the excitation lifetime

Calculating the excitation decay times for excitons is
a complex problem due to multiple contributing decay
channels: scattering on lattice phonons, free carriers, dis-
order potential, etc.

Not to deal with all these details, which do not af-
fect the qualitative predictions of our study, we use the
following model expression for the excitation decay rate:

R R
— =—+Tq, T'q=vTqexp(—Tq/gn). (E1)
Tq Te

Such a choice is motivated by the following simplistic
considerations:

1. The damping #i/7. associated with the decay of the
system is added to the I'q additively.

2. The contribution of I'q at small momenta is
quadratic. Omission of the linear term is motivated
by the fact that the thermal channel [35] contribu-
tion to the damping I'q is linearly dependent on ¢
and scales as a high power of T. The latter is low
(T < gn,Tp), so this channel is weak.

Other damping channels contribute with terms
scaling as a power of momentum, which is higher
than unity, e.g. the white-noise disorder contribu-
tion, as demonstrated in [36].

3. For high momenta, I'q is a decreasing function.

In numerical calculations we use vy = 0.1, which is
to set the contribution of I'q to the order of a tenth of
the value of the excitation spectrum itself for moderate
momenta (one could choose any small value for which
condensate still exists, this choice does not affect the re-
sults qualitatively).

10



11

[1] T. Byrnes, Y. Yamamoto, and P. van Loock, Phys. Rev.
B 87, 201301 (2013), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevB.87.201301.

[2] J.Klaers, J.Schmitt, F.Vewinger, and M.Weitz, Nature
468, 545 (2010).

[3] T. V. Maximov, I. V. Bondarev, I. L. Kurbakov, and
Y. E. Lozovik (2023), 2304.02174, URL https://arxiv.
org/abs/2304.02174.

[4] R. H. BROWN and R. Q. TWISS, Nature 177, 27
(1956), ISSN 1476-4687, URL https://doi.org/10.
1038/177027a0.

[5] J. Kasprzak, M. Richard, A. Baas, B. Deveaud, R. André,
J.-P. Poizat, and L. S. Dang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100,
067402 (2008), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.100.067402.

[6] J.-S. Tempel, F. Veit, M. ABmann, L. E. Kreilkamp,
A. Rahimi-Iman, A. Loffler, S. Hofling, S. Reitzen-
stein, L. Worschech, A. Forchel, et al., Phys. Rev. B
85, 075318 (2012), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075318.

[7] A.V.Gorbunov, V. B. Timofeev, D. A. Demin, and A. A.
Dremin, JETP Letters 90, 146 (2009), ISSN 1090-6487,
URL https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364009140148.

[8] M. ABmann, F. Veit, J.-S. Tempel, T. Berstermann,
H. Stolz, M. van der Poel, J. M. Hvam, and M. Bayer,
Opt. Express 18, 20229 (2010), URL https://opg.
optica.org/oe/abstract.cfm?URI=0e-18-19-20229.

[9] N. Takemura, J. Omachi, and M. Kuwata-Gonokami,
Phys. Rev. A 85, 053811 (2012), URL https://link.
aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.053811.

[10] A. P. D. Love, D. N. Krizhanovskii, D. M. Whittaker,
R. Bouchekioua, D. Sanvitto, S. A. Rizeiqi, R. Bradley,
M. S. Skolnick, P. R. Eastham, R. André, et al., Phys.
Rev. Lett. 101, 067404 (2008), URL https://link.aps.
org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.067404.

[11] A. F. Adiyatullin, M. D. Anderson, P. V. Busi,
H. Abbaspour, R. André, M. T. Portella-Oberli, and
B. Deveaud, Applied Physics Letters 107, 221107 (2015),
ISSN 0003-6951, https://pubs.aip.org/aip/apl/article-

pdf/doi/10.1063/1.4936889,/14471340,/221107_1_online.pdf,

URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4936889.

[12] A. Delteil, C. T. Ngai, T. Fink, and A. Imamoglu, Opt.
Lett. 44, 3877 (2019), URL https://opg.optica.org/
ol/abstract.cfm?URI=01-44-15-3877.

[13] A. Perrin, R. Biicker, S. Manz, T. Betz, C. Koller,
T. Plisson, T. Schumm, and J. Schmiedmayer, Nature
Physics 8, 195 (2012), ISSN 1745-2481, URL https:
//www.nature.com/articles/nphys2212.

[14] P. C. Hohenberg, Phys. Rev. 158, 383 (1967), URL
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.158.
383.

[15] N. D. Mermin and H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett.
17, 1133 (1966), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133.

[16] Y. E. Lozovik, I. Kurbakov,
J. Boronat, and M. Willander,
munications 144, 399 (2007), ISSN 0038-1098,
spontaneous coherence in exciton systems, URL
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/
pii/S0038109807005790.

[17] J. W. Kane and L. P. Kadanoff, Physical Review 155,

G. Astrakharchik,
Solid State Com-

80 (1967), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRev.155.80.

[18] N. S. Voronova, I. L. Kurbakov, and Y. E. Lozovik, Phys
Rev Lett 121, 235702 (2018).

[19] A. M. Grudinina, I. L. Kurbakov, Y. E. Lo-
zovik, and N. S. Voronova, Phys. Rev. B 104,
125301 (2021), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevB.104.125301,

[20] S. Brem, A. Ekman, D. Christiansen, F. Katsch, M. Selig,
C. Robert, X. Marie, B. Urbaszek, A. Knorr, and
E. Malic, Nano Letters 20, 2849 (2020), pMID: 32084315,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c00633, URL
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c00633.

[21] M. N. Brunetti, O. L. Berman, and R. Y. Kezerashvili,
Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 30, 225001
(2018), URL https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/
aabeb3.

[22] G. Wang, X. Marie, L. Bouet, M. Vidal, A. Baloc-
chi, T. Amand, D. Lagarde, and B. Urbaszek,
Applied Physics Letters 105, 182105 (2014), ISSN
0003-6951, https://pubs.aip.org/aip/apl/article-
pdf/doi/10.1063/1.4900945/14306079,/182105_1_online.pdf,
URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4900945.

[23] J. Tang, Y. Zheng, K. Jiang, Q. You, Z. Yin, Z. Xie,
H. Li, C. Han, X. Zhang, and Y. Shi, Nano Research 17,
4555 (2024), ISSN 1998-0000, URL https://doi.org/
10.1007/s12274-023-6325-3.

[24] T. V. Maximov, I. L. Kurbakov, N. S. Voronova, and
Y. E. Lozovik, Phys. Rev. B 108, 195304 (2023),
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.
108.195304.

[25] C. Piermarocchi, F. Tassone, V. Savona, A. Quat-
tropani, and P. Schwendimann, Phys. Rev. B 53,
15834 (1996), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevB.53.15834.

[26] D. S. Citrin, Phys. Rev. B 47, 3832 (1993), URL https:
//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.3832.

[27] D. R. Nelson and J. M. Kosterlitz, Phys. Rev. Lett.
39, 1201 (1977), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.39.1201,

[28] Y. E. Lozovik, I. Kurbakov, and M. Willander,
Physics Letters A 366, 487 (2007), ISSN 0375-
9601, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S0375960107002812,

[29] A. A. High, J. R. Leonard, A. T. Hammack, M. M.
Fogler, L. V. Butov, A. V. Kavokin, K. L. Camp-
man, and A. C. Gossard, Nature 483, 584 (2012), ISSN
0028-0836, 1476-4687, URL https://www.nature.com/
articles/nature10903.

[30] M. M. Fogler, L. V. Butov, and K. S. Novoselov, Nature
Communications 5, 4555 (2014), ISSN 2041-1723, URL
https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms5555,

[31] M. Wouters and I. Carusotto, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007).

[32] A. Abrikosov, L. Gorkov, and I. Dzyaloshinski, Meth-
ods of Quantum Field Theory in Statistical Physics
(Prentice-Hall, inc., Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey, 1963).

[33] G. D. Mahan, Many-particle physics, Physics of solids
and liquids (Springer Science + Business Media, LLC,
New York, 2000), 3rd ed., ISBN 978-1-4757-5714-9 978-
1-4419-3339-3.

[34] Y. E. Lozovik, I. L. Kurbakov, and P. A. Volkov, Phys.


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.201301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.201301
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.02174
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.02174
https://doi.org/10.1038/177027a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/177027a0
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.067402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.067402
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075318
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364009140148
https://opg.optica.org/oe/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-18-19-20229
https://opg.optica.org/oe/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-18-19-20229
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.053811
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.053811
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.067404
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.067404
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4936889
https://opg.optica.org/ol/abstract.cfm?URI=ol-44-15-3877
https://opg.optica.org/ol/abstract.cfm?URI=ol-44-15-3877
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys2212
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys2212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.158.383
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.158.383
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0038109807005790
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0038109807005790
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.155.80
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.155.80
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.125301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.125301
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c00633
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aabe53
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aabe53
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4900945
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12274-023-6325-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12274-023-6325-3
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.195304
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.195304
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.53.15834
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.53.15834
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.3832
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.47.3832
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.39.1201
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.39.1201
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375960107002812
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375960107002812
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature10903
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature10903
https://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms5555

(35]

(36]

Rev. B 95, 245430 (2017), URL https://1link.aps.org/
doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.245430.

V. N. Popov, Functional integrals in quantum field theory
and statistical physics, no. v. 8 in Mathematical physics
and applied mathematics (D. Reidel Pub. Co. ; Sold and
distributed in the U.S.A. and Canada by Kluwer Aca-
demic Publishers, Dordrecht ; Boston : Hingham, MA,
1983), ISBN 9789027714718.

S. Giorgini, L. Pitaevskii, and S. Stringari, Phys-
ical Review B 49, 12938 (1994), ISSN 0163-1829,
1095-3795, URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/
PhysRevB.49.12938.

12


https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.245430
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.245430
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.12938
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.12938

	Introduction
	Experimental setup
	The microscopic model
	Two-photon emission intensity
	Discussion
	Numerical calculations for excitons
	Application to polaritonic condensates

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Emission intensity
	Anomalous Green's function calculation
	Introducing damping into the anomalous Green's function
	Dressed interaction
	Introducing the excitation lifetime
	References

