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This study investigates the performance of a binarized neuromorphic network leveraging polariton
dyads, optically excited pairs of interfering polariton condensates within a microcavity to function
as binary logic gate neurons. Employing numerical simulations, we explore various neuron config-
urations, both linear (NAND, NOR) and nonlinear (XNOR), to assess their effectiveness in image
classification tasks. We demonstrate that structural nonlinearity, derived from the network’s layout,
plays a crucial role in facilitating complex computational tasks, effectively reducing the reliance on
the inherent nonlinearity of individual neurons. Our findings suggest that the network’s configura-
tion and the interaction among its elements can emulate the benefits of nonlinearity, thus potentially
simplifying the design and manufacturing of neuromorphic systems and enhancing their scalability.
This shift in focus from individual neuron properties to network architecture could lead to significant
advancements in the efficiency and applicability of neuromorphic computing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Artificial neural networks (ANNs) have revolutionized
data processing by emulating the intricate network of
neurons in the human brain, enabling significant ad-
vances in fields ranging from robotics to healthcare [1, 2].
These systems process information through intercon-
nected nodes or neurons that can learn to perform com-
plex tasks, leading to improvements in decision-making
and pattern recognition technologies. As the demand
for these technologies grows, so does the interest in de-
veloping various hardware implementations to support
them [3]. These hardware platforms include electronic-
based systems, which leverage silicon-based technologies,
and photonic systems, which exploit the interaction of
light and matter to enhance speed and reduce energy con-
sumption [4–8]. Another promising option is the use of
exciton-polaritons, quasiparticles that combine the prop-
erties of light and matter. These are being investigated
for their potential in neuromorphic computing, particu-
larly because of their rapid operation times and poten-
tially low power consumption [9, 10]. Each of these plat-
forms aims to offer unique advantages, whether in scal-
ability, speed, or energy efficiency, to meet the growing
computational demands of modern ANNs.

In light of the 2024 Nobel Prize in Physics awarded
to John Hopfield and Geoffrey Hinton for foundational
advances that have shaped the modern era of neu-
ral networks and machine learning, our exploration
into polariton-based neuromorphic architectures gains
added relevance. Hopfield’s seminal contributions to
the physics of exciton-polaritons [11, 12] and neural
network theory [13, 14] have inspired new approaches
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that blend these fields. This fusion of knowledge is at
the heart of our study, underscoring the potential of
exciton-polaritons in neuromorphic computing to push
the boundaries of processing speeds and the inherent ca-
pability for parallel data handling.

Binarized neural networks (BNNs) represent a specific
approach to enhancing the computational efficiency of
artificial neural networks [15–17]. By simplifying the
weights and activations within the network to just two
levels, typically 0 and 1, BNNs drastically reduce the
computational complexity and memory usage required
for neural processing. Although this simplification of-
ten results in lower accuracy compared to networks with
full-precision weights, BNNs excel in scenarios where
speed, power efficiency, and low resource consumption
are more critical than achieving the highest possible ac-
curacy, making them well-suited for applications in inter-
net of things, edge computing, and other environments
where autonomy and limited resources are key consider-
ations [17–19].

Binarized neural networks have been effectively real-
ized using exciton-polaritons. In the notable implemen-
tation described in Ref. [9], artificial neurons function
as XOR gates. The used technique utilizes nonresonant
laser pulses, acting as the input signals, to selectively
excite spatially localized exciton-polariton condensates,
that interact with each other. The resulting output sig-
nals vary in energy, reflecting the different combinations
of the inputs. This approach has proven successful in pat-
tern recognition tasks, achieving approximately 96% ac-
curacy on the MNIST (Mixed National Institute of Stan-
dards and Technology) dataset, a standard benchmark in
machine learning for handwritten digit recognition, un-
der noisy conditions using a single-hidden-layer network.
The impressive potential of this solution is further un-
derscored by subsequent assessments of its remarkable
energy efficiency, as reported in [10].
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Nonlinearity is a cornerstone in the operational effi-
ciency of neural networks, essential for executing tasks
beyond the scope of linear computational models. This
includes distinguishing overlapping data sets or solving
inherently complex problems. The nonlinear activation
function within each neuron exemplifies this intrinsic
nonlinearity, defining how inputs are transformed into
outputs in a way that linear operations cannot [20]. Ex-
citon polaritons, known for their pronounced nonlinear
properties due to polariton-polariton interactions, are es-
pecially valuable in this context. The distinctive nonlin-
earity of polaritons is the key element that drives the
functionality of both continuous-weight networks [5] and
binarized neuromorphic systems [9].

Recent research [21–24] challenge the emphasis tradi-
tionally placed on the inherent nonlinearity in individual
neurons within neural networks, see also [25, 26]. Stud-
ies have demonstrated that nonlinear computations can
be realized using purely linear optical systems by adjust-
ing the parameters of these systems. This development
underscores that achieving nonlinearity does not neces-
sarily rely on the physical nonlinearity of the system’s
components. By encoding inputs as parameters rather
than direct signals, a linear system can emulate nonlin-
ear behavior. This approach shifts the focus from the
inherent properties of the materials to the configuration
of the system itself, which facilitates structural nonlinear-
ity arising from the arrangement and interactions among
its components.

In our recent paper [27], we have theoretically proposed
a binarized neuromorphic network architecture based on
a lattice of pairwise coupled exciton polariton conden-
sates. In this geometry, each pair of condensates, re-
ferred to as a polariton dyad [28], serves as artificial bi-
nary neurons functioning similarly to OR gates. Unlike
XOR gate neurons utilized in work [9], the OR oper-
ation is linear. Nevertheless, in [27], we demonstrated
that our proposed architecture effectively addresses the
inherently nonlinear challenge of image classification, ex-
emplified by the recognition tasks in the MNIST dataset.
Our current study elucidates the role of structural non-
linearity in solving recognition tasks. We explore the po-
tential for modifying the operation of polariton neurons
proposed in [27] to function as both linear (NAND and
NOR) and nonlinear (XNOR) gates. Through numerical
experiments, we compare the image classification accura-
cies, allowing us to question whether the significance of
inherent nonlinearity, typical of individual computational
elements such as neurons, might be overstated.

II. POLARITON DYADS AS ARTIFICIAL
NEURONS

A. Introduction to polariton dyads

In the present work, we theoretically explore a polari-
ton neuromorphic network, an idea initially proposed in

our recent study [27]. The concept centers around a reg-
ular spatial lattice of pairwise coupled exciton-polariton
condensates — polariton dyads — forming the structural
backbone of our system. Each dyad is formed by two po-
lariton condensates within a planar semiconductor micro-
cavity, excited through spatially localized, non-resonant
laser beams separated by a distance d, see schematic of
excitation of a polariton dyad in Fig. 1(a). The excita-
tion of these condensates is carried out in a non-resonant
regime, implying that the energy of the laser pump is sig-
nificantly higher than the energy of polariton eigenmodes
of the microcavity. This pump facilitates the creation of
an incoherent exciton reservoir at higher energy, from
which polaritons are subsequently stimulated to scatter
into lower energy condensate states within the microcav-
ity, see detailed explanation of non-resonant pumping in
polariton systems, e. g., in [29, 30].

Coherence between the condensates is established
through the exchange of ballistic polaritons, which are
characterized by large wave vectors. These polaritons
propagate with finite velocities across the plane of the mi-
crocavity, effectively mediating interactions between con-
densates. The spatial localization of the excitation source
and the repulsive interaction with the exciton reservoir
under the pump spots create a potential landscape that
facilitates the downhill flow of polaritons, enhancing their
mobility and interaction potential. As a result of this dy-
namic, an interference pattern emerges between the co-
herently linked condensates. Given the proximity of the
condensates within each dyad, the interference fringes are
pronounced and readily detectable, see Fig. 1(b). The co-
herence length in a system of coupled condensates signif-
icantly exceeds the dimensions of individual condensates,
as discussed in [28, 31].

The interference pattern within each polariton dyad is
critically influenced by the phase relationships between
the condensates, which dictate whether the interference
is constructive or destructive. Both conservative and
non-conservative processes contribute to the formation
of interference patterns. To describe these processes, an
effective complex potential can be introduced. In prac-
tice, the control of interference patterns is achieved by
optically manipulating the effective potential landscape
through non-resonant excitation of spatially localized in-
coherent exciton reservoirs within the dyad area. This
manipulation allowing one to toggle between even and
odd interference patterns (with maximum and minimum
density at the midpoint between the condensates).

In our earlier work [27], we followed a methodology
that targeted the non-conservative component of the ef-
fective potential, as proposed in [28]. We suggested us-
ing pump beams with circular polarization orthogonal to
that of the beams exciting the condensates, aiming to
excite optically active (bright) exciton reservoirs. Inter-
action of quasiparticles with orthogonal circular polar-
izations is negligible [32, 33], which results in a reduced
contribution to the conservative component of the po-
tential. However, spin relaxation mechanisms still allow
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d

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the excitation and control of a polariton dyad within an optical microcavity, using localized non-
resonant laser pumping. Orange cones represent the laser pump for excitation of the condensates, while blue cones indicate
the control signals. (b,c) Schematic density distribution of polaritons within the dyad in the absence (b) and presence (c) of
the control signals. The positions of the excitation and control laser beams are indicated by gray solid and blue dashed circles,
respectively. (d) Example of the effective potential geometry, along with pump and control signal beams for exciting a lattice
of polariton dyads.

the orthogonally polarized reservoir to partially feed the
condensate state [28, 34, 35], thus impacting the non-
conservative component of the potential and affecting the
interference patterns.

Building on this foundation, we have opted in this
study for a different approach by exciting optically in-
active (dark) exciton reservoirs. The optical excitation
of dark excitons is discussed in Refs. [36, 37]. Dark ex-
citons, though not contributing directly to the polariton
population due to their inability to couple to photons
within the microcavity, provide a substantial influence
through their repulsive interactions with the polaritons.
This interaction considerably alters the potential land-
scape, offering a precise mechanism to control the spatial
coherence and thus the operational state of the dyads.

B. Interference control and dyad isolation

To control the interference patterns within each po-
lariton dyad, we suggest to locally excite dark exciton
reservoirs using a pump beam positioned equidistantly
from the condensates. This placement is strategic for
our square lattice configuration, where each pump beam
can affect two adjacent dyads simultaneously. Addition-
ally, each dyad can be influenced by two such beams, as
illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Adjusting the pump intensity dis-
tribution allows one to alter the parity of the interference
pattern within the dyads, cf. Figs. 1(b) and 1(c).

In our model, the dyads serve as artificial neurons, with
ON and OFF states corresponding to maximum and min-
imum intensity at the center between the condensates, re-
spectively. The pump beams exciting the reservoirs act
as inputs. However, they affect the neuron states rather
than directly act as processing signals. This approach
uses input signals as control instruments that adjust the

interaction dynamics within the dyads, akin to the princi-
ples of structural nonlinearity observed in linear photonic
networks [21–26] and outlined by us in [27].
To ensure the operational integrity of the polari-

ton neuromorphic network, isolating each dyad from its
neighbors is crucial. Without isolation, unintended in-
teractions could lead to phase locking, compromising the
designed binary neuron functionality. This interaction
generally results from direct coupling between the con-
densates rather than through the controlled input signals.
Several strategies can be utilized to ensure isolation be-

tween dyads in a polariton neuromorphic network. Creat-
ing effective potential barriers between dyads is crucial to
prevent undesirable interactions. These barriers can be
established either by modifying the microcavity structure
itself or by creating optical traps [38–40] using focused
laser beams. In analogy to the non-resonant excitation
of signals, optical induction of dark exciton reservoirs
can be employed to form potential barriers. Further, the
microcavity structure can be modified to physically sepa-
rate the condensates. Barriers can be established through
techniques such as etching, which structures microcavi-
ties to create isolated areas [41, 42]. Additional meth-
ods include varying the dissipation profiles and polariton
lifetimes through techniques such as electrical carrier in-
jection or stress application to the substrate, which dy-
namically adjust interaction dynamics within the dyad
network [43, 44]. All these approaches ensure effective
isolation, with the choice of method largely dictated by
the specifics of the experimental setup and technological
capabilities.
Figure 1(d) provides an example of a potential barrier

configuration for a lattice of dyads, illustrating the po-
sitioning of pump spots for dyad excitation (main color
scheme), signal inputs (blue), and the layout of poten-
tial barriers (white) to ensure necessary isolation. In
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic representation of an assembly of four binary polariton neurons displaying various input signal combi-
nations, from top to bottom: ‘1 and 1’, ‘0 and 1’, ‘0 and 0’ and ‘1 and 0’. The primary color scheme illustrates the profiles
of non-resonant optical pumping of condensates within the dyads. The potential trap profile, isolating individual polaritonic
dyads, is depicted in white. Control laser beams, acting as input signals, are shown in blue. Panels (b), (c), and (d) show spatial
distribution of polaritons in the presence of control signals within neurons configured to function based on NOR, NAND, and
XNOR gates, respectively. White dashed boxes serve as guides for the eye to outline the area of individual polariton neurons.
The output value for each neuron, reflects whether there is a signal present in the neuron’s center (1) or not (0). A white bar
at the bottom of the panels corresponds to a scale of 10µm.

this configuration, the polariton dyads are arranged ran-
domly, forming the hidden layer of the polariton neu-
ral network. This random arrangement fosters a variety
of inter-neuron relationships, mediated by input signals.
Namely, a single neuron may be influenced by one or
two signals, or none at all, while each signal may impact
one or two neurons, or none whatsoever. This combina-
tion of flexibility and randomness lays the foundation for
structural nonlinearity within the network. As will be
demonstrated, among the multitude of possible random
configurations, a specific arrangement that optimizes the
functionality of the polariton network can be selected.
Nonetheless, all random configurations maintain struc-
tural nonlinearity, effectively surpassing the performance
of purely linear network architectures.

C. Logic gates as binary artificial neurons

As discussed previously, polariton dyads can exhibit
distinct states, OFF and ON, based on the parity of
their interference patterns. This capability allows the
dyad to function as an OR gate, as explored through nu-
merical simulations in our study [27]. Such behavior can
be viewed in terms of binary logic states: the dyad re-
mains in the OFF state, showing a minimum intensity at
the center of the dyad, in the absence of control signals.
Conversely, the presence of at least one control signal
triggers a transition to the ON state, characterized by a
maximum intensity. Beyond the basic OR-gate function-

ality, the intricate interactions within coherent polariton
condensates suggest the potential for a broader spectrum
of logical operations.

Let us consider the geometry of the model problem as
schematically illustrated in Fig. 2(a). Here, four isolated
polariton dyads are arrayed in sequence, each separated
by a consistently shaped potential barrier (depicted in
white). This barrier’s consistent shape across each dyad
facilitates the creation of various random configurations
within the condensate lattice. Three input signals (de-
picted in blue) are strategically placed to enable com-
prehensive coverage of all possible signal combinations
affecting the binary gates. Specifically, the top dyad re-
ceives two signals, simulating a dual ‘1’ input condition.
The second top and the bottommost dyads each respond
to a single signal, corresponding to ‘0 and 1’ and ‘1 and 0’
inputs, respectively. The third dyad is not influenced by
any signal, representing a ‘0 and 0’ scenario. This con-
figuration effectively demonstrates how a polariton dyad
can function under different input conditions, underscor-
ing their potential as binary logic elements.

In this study, we consider negative (or inverted) logic
gates that inherently remain in an ON state, signifying a
‘1’ with maximum intensity at the center, when no input
signals are present. This configuration is primarily due to
the previously discussed specific influence of control sig-
nals on the parity of interference patterns within dyads.
Namely, here we specifically address the effects of a re-
pulsive optically induced real barrier on polaritons, which
makes a negligible contribution to non-conservative pro-
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cesses, in contrast to the approach discussed in our pre-
vious work [27].

To model the operation of an ensemble of polariton
dyads, we solve the generalized Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion for the polariton wave function Ψ(t, r), see details of
the model in the Appendix. We track the spatial distri-
bution of polariton density within each dyad under their
specific excitation conditions. Figure 2(b) illustrates the
operation of a polariton dyad configured to function as a
NOR gate. The parameters that can be adjusted include
the distance d between the condensates in a dyads (lattice
period), the geometry of the cross-section, and the inten-
sity of the pump beams for both the condensates and the
input pulses. The simulation results reveal that in the
absence of input signals, the dyad (third from the top)
remains in the ON state, characterized by a pronounced
intensity maximum at its center. Conversely, the pres-
ence of at least one signal switches the dyad to the OFF
state, showing a minimum intensity in the region of in-
terest. A different configuration of control parameters
enables the implementation of a NAND gate using a po-
lariton dyad, as depicted in Fig. 2(c). In this configura-
tion, the dyad switches its state only when both input
signals are present, which is evident when comparing the
top dyad to the others in the panel.

One can also see that spatial patterns of the interact-
ing condensates in the trap differ from those without the
trap, cf. individual dyads in Fig. 2(b,c) with Fig. 1(b,c).
The potential modifies the spatial distribution of polari-
tons within the condensates, introducing effects of spatial
quantization. This particular phenomenon can be ex-
ploited to construct a XNOR gate based on a polariton
dyad, as shown in Fig. 2(d). In the chosen configuration,
while the corresponding dyad (second from the bottom)
is in an even state with a central maximum in the absence
of input signals, its state notably differs from those in
Fig. 2(b) and 2(c). Specifically, it corresponds to a higher
quantization level of the confining potential along the
dyad’s major axis, characterized by an increased number
of nodes. The presence of a single input signal shifts the
dyad to an odd state (OFF). However, when both input
signals are present, the dyad returns to an even state,
albeit with fewer nodes than in the initial state. While
this difference is significant for the evolution of the po-
lariton system, it remains inconsequential for the gate’s
functional integrity.

Thus, polariton dyads can be effectively tuned to func-
tion as specific binary logic gates. By ensuring equal
shape of potential traps across the dyads, one can fa-
cilitate their combination in any arbitrary configuration
within the lattice. This allows for the flexible design of
a network of dyad-based gates, enabling the architecture
to be tailored to specific processing requirements.

III. NEURAL NETWORK WITH LINEAR
BINARY NEURONS FOR SOLVING THE XOR

PROBLEM

The presence of nonlinearity in a neuromorphic com-
putational system can be assessed by its ability to solve
problems that are inherently nonlinear, e.g., classifying
overlapping data sets, extracting features from complex
patterns, or performing tasks that require the separa-
tion of intertwined data points. If a system is limited
only to linear tasks, it is generally categorized as a linear
classifier, which may not be sufficient for more complex
decision-making needs. A typical benchmark for evaluat-
ing a system’s nonlinear capabilities is the XOR problem.
This involves two binary inputs that produce a single bi-
nary output, true (1) only when the inputs differ. The
outcomes for all possible input pairs are: (0, 0) and (1, 1)
yield 0, while (0, 1) and (1, 0) yields 1. The XOR prob-
lem challenges the capacity of linear classifiers due to its
requirement for a non-linear decision boundary. Linear
classifiers can only separate data points using a straight
line, which is insufficient for XOR where no single line
can correctly classify all input pairs, see schematic in
Fig. 3(a). This illustrates the necessity for non-linear
processing to handle more complex logical operations ef-
fectively.

In the study [9], the XOR problem is tackled by em-
ploying the nonlinear properties of polariton condensates,
configuring each neuron within the network to function
as a XOR gate. This approach underscores the unique
capabilities of polaritonic systems, where each neuron
does not merely pass signals but actively participates in
nonlinear computations. In the present study, we are
focusing on a different type of nonlinearity that stems
from the structure of the neural network, rather than
from individual neurons. Figures 3(b) and 3(c) show two
model neural networks that utilize linear binary neurons
to solve the XOR problem. Each model incorporates an
input layer, a hidden layer with three linear binary neu-
rons, and an output layer. The network in Fig. 3(b)
processes two binary inputs, X1 and X2. X1 is directed
towards both inputs of the first neuron and one input of
the second neuron, while X2 feeds the remaining input of
the second neuron and both inputs of the third neuron.
The arrangement in Fig. 3(c) introduces an additional
dummy signal that replaces X1 at one of the inputs of
the first neuron and X2 at one of the inputs of the third
neuron. The layout of the hidden layer adapted for our
polaritonic system is shown in Figs. 3(d,e). The output
signals from the hidden layer neurons, Y1,2,3, undergo lin-
ear classification. This architecture is designed to ensure
that if properly configured, the network should clearly
separate the input signals into their respective classes, 0
or 1, confirming the model’s effective nonlinearity and its
capacity to resolve the XOR problem.

The diagram in Fig. 3(a) illustrates the XOR prob-
lem within the two-dimensional input space of (X1, X2).
As data passes through the hidden layer, it is projected
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FIG. 3. (a) The XOR problem in the input space: the two classes of outputs, 0 (blue) and 1 (red), cannot be separated by a
single straight line. (b,c) Schematics of two simple neural networks with a hidden layer composed of three neurons, considered
for solving the XOR problem. (d,e) Schematics of the hidden layer with configurations of input signals as per (b) and (c),
respectively. The input signals X1 and X2 are denoted in maroon and green, respectively. (f,g) The XOR problem in the
feature space of the hidden layers composed of three neurons functioning as NOR and NAND gates, respectively. The solution
in (f) is effective for both configurations as in (b) and (c), while (g) works solely for the configuration in (b). The green plane
separates the classes 0 and 1. Dashed lines serve as guides for the eye.

into a feature space, the dimensionality of which corre-
sponds to the number of involved neurons, three in the
considered case. This transformation aims to simplify the
differentiation of complex patterns by clarifying the re-
lationships among data points. The network’s ability to
resolve the XOR problem hinges on whether the classes,
labeled as 0 and 1, can be linearly separated in this fea-
ture space.

Figures 3(f) and 3(g) display the complete set of pos-
sible input combinations projected into the feature space
(Y1, Y2, Y3) at the output of the hidden layer, which com-
prises neurons functioning as OR gates in (f) and AND
gates in (g). For Fig. 3(f), the projections are valid for
both network architectures shown in Figs. 3(b) and (c).
The scenario in Fig. 3(g) applies only to the network con-
figuration in Fig. 3(b). As illustrated, in both cases, the
different classes of input data, labeled as 0 and 1 (denoted
by blue and red dots respectively) can be successfully sep-
arated by a plane within this feature space and thus are
linearly separable. This outcome confirms that the XOR
problem is successfully resolved using a network based
on linear binary neurons, highlighting the fundamental
capability of such networks to solve inherently nonlinear
problems.

The next sections will explore the roles of structural
and inherent neuron nonlinearity in solving such prob-
lems. For complex tasks that require handling higher-
dimensional feature spaces, straightforward visual inter-
pretations become less feasible. In our study, we will ad-
dress this challenge by employing a benchmark problem,
the classification of handwritten digits from the MNIST
dataset, within a square lattice of binary neurons. Our
approach will include comprehensive numerical simula-
tions aimed at evaluating and comparing the classifi-
cation accuracy under different neuronal configurations.
Specifically, we aim to analyze how the network performs

when neurons function as linear NOR or NAND gates,
compared to their operation as nonlinear XOR gates.

IV. NETWORK FUNCTIONALITY AND
ACCURACY ASSESSMENT

Building on our understanding of the operation of in-
dividual polariton neurons and their activation principles
within the hidden layer, we now explore the architecture
of the neuromorphic network based on a polariton lattice.
To illustrate this architecture, we explore the task of clas-
sification of handwritten digits from the MNIST dataset,
as depicted in Fig. 4. The original image from the dataset
is a grayscale bitmap with dimensions of 28 × 28 pixels,
totaling 784 pixels. This image is converted into a binary
matrix of the same dimensions through a binarization
process, where pixel values are rounded up, see Fig. 4(a).
In preparing the input signal pattern for the neuro-

morphic network, we implement two key operations con-
currently: randomization and expansion, see Fig. 4(b).
During the randomization, elements from the binarized
matrix are not allocated in a sequential manner; instead,
they are placed into the new pattern matrix using a ran-
domized approach. This is achieved by applying a con-
sistent randomization mask across all images. Such a
randomized distribution of input signals ensures that all
neurons across the network are engaged more uniformly.
Simultaneously, the expansion process increases the size
of the input matrix from n0 × n0 to nin × nin, enhancing
the network’s capability to process complex data.
The input matrix acts as the blueprint for generat-

ing the control signals in the hidden layer, see Fig. 4(c).
These signals represent optical pump pulses or beams,
appropriately arranged using a spatial optical modulator
or a precisely organized array of laser emitters. These
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FIG. 4. (a–d) Schematic depiction of a binary neural network configured with a lattice of pairwise coupled polariton
condensates. A binarized 28×28 pixel image from the MNIST dataset (a) is mapped onto a transformation lattice of dimensions
nin × nin (b). This lattice serves as the template for the input optical signal. Neurons within the hidden layer are activated
by this input (c), generating the output signal. This output is subsequently processed through a linear classifier LC (d). As
an example, neurons in the diagram are shown functioning as XNOR gates. (e) Schematic representation of the operation of
artificial neuronal assemblies composed of NAND, NOR and XNOR gates is illustrated in Fig. 2(b–d).

control signals modulate the potential landscape near
each dyad, toggling them between ON and OFF states.
Figure 4(c) exemplifies a network composed of neurons
that operate as binary XNOR gates. Schematic repre-
sentations of NAND, NOR, and XNOR gates, respond-
ing to various combinations of control input signals, are
depicted in Fig. 4(e).

The state of the dyad is reflected by the absence or
presence of photoluminescence at its center. This optical
response effectively encodes the binary output signal of
the network. The output signal is then processed through
a conventional linear classifier, as shown in Fig. 4(d).

We simulate the operation of the discussed polari-
ton neuromorphic network numerically to evaluate its
functionality. The standard assessment involves solv-
ing the task of handwritten digit recognition using the
MNIST dataset as a benchmark. This dataset, consist-
ing of 60,000 training samples and 10,000 testing sam-
ples, serves as a widely recognized standard for image
classification challenges, allowing us to rigorously com-
pare our results with existing studies in polariton-based
neuromorphic networks, as well as networks with various
neuron configurations within our research.

Figure 5 illustrates the dependency of the accuracy of
image classification on the size of the input signal lattice
nin for neural networks composed of neurons functioning
as NOR (green), NAND (red), and XNOR (blue) gates.
The upper horizontal scale in the figure represents an es-
timate of the number of neurons involved, correlated with

the lattice size as Nd ≤
(
n2
in + 2nin + 1

)
/2. Notably, the

green curve aligns with the dependence for the network
with OR gates considered in [27]. It is worth mention-
ing that similar correlations apply to other inverse gates,
matching dependencies observed with direct gates. This
match occurs because, for the linear classifier, the inver-
sion of signals 0 and 1 does not affect the outcome.

All dependencies exhibit a monotonically increasing
tendency with the number of involved neurons and
demonstrate a saturating character. Notably, the curve
for the neural network based on XNOR gate neurons
rises most rapidly to its maximum value. Remarkably,
this maximum accuracy of 96% aligns with that achieved
by the binarized network based on XOR gates discussed
in [9]. The most noteworthy comparison from Fig. 5 re-
veals that while the NAND-based network lags at lower
artificial neuron number, it ultimately achieves the same
96% accuracy as the XNOR network at a compara-
ble number of neurons. This highlights the distinctive
impact of neuron nonlinearity at lower counts, where
the embedded nonlinearity of individual neurons plays
a dominant role. As the number of neurons increases,
structural nonlinearity within the network becomes more
pronounced, eventually overshadowing the contribution
of individual neuron nonlinearity and becoming the dom-
inant factor in network performance.

In Ref. [27], a technique of input signal densing was
introduced, aimed at enhancing the overall recognition
accuracy of neural networks without altering the hid-
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the accuracy of MNIST handwritten digit recognition on the size of the input lattice nin (lower scale) or
the number of neurons Nd (upper scale), for neurons in the hidden layer functioning as XNOR (blue), NAND (red), and NOR
(green) gates. Each data point is the average outcome of ten numerical experiments, each employing distinct randomization
masks. The shaded area indicates the range of accuracy variation observed across these numerical experiments. Vertical
magenta lines mark specific conditions: dash-dotted line where the size of the polariton lattice corresponds to that of the initial
images, and dashed line where the number of neurons matches the number of pixels in the initial image. Horizontal dashed
lines represent the accuracy levels of various established classification approaches: linear software classification for the grayscale
(92.5%) and the binarized (91.9%) MNIST dataset, a binarized polariton network utilizing XOR gates [9], and a nonlinear
polariton network trained with software-based backpropagation [6].

den layer’s architecture. Our forthcoming analysis will
assess how this technique affects the efficiency of net-
works employing linear (NAND and NOR) versus non-
linear (XNOR) gate neurons.

The conventional approach presumes that each ele-
ment in the input matrix directly corresponds to a sin-
gle element in the binarized matrix. The procedure of
input signal densing modifies this approach by allowing
multiple elements from the binarized matrix influence a
single element of the input matrix. This enhancement is
achieved by aggregating the values of several elements to
determine the value of one input element. If any of the
selected elements is a ‘0’, the resulting element in the in-
put matrix is set to ‘0’. This procedure emulates a logical
NOR operation, which is particularly suitable for the in-
verse gate neurons discussed in this paper, similar to how
the OR operation fits the direct gate neurons [27]. This
approach effectively increases the number of active input
elements, thereby enhancing the network’s ability to cap-
ture and process more complex patterns and interactions
within the data. To quantify the extent of this aggrega-
tion, we introduce the parameter densing degree s, which
defines the average number of binarized elements influ-
encing each input matrix element. For example, if s = 2,
it means that on average, each element in the input ma-
trix is determined by two elements from the binarized
matrix.

In Fig. 6, we show the dependencies of recognition ac-
curacy on the densing degree s for neural networks utiliz-
ing neurons that function as various types of gates, both
linear (NAND and NOR) and nonlinear (XNOR), across
different sizes of the input matrix nin. All dependen-
cies observed across various lattice sizes nin character-
istically feature pronounced peaks, indicating maximum
accuracy for a given hidden layer architecture. As the
lattice size increases, the position of these peaks shifts
towards higher values of s. The presence of these peaks
and their dependence on nin are attributed to the balance
between active and inactive neurons, which serve as the
signal sources for subsequent processing by a linear clas-
sifier. Optimal classification efficiency is expected when
the numbers of active and inactive neurons are compa-
rable. Conversely, efficiency typically diminishes when
one significantly outweighs the other, with comparable
performance observed when the proportion of active to
inactive neurons is reversed.

Across all figures, the rate of change in the accuracy on
densing degree s varies for networks composed of differ-
ent binary-gate-type neurons. Networks with AND gate
neurons consistently exhibit the slowest increase in accu-
racy. Among those with OR and XOR gates, the lead in
rate of increase shifts depending on the number of neu-
rons involved. However, a consistent finding is that the
maximum achievable accuracy, when equal numbers of
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FIG. 6. Dependence of the classification accuracy on the densing degree s of the input signal for neurons in the hidden layer
functioning as XNOR (blue), NAND (red), and NOR (green) gates for square polariton lattices of different size: nin = 20 (a),
nin = 28 (b), nin = 39 (c) and nin = 160 (d). Meaning of the horizontal dashed lines is the same as in Fig. 5.

neurons are engaged, is comparable across all tested net-
work configurations with different types of gate neurons.
This holds true even when the input lattice size, nin, is
set to the maximal tested value of 160. The variation
in the average maximum values obtained from the simu-
lations does not exceed 0.2%, which is significantly less
than the variance due to the use of different randomiza-
tion masks. This finding underscores the fact that struc-
tural nonlinearity, emerging due to the network’s layout,
plays a pivotal role in the network’s functionality.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In our study, we rigorously explored the functionality
of a binarized neuromorphic network based on a lattice
of exciton-polariton dyads, pairs of optically excited po-
lariton condensates within a microcavity that function
as binary logic gate neurons. These dyads are controlled
by optically altering the potential landscape to toggle
between different ON and OFF states, effectively imple-
menting binary gate functions such as NAND, NOR, and
XNOR. We employed numerical simulations to investi-
gate the impact of these binary neuron types on the net-
work’s ability to classify images from the MNIST dataset,
serving as a benchmark to assess the effectiveness of dif-
ferent neuronal configurations. Our analyses focused on
the relationship between network structure, the nonlin-
earity of neuron responses, and overall system perfor-
mance, assessing how changes in input signal density and
neuron configuration affected classification accuracy.

Our research has revealed the intricate balance
between structural and inherent nonlinearity within
polariton-based binarized neuromorphic networks. The
results emphasize that the pivotal role in the network’s
functionality is played by structural nonlinearity, emerg-

ing due to the network’s layout. This nonlinearity en-
sures that our networks can handle complex computa-
tional tasks effectively, even when the individual neu-
rons are not inherently nonlinear. While nonlinear neu-
rons are a compelling physical concept, the nonlinear re-
sponse of individual neurons in our proposed architecture
proves non-essential for high performance. Such behav-
ior is primarily pronounced when the number of neurons
involved in computations is low, a condition under which
any neural network operates suboptimally. This finding
challenges the traditional emphasis on the necessity of
inherent nonlinearity within neurons for effective neural
computation. Instead, our results suggest that the con-
figuration and interaction of elements within the network
can simulate the benefits of nonlinearity, effectively by-
passing the need for complex neuron functions.

The implications of these findings are profound, sug-
gesting that future research and development in neu-
romorphic computing could focus more on network de-
sign rather than solely on the properties of individual
neurons. This shift could lead to more efficient designs
that are simpler to manufacture and operate, particu-
larly beneficial for scalable deployment in various appli-
cations. Earlier assessments of potential energy reduc-
tions in polariton-based neuromorphic networks, made
in [9, 10], predominantly emphasized the need for sig-
nificant nonlinearity within individual neurons to ensure
effective operation. Our results challenge this approach
by demonstrating that individual neuron nonlinearity is
not essential, which could lead to further substantial re-
ductions in energy consumption estimates.
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APPENDIX: MODELLING OF POLARITON
DYADS

For simulating ensembles of polariton dyads, we use 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 po-
lariton decay rate. U(t, r) is an effective potential for
polaritons that can be written in the following form:

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

The first term in the right hand side of Eq. (2) charac-
terizes the stationary potential for isolating dyads. For
simulations, we take it in the form analogous to one in
Ref. [27] as V (r) = F (r, V0, u, a), where F is a function
of a spatial coordinate (r), with V0, u and a being the
height of the potential, the width of the walls, the width
of the gap in the wall, responsible for entrance of the in-
put signal, respectively. The second term characterizes
polariton-polariton interactions with the interaction con-
stant α. The third term is responsible for the complex
effective potential arising from the non-resonant optical
pumping of the condensates in the dyads. It can be writ-
ten as

Ud(t, r) =
(g + iR)P (r)

2(γR +R|Ψ(t, r)|2)
, (3)

where P (r) is the non-resonant optical pumping inten-
sity for exciting polariton condensates in dyads, g is the
constant of interaction of polaritons with excitons in the
bright reservoir, R is the stimulated scattering rate from
the reservoir to the condensate, γR is the decay rate of
reservoir excitons.

The last term in Eq. (2) is responsible for the potential,
arising from the reservoir of dark excitons, induced by
the signal beams of intensity Ps(r). G is a constant, that
characterizes repulsion from the dark reservoir barrier.

For simulating the ensemble of polariton dyads de-
picted in Fig. 2, we take the optical pumps as ensembles
of Gaussian beams in the following form:

P (r) ∝
∑
j,k

exp
{
−[x+ (j + 0.5)d]2/2w2

x

+[y + (k + 0.5)d]2/2w2
y

}
, (4a)

Ps(r) ∝
∑
j,k

exp
[
−(x+ jd)2/2w2

s,x

+(y + kd)2/2w2
s,y

]
, (4b)

where j, k ∈ Z numerate positions of the pump spots,
wx,y and ws,x,y are widths of the spots.

For simulation, we take the following values of the pa-
rameters, matching those in [27, 28]. The effective po-
lariton mass is m∗ = 0.49meV ps2µm−2, the decay rates
are γ = 1/6 ps−1 and γR = 0.05 ps−1, the interaction con-
stants are α = 2.4µeVµm2, g = 4α, the scattering rate is
R = 7α. The parameters for the optical pumps have been
chosen as follows. The lattice period is d = 10µm, the
pump spot widths are wx,y = 1.8µm and ws,x,y = 2µm
for the NOR-gate neurons, d = 10µm, wx,y = 1.8µm
and ws,x,y = 1.65µm for the NAND-gate neurons, d =
15µm, wx,y = 1.7µm and ws,x = 0.6ws,x = 5.1µm for
the XNOR-gate neurons.
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[28] S. Alyatkin, J. D. Töpfer, A. Askitopoulos, H. Sigurds-
son, and P. G. Lagoudakis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 207402
(2020).

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