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Due to their photonic components, exciton-polariton systems provide a convenient platform to
study the coherence properties of weakly-interacting Bose gases and the Bose-Einstein condensate
transition. In particular, optical interferometry enables the measurement of the first-order coherence
function which provides insight into the phase of the system. In this paper, we analyze the buildup
of coherence in finite-sized, noninteracting, equilibrium Bose gases through the condensate fraction
and the related coherent fraction, defined via the first-order coherence function. Our results provide
a baseline to compare against experimental data. Discrepancies may indicate where interacting
or nonequilibrium models are necessary to describe the system. In the normal phase, before the
Bose-Einstein condensate transition, Bose gases exhibit partial spatial and temporal coherence.
This significantly alters the paraxial propagation and interference of optical signals from exciton-
polariton systems. Therefore, we also analyze diffraction related to the introduction of apertures and
time-delay between interferometry arms, given the partial coherence of the source. Comparison to
experiment shows remarkable agreement with the noninteracting Bose gas theory, even approaching
the quasi-condensate regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exciton-polaritons (EP) are bosonic matter-light
quasiparticles formed by coupling excitons, bound
electron-hole pairs in solids, to photons confined in op-
tical cavities [1, 2]. While the excitonic component en-
dows the EPs with interactions, the photonic component
keeps the effective mass very small and the particles de-
localized, driving the Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC)
transition from cryogenic temperatures up towards room
temperature.

Various experiments have investigated the signatures
of BEC in EP systems [3–6]. But besides BEC, EPs sys-
tems possess a wide range of accessible phases [7] due
their multicomponent driven-dissipative nature. Such
phases can be probed by measuring the first-order co-
herence function, and experiments have confirmed the
buildup of (quasi)-long-range-order near a critical pump
power [8] [9] and the spontaneous formation of quantized
vortices [10] related to superfluidity.

While, in principle, nonequilibrium pumping and de-
cay processes complicate the system, it is possible to pre-
pare EP samples which are well-described by the equilib-
rium Bose-Einstein distribution [11]. Our paper is mostly
concerned with understanding this limit as a baseline for
comparison. Outside of this regime, other experiments
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have explored the phenomena of multimode condensation
[12] as well as the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)
phase [13, 14] in a nonequilibrium setting [15] and its in-
terplay with Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) physics [16–18].

In this paper, we discuss some general aspects of coher-
ence measurements in finite-sized, two dimensional Bose
gases; in particular, we focus on how coherence builds
up as the density approaches the critical density. The
brunt of our analysis is based on the first-order coher-
ence function for a noninteracting, equilibrium Bose gas
of EP which we use to define the condensate fraction and
the coherent fraction measured in interferometry exper-
iments. Since EP systems are monitored by collimated
optical signals, the finite-size is imposed as a Gaussian
beam profile or a finite aperture. The theory of partial
coherence in optics allows us to study the paraxial prop-
agation of the signal and subsequent corrections to the
measured coherence. Apertures are generally introduced
into an imaging system in order to limit the effects of EP
sample inhomogeneities which are a result of microcav-
ity disorder or pump beam aberrations. As a motivating
example, a recent experiment Ref. [19] used an aperture
before measuring the first-order coherence function via a
Michelson interferometer.

Our principal result is the functional behavior of the
coherent fraction (defined in Sec. II C) with the system
parameters, most importantly the temperature, particle
number, and aperture radius. In particular, we do not
find power-law behavior with the particle number, but
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instead steep growth which looks approximately like a
power-law over a limited range of particle numbers near
the BEC transition. We conclude with a discussion of
the limitations of our results to weakly-interacting, equi-
librium gases. In Ref. [19], they simulate their experi-
ment with the Gross-Pitaevskii equation and find good
agreement in the low-density regime, though without any
analytic context. We further analyze this experiment in
light of our analytic calculations and present a compari-
son to the experiment in Fig. 4. We find good agreement
away from the BEC transition to a model with no free
parameters thus constraining future studies. Our results
are broadly applicable to optical interference experiments
with partially coherent sources.

II. THEORY OF COHERENCE IN BOSE GASES

A. First-order coherence functions

In this section, we review the microscopic description
of the EP system and discuss some general aspects of
first-order coherence functions in Bose gases. The Hamil-
tonian for a gas of (lower) EPs in second-quantized form
is

H =
∑
k∥

ϵ
(
k∥
)
P †
k∥
Pk∥ (1)

where k∥ is the in-plane component of the EP momentum

perpendicular to the cavity axis, ϵ
(
k∥
)
is the in-plane EP

dispersion, and Pk∥ = Ak∥ak∥ +Bk∥bk∥ is the EP annihi-
lation operator constructed from the photon annihilation
operator ak∥ , exciton annihilation operator bk∥ , and Hop-
field coefficients Ak∥ and Bk∥ which depend on the cavity
detuning and the exciton-photon coupling. Since cavity
photons have finite lifetimes, the EP wavefunction is ac-
cessible as a projection onto the escaped photons ak∥ .

The (equal-time) first-order coherence function G(1) of
the EPs is then

G(1) (r, r′) =
〈
Ψ† (r)Ψ (r′)

〉
(2)

=

∫
d2k∥

(2π)
2 eik∥·(r−r′)

〈
a†k∥

ak∥

〉
(3)

where r and r′ are positions in the plane perpendicu-
lar to the cavity axis, Ψ (r) is the field operator asso-
ciated with the photon mode annihilation operator ak∥

calculated via Fourier transform, and the second equality
is the well-known relation between the first-order coher-
ence function for a noninteracting, homogeneous system

and the momentum distribution ñ
(
k∥
)
=
〈
a†k∥

ak∥

〉
. For

an equilibrium Bose gas in the grand canonical ensem-
ble, we use the Bose-Einstein momentum distribution

ñ
(
k∥
)
=
(
z−1eλ

2
T k2

∥/4π − 1
)−1

. The relevant parame-

ters are the fugacity z = eµ/kBT expressed in terms of

the chemical potential µ, the temperature T , and Boltz-
mann’s constant kB , and the thermal de Broglie wave-
length λT =

√
2πℏ2/mkBT where m is the EP mass and

ℏ is the reduced Planck constant.
In general, the first-order coherence function can be

calculated as a power series in the fugacity using only
the single-particle propagator [20]. For a homogeneous
system in two dimensions, like the EP system, the result
is

G(1) (r, r′) =
1

λ2
T

∞∑
j=1

zj

j
e−π(r−r′)

2
/jλ2

T (4)

The first-order coherence function can be normalized
by the (homogeneous) density n = G(1) (r, r) =
− log (1− z) /λ2

T . The resulting (equal-time) normal-

ized first-order coherence function g(1) (r, r′) is plotted
in Fig. 1a for various fugacities. In the classical Maxwell-
Boltzmann limit z → 0, the standard result of a Gaus-
sian first-order coherence function with classical coher-
ence length ξ0 = λT /

√
π is obtained. In the following,

we use “Bose gas correlations” to refer to a system with
a finite fugacity and first-order coherence function given
by Eq. 4.
For a finite fugacity, the first-order coherence function

is non-Gaussian. However for small fugacities z ≪ 1 it
is useful to consider an effective Gaussian shape char-
acterized by an effective coherence length ξeff [21]. Fix-
ing the temperature and hence ξ0, we fit a Gaussian to
the short-range portion of the exact first-order coherence
function Eq. 4 and numerically find that ξeff grows lin-
early with the fugacity ξeff ∼ z or, equivalently, linearly
with the density in the regime z ≪ 1. An example fit
for z = 0.2 is shown in Fig. 1a. The deviation of the
exact first-order coherence function from the Gaussian
form becomes more prominent as the fugacity increases.
Details on the long-range behavior of the first-order co-
herence function can be found in Appendix A. We will
be primarily concerned with the z → 1 limit where the
effective Gaussian approximation does not apply.
The time-correlations can be studied in a similar man-

ner to Eq. 4 after generalizing the definition of the first-
order coherence function Eq. 2 to finite time-separations
t − t′. Following Ref. [22], the (equal-position) first-
order coherence function for a homogeneous system in
two dimensions can be expressed in terms of the Lerch
transcendent. Defining the dimensionless thermal time-
separation θ = kBT (t− t′) /ℏ, in the limit θ ≫ 1
the asymptotic expansion of the Lerch transcendent [23]
yields correlations which go as

G(1) (θ) ∼ 1

λ2
T

z

1− z

e−i tan−1(θ)

√
1 + θ2

(5)

The (equal-position) normalized first-order coherence
function g(1) (t, t′) is plotted in Fig. 1b for various fu-
gacities. The characteristic time-scale of the decay de-
pends strongly on the fugacity z and, consequently, the
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FIG. 1. Correlations of a noninteracting, homogeneous Bose
gas in two dimensions. (a) Exact (solid blue) and asymp-
totic (dashed blue) equal-time normalized first-order coher-

ence function g(1) as a function of the normalized separation
r/ξ0 where ξ0 = λT /

√
π is the classical coherence length.

(Solid red) Short-range Gaussian fit of the exact z = 0.2 first-
order coherence function. The width of the effective Gaus-
sian correlations grows linearly with the density for z ≪ 1
(see text). (b) Exact (solid blue) and asymptotic (dashed
blue) equal-position normalized first-order coherence function

magnitude
∣∣∣g(1)∣∣∣ as a function of the dimensionless thermal

time-separation θ = kBTt/ℏ. (Solid green) Imaginary part of
the equal-position normalized first-order coherence function
−Im g(1) which dominates at long time-separations.

density n. For an EP system at cryogenic temperatures
T ∼ 22 K, the limit θ ≫ 1 is satisfied for time-separations
much longer than approximately 350 fs.

B. Measurement of coherence with interferometry:
Optical applications

The first-order coherence function is experimentally
accessible in the intensity pattern of an interferometer,
most commonly of the Michelson or Mach-Zhender type.
We consider the case of an optical interferometer, how-
ever the basic theory applies to many other types of
waves. EP systems well below the BEC transition are
approximately unpolarized, and therefore the illuminat-
ing source field can be treated as a scalar field uS . We
will assume uS is stationary and ergodic. For a balanced
Michelson interferometer which inverts in the x-direction

and an intensity profile with (at least) x-symmetry, the
output intensity is

⟨I (r)⟩ = 1

2
⟨IS (r)⟩ (1 + V (r, τ)) (6)

where IS = ϵ0c |uS |2 /2 is the source intensity, ϵ0 is the
permittivity of free-space, c is the speed of light in vac-
uum, and τ = t−t′ is the time-delay between interferome-
try arms, set by the path-length difference. The brackets
⟨·⟩ denote the time (ensemble) average in the classical
(quantum) regime. The dependence on the time-delay τ
may be very strong for light with a short coherence time.
The visibility function V is related to the first-order co-
herence function as

V (r, τ) =
ϵ0c

2 ⟨IS (r)⟩
Re
{
G(1) ((x, y, z) , (−x, y, z) , τ)

}
(7)

from which the traditional visibility V measured from the
contrast of interference fringes is derived V = |V|. The
visibility satisfies 0 ≤ V ≤ 1. In the limit of complete
coherence, V = 1, the contrast of the interference fringes
is maximized, ranging from the maximum intensity to
zero intensity. In the limit of complete incoherence (al-
though physically the coherence length is lower-bounded
by the light wavelength [24]), V ≈ 0 and the contrast of
the interference fringes is minimized.
Optical fields with partial coherence sit between the

two limiting cases, diffracting and interfering differently
than their completely incoherent and completely coher-
ent counterparts. The paraxial propagation of com-
pletely coherent optical fields in free space can be general-
ized to the quasi-monochromatic partially coherent case
[24–26]. A quasi-monochromatic beam has a small but
finite spectral width ∆ν and can exhibit interesting spec-
tral anomalies near singular points, points of zero inten-
sity [27–29]. The finite spectral width is a result of a finite
coherence time which suggests that the first-order coher-
ence function may depend strongly on the time-delay τ .
But so long as the time-delay τ is much smaller than the
inverse of the spectral width 1/∆ν, then its effect can
be approximated as a phase factor in the first-order co-
herence function [25]. We primarily focus on the spatial
behavior of the first-order coherence function and assume
the time-delay to be optimized τ = 0, unless otherwise
stated.
For the remainder of the paper, we will use conven-

tional optics nomenclature. (1) The mutual coherence
function Γ refers to the first-order coherence function
G(1) of the optical field while the mutual intensity func-
tion is the mutual coherence function for zero time-delay
τ = 0. (2) The averaged intensity is defined via the mu-
tual intensity function as I (r) = ϵ0cΓ (r, r) /2 (similarly
to the particle density n (r) = G(1) (r, r) in a massive
gas). With this definition, we drop the brackets ⟨·⟩ as
the mutual intensity function is already averaged. The
visibility function V in Eq. 7 can be calculated entirely
in terms of the mutual coherence function.
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Given a mutual coherence function Γ0 in the plane
Z = 0 with coordinates s1 and s2, the propagated mutual
intensity function in a plane of constant Z with coordi-

nates r1 and r2 is calculated via an integral transform. In
particular, the far-field Fresnel and Fraunhofer approxi-
mations [30] yield [25]

ΓFresnel (r1, r2, Z, τ) =
1

λ̄2Z2
ei

k̄
2Z (r

2
1−r22) F

{
Γ0 (s1, s2, τ)P (s1)P

∗ (s2) e
i k̄
2Z (s

2
1−s22)

}(
f1 =

k̄r1
Z

,f2 =
k̄r2
Z

)
(8)

ΓFraunhofer (r1, r2, Z, τ) =
1

λ̄2Z2
ei

k̄
2Z (r

2
1−r22) F {Γ0 (s1, s2, τ)P (s1)P

∗ (s2)}
(
f1 =

k̄r1
Z

,f2 =
k̄r2
Z

)
(9)

where F {·} is the four-dimensional Fourier transform
with respect to the alternating kernel e−i(f1·s1−f2·s2), λ̄ is
the mean wavelength of the quasi-monochromatic light,
k̄ = 2π/λ̄ is the mean wavenumber, and P is the (possi-
bly complex) transmission of the aperture at Z = 0.
Various simplifications of this calculation exist. For

one, the appearance of a Fourier transform suggests ap-
plication of the convolution theorem. Additionally, for
isotropic correlations which only depends on the mag-
nitude of the separation |s1 − s2|, the intensity can be
calculated with Schell’s theorem [31, 32]. Numerically,
the existence of fast Fourier transform algorithms and
parallel computation may aid calculations, as discussed
in Ref. [33] for the completely coherent case. However, it
should be noted that the completely coherent case only
requires a two-dimensional integral rather than a four-
dimensional integral.

The difficulty of the propagation is rooted in the func-
tional form of the correlations at Z = 0 and the effect
of the aperture as modeled by the aperture transmission
function P . The intensity of partially coherent light after
a physical (finite-sized) circular aperture has been inves-
tigated for various functional forms of correlations includ-
ing Gaussian and Bessel-function [34–36]. Moreover, the
mutual intensity function has been investigated for two-
slit interference [37, 38]. To the best of our knowledge,
propagated Bose gas correlations have not been investi-
gated.

C. Condensate and coherent fraction

Returning to the theory of Bose gases, we recall the
definition of the condensate fraction n0. Loosely, the
condensate fraction is given by the long-range limit-
ing value of the normalized first-order coherence func-
tion [39]. More formally, the general expression in d-
dimensions is

n0 =

∫
ddr1d

dr2 ϕ∗
0 (r1)G

(1) (r1, r2)ϕ0 (r2)∫
ddr G(1) (r, r)

(10)

where ϕ0 is the eigenfunction of G(1) with the largest oc-
cupation eigenvalue [40]. In the noninteracting case, ϕ0

is simply the single-particle eigenfunction of the Hamil-
tonian with the largest occupation, normally the ground-
state. With the assumption of homogeneity, ϕ0 is con-
stant and G(1) only depends on the magnitude of the
separation vector δr = r1−r2 so the expression becomes

n0 =

∫
ddδr G(1) (2δr)∫
ddr G(1) (r, r)

(11)

Motivated by the condensate fraction, we define the co-
herent fraction of an optical field which is agnostic of the
underlying phase (i.e. does not necessarily imply BEC).
In particular, we would like it to be measurable in inter-
ferometry experiments like those discussed in Sec. II B.
Therefore, we define the coherent fraction C of an optical
field as

C =

∣∣∫ d2r Re (Γ (r,−r, τ))
∣∣∫

d2r Γ (r, r, 0)
(12)

The integrand of the numerator is simply proportional to
I (r)V (r, τ), assuming isotropic correlations. If the mu-
tual intensity function is not isotropic, then the visibility
needs to be measured for all orientations of the interfer-
ometer, in principle. The coherent fraction is bounded
0 ≤ C ≤ 1 and conserved under propagation by Eq. 8
and Eq. 9, see Appendix C 1 for details. While the (nor-
malized) mutual intensity function provides a local mea-
sure of coherence, the coherent fraction provides a global
measure of coherence for the entire optical field.
The principal difference between the definition of the

coherent fraction C and the condensate fraction n0 is
the real part in the numerator. This adjustment ensures
that the coherent fraction is directly measurable in in-
terferometry experiments through the contrast of inter-
ference fringes, even for nonzero time-delay which gener-
ically produce complex-valued correlations. The imag-
inary part and, hence, magnitude and argument of a
complex-valued mutual coherence function can in prin-
ciple be calculated via Hilbert transform relations [25].
Practically, the integration in Eq. 12 can only be per-
formed over a finite range which produces small correc-
tions to the coherent fraction so long as the mutual co-
herence function is sufficiently localized. However, the
localization condition is generically broken in the case of
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an optical field diffracting through a small aperture, as
discussed throughout this paper.

III. RESULTS

In this section we present the bulk of our results. First,
we calculate the coherent fraction for a free-propagating,
partially coherent optical field measured by an ideal in-
terferometer with zero time-delay τ = 0. The results are
plotted in Fig. 2. While we find qualitative agreement
with experimental measurements from Ref. [19], the re-
sults fail to explain two distinct features, (1) a smaller
coherent fraction at low densities and (2) a saturation at
C ≈ 0.8 < 1 at high densities, as shown in Fig. 4. To
this end, we investigate how diffraction and a finite time-
delay between the interferometry arms may affect the
coherent fraction. Our analysis suggests that diffraction
losses artificially increase the coherent fraction a small
amount which, however, can be minimized by optimizing
the optical apparatus. In contrast, a finite time-delay can
decrease the measured coherent fraction significantly in
the low-density regime. Lastly, we note that the buildup
of coherence is not formally described by a power-law,
although over limited parameter ranges one may approx-
imately hold. For this reason, we do not extract power-
law exponents and instead employ the exact theory re-
sults.

A. Coherent fraction with no diffraction

As a point of comparison, we begin by calculat-
ing the coherent fraction for free-propagating partially
coherent optical field. We assume an ideal inter-
ferometer with zero time-delay τ = 0 and a mu-
tual intensity function which takes the generic form
Γ0 (s1, s2) =

√
I (s1) I (s2)g

(1) (|s1 − s2|). Specifically,
we first consider a Gaussian-Schell model source [24, 26,
41] so that the mutual intensity in the plane Z = 0
with coordinates s1 and s2 is given by Γ0 (s1, s2) =

|A|2 e−(s
2
1+s22)/σ

2

e−(s1−s2)
2/ξ2 where A is the (complex)

amplitude of the scalar field, σ is the width of the Gaus-
sian intensity profile, and ξ is the coherence length. The
coherent fraction CGS measured over a disk of radius a
is then

CGS =
1

1− e−2a2/σ2

1

1 + 2σ2/ξ2

(
1− e−2a2/σ2−4a2/ξ2

)
(13)

Various limits can be derived. First, removing the aper-
ture a → ∞ with the width σ and coherence length ξ
fixed yields CGS = 1/

(
1 + 2σ2/ξ2

)
which can be verified

with the Fresnel propagation integral Eq. 8. Using the
Fraunhofer propagation integral Eq. 9, the coherent frac-
tion is CGS = ξ2/2σ2. This result matches the asymp-
totic behavior of Eq. 13 for ξ ≪ σ; the lack of an aperture
limits the applicability of the Fraunhofer approximation.

On the other hand, the limit of uniform intensity σ → ∞
with the aperture radius a and coherence length ξ fixed

yields CGS = ξ2
(
1− e−4a2/ξ2

)
/4a2. In contrast to the

limit of no aperture, this result can be verified with the
Fraunhofer propagation integral Eq. 9. Lastly, the limit
of complete coherence ξ → ∞ with the width σ and aper-
ture radius a fixed yields the expected result CGS = 1.

Second, we calculate the coherent fraction for a source
with Bose gas correlations. In contrast to the Gaussian
calculation, we fix ξ = ξ0 at the classical value which no-
longer plays the role of the coherence length, as suggested
by Fig. 1, and instead vary the fugacity z. The mutual
intensity function in the plane Z = 0 with coordinates
s1 and s2 is given by

Γ0 (s1, s2) =
|A|2 e−(s

2
1+s22)/σ

2

− log (1− z)

∞∑
j=1

zj

j
e−(s1−s2)

2/jξ20

(14)
where A and σ retain the same meaning. The coherent
fraction CBG measured over a disk of radius a is then

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

∞∑
j=1

zj

j
CGS

(√
jξ0

)
(15)

where CGS

(√
jξ0
)

denotes the Gaussian-Schell result

Eq. 13 with the adjusted coherence length
√
jξ0. The

behavior of Eq. 15 is investigated in Appendix B for var-
ious limits, and the results are shown in Fig. 2. The
coherent fraction after removing the aperture a → ∞
with the width σ and coherence length ξ fixed is shown
in Fig. 2a, and the coherent fraction in the limit of uni-
form intensity σ → ∞ with the aperture radius a and
coherence length ξ fixed is shown in Fig. 2b. While qual-
itatively similar, the coherent fraction differs significantly
for a fixed fugacity z, as shown in Fig. 2c. In particular,
the coherent fraction in the limit of no aperture is always
higher than the coherent fraction in the limit of uniform
intensity since the aperture places a sharp cutoff on the
points which can contribute to the coherence. We high-
light an approximate expression for the coherent fraction
CBG in the case of uniform intensity σ → ∞ with the
aperture radius a and classical coherence length ξ0 fixed

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

ξ20
4a2

×

 z

1− z
−

4aK1

(
4a
√
− log (z)/ξ0

)
ξ0
√
− log (z)

 (16)

where Kν is the ν-order modified Bessel function of the
second kind. This expression is accurate in the limit
z → 1 which is experimentally important. The limit-
ing behavior of Eq. 16 (for fugacities z even closer to 1)
is presented in Eq. B10.
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FIG. 2. Ideal coherent fraction for a Gaussian beam with Bose
gas correlations incident on a circular aperture as a function of
particle number ζ. (a) Coherent fraction for a Gaussian beam
of width σ in the limit of no aperture (see text) as a function
of the particle number ζ = πσ2npeak/2 measured in terms
of the peak density npeak. Two values of the classical coher-
ence length relative to the beam width are shown, ξ0/σ = 0.1
(blue-purple) and 0.05 (orange-red). For different regimes of
particle number, different expression for the coherent fraction
are used: Coherent fraction from series expansion in the fu-
gacity Eq. 15 (solid purple or red), coherent fraction from
Euler-Maclaurin formula (solid blue or orange), and asymp-
totic behavior (dashed blue or orange), see Appendix B for
details. (b) Coherent fraction for a beam incident on an aper-
ture of radius a in the limit of uniform intensity (see text) as a
function of the particle number ζ = πa2n measured in terms
of the homogeneous density n. Expressions for the coherent
fraction derived identically to those in (a) are used in (b), see
Eq. 15, Eq. 16, and Appendix B for details. (c) Comparison
of the coherent fractions from the limiting cases in (a) and
(b). The difference is given by (a) - (b).

B. Diffraction of a partially coherent source with
Bose gas correlations

In deriving Eq. 13 and 15, we assume that we can sim-
ply integrate over a disk of radius a. However, this disk
is physically implemented as a circular aperture in the
imaging system. While previous discussion in Sec. II C
and Appendix C explain that the precise diffraction pat-
tern is not needed to calculated the coherent fraction, we
model the diffraction of the partially coherent source in

order to gain insight into the nature of the experimental
signal and investigate diffraction losses.
We define the (real) transmission function of the aper-

ture as the indicator function of the aperture

P (s) = Θ (a− s) =

{
1 s ≤ a
0 s > a

(17)

where Θ is the Heaviside step-function and a is the aper-
ture radius. If a is sufficiently small relative to the beam
width of the incident optical field, then the field can
be approximated as having a uniform intensity over the
aperture, i.e. taking the limit σ/a → ∞. Propagat-
ing the initial mutual intensity function (τ = 0) in the
Fraunhofer limit with Eq. 9, we obtain the mutual inten-
sity function of the diffracted light in the far-field from
which we can extract the intensity and visibility func-
tion. The simplified propagation integrals are presented
in Appendix D.
In Fig. 3a and b, we plot the intensity (a) and visibil-

ity function (b) for Gaussian correlations. The visibility
function is always unity on axis; this result is obvious
from the definition of the visibility but can be thought
of as a specific case of the general result presented in
Ref. [37] which states that equidistant points in Young’s
double slit experiment exhibit complete coherence re-
gardless of the state of coherence of the illuminating light.
Generically, the visibility exhibits oscillations and phase
singularities, which are known to occur in Young’s double
slit experiment [42].
The oscillation amplitude dips after the central peak,

before recovering to unity as the distance from the axis
increases. This trend is particularly evident in Fig. 3b for
ξ/a = 0.5 and 1. Additionally, there are points which ex-
hibit complete incoherence V = 0 regardless of the initial
state of coherence of the optical field (so long as it is not
completely coherent). We stress that these oscillations
are physically distinct from the fringes observed in inter-
ferometry experiments; while fringes arise from the geom-
etry of the interferometer (careful misalignment of inter-
fering beams), the oscillations in the visibility are a result
of the partial coherence of the illuminating source. In ex-
periment, this suggests amplitude modulation of fringes.
However, if measurements take place in the very far-field
Z ≫ ak̄r and the intensity becomes too low away from
the axis, then only the near-axis region is considered.
A similar optical analysis can be performed for Bose

gas correlations. The intensity is plotted in Fig. 3c while
the visibility function is plotted in Fig. 3d, exhibiting
similar oscillations. A qualitative difference, however, is
that the strength of the anti-correlations (negative val-
ues) is much weaker. In contrast, Fig. 3b shows oscil-
lations between correlations and anti-correlations which
are roughly equal in magnitude.
In Ref. [19], the diffraction pattern is focused by a

lens which imposes a second circular aperture on the sig-
nal. The coherent fraction is then measured in the focal
plane where the optical field is the Fourier transform of
the source, assuming an infinite lens pupil. Relaxing this
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FIG. 3. Analysis of a homogeneous, partially coherent source diffracted by a circular aperture. (a) Intensity of a source with
Gaussian correlations in units of (ϵ0c/2)

(
|A|2 a4/λ̄2Z2

)
for various coherence lengths relative to the aperture radius ξ/a = 0.14,

0.5, 1, 2, and 3.5 (lighter blue for smaller ξ/a and darker blue for larger ξ/a). (b) Visibility function for the same source and
coherence lengths as (a) showing oscillations between regions of correlation and anti-correlation. The visibility function is
bounded by ±1 (solid red). (c) Intensity of a source with Bose gas correlations in units of (ϵ0c/2)

(
|A|2 a4/λ̄2Z2

)
for various

particle numbers in the aperture ζ = πa2n = 10, 1540, 3185, 5890, and 11125 (lighter blue for smaller ζ and darker blue for
larger ζ), equivalently treated as fugacities z = 1− exp

(
−ξ20ζ/a

2
)
with the classical coherence length relative to the aperture

radius ξ0/a = 0.05 fixed. (d) Visibility function for the same source and particles numbers in the aperture as (c) showing
oscillations between regions of correlation and weak anti-correlation. The visibility function is bounded by ±1 (solid red). (e)
Coherent fraction of a source with Bose gas correlations with diffraction losses (solid blue and markers) calculated from the
intensity and visibility function in (c) and (d), respectively. Integration is performed to f∗ = ak̄r∗/Z where r∗ is the position
in the imaging plane, and the coherent fraction for ζ > 0 is taken relative to the zero density ζ = 0 limit which corresponds
to the classical Gaussian result. The results with diffraction losses converge to the exact coherent fraction (solid black) in the
limit f∗ → ∞.

assumption by introducing a finite lens radius, but en-
suring it is large enough to limit significant diffraction
effects (i.e. that integration in the focal plane can be
effectively performed over the entire optical signal), we
study the corrections to the coherent fraction by numer-
ically integrating the intensities and visibility functions
from Fig. 3c-d. The result is shown in Fig. 3e for various
integration limits. A partial analytic analysis is presented
in Appendix C 2. In general, a smaller integration win-
dow increases the measured coherent fraction since the
mutual intensity decays more quickly than the intensity.

C. Corrections to the coherent fraction due to
finite time-delay

The natural time-scale of the noninteracting, equilib-
rium Bose gas is the thermal time ℏ/kBT as introduced
in Eq. 5. In the EP system, this should be compared to
the inverse spectral width 1/∆ν of the monitored quasi-
monochromatic optical field. At cryogenic temperatures
T ∼ 22 K, the thermal time is approximately 350 fs while
the coherence time in the classical Maxwell-Boltzmann
limit is πℏ/kBT or approximately 1 ps (see Appendix E).
This is comparable to the inverse spectral width on the
order of 1 ps observed in experiment in the low-density
limit [19]. Notably, the optical signal from EP systems
is known to exhibit spectral inhomogeneous broadening
in the high-density regime [2]. Due to the limited time-
resolution, we expect there to be a small but finite time-
delay in interferometry experiments.

A finite time-separation generically reduces the

strength of the equal-position correlations, as is clear
from Fig. 1b. However, the correlations of far-separated
positions can actually become stronger at finite time-
separations as the wavefunction evolves and propa-
gates. This behavior combined with the real-part in
the definition Eq. 12 has counterintuitive implications on
global measurements of coherence, for example leading
to non-monotonic and oscillatory behavior of the coher-
ent fraction with increasing (classical) coherence length,
or equivalently decreasing temperature, and increasing
time-separation, see Appendix E for details. The corre-
lation area, on the other hand, is more well-behaved. We
include a finite time-delay into the expression for the co-
herent fraction Eq. 15 by replacing the Gaussian-Schell
coherent fraction from Eq. 13 with Eq. E2 to obtain
Eq. E5. The modified coherent fraction is shown in Fig. 4
for a small range of time-delays τ between interferometry
arms, see Sec. IV for further discussion.

IV. DISCUSSION

Our analysis considers an equilibrium gas of noninter-
acting EPs in a homogeneous potential landscape. In this
section, we discuss the validity of these assumptions and
compare to recent experimental results [19].
First, we neglect nonequilibrium effects. Our analy-

sis presumes an equilibrated thermal state rather than a
non-equilibrium steady-state. Measurements of the ther-
mal distribution function in Ref. [19] show good agree-
ment with the Bose-Einstein distribution suggesting equi-
librium conditions. However, the long-wavelength dy-
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namics of EP systems in one and two dimensions are ul-
timately governed by the KPZ equation [17]. While sig-
natures of KPZ physics have been observed in one dimen-
sion [18], the presence of vortices and the algebraically-
ordered BKT phase in two dimensions (in equilibrium)
makes the experimental detection of KPZ physics more
difficult. The analysis in Ref. [43] compares the length-
scale for (bare) vortex unbinding, driving the transition
to disorder in the BKT regime, to the length-scale for
a “rough phase” characteristic of KPZ physics. Generi-
cally, the length-scale at which KPZ correlations domi-
nate is much longer than that for BKT correlations. And
for finite-sized EP systems, even BKT correlations may
be difficult to observe leading to the phenomena of quasi-
condensation: effective though not exactly uniform phase
and constant long-range correlations across the sample.
A finite beam width or the use of an aperture further
limits the sensitivity to BKT and KPZ correlations by
imposing a limit on the separations probed by coherence
measurements.

Second, we neglect interaction effects. Two-body in-
teractions of EP are generically considered to be weak,
yet they can still play a crucial role in the system’s cor-
relations and phase, for example facilitating the BKT
phase transition. In the dilute limit, the physical two-
body interaction is usually replaced by a scalar pseudo-
potential contact-interaction with coupling strength g.
The coupling strength g induces an interaction length-
scale b which is simply proportional to g in three dimen-
sions. Scattering in two dimensions is more complicated,
however, which obscures the relation between g and b
[44–46]. To estimate the length-scale of perturbations
induced by the interaction as observed in the mutual in-
tensity function after the aperture, we compute the inter-
action energy gn relate it to a momenta kg =

√
2mgn/ℏ2

then extract the length-scale b = Zkg/k̄ motivated by
the far-field position variable from Eq. 9. From the val-
ues of g, n, and k̄ provided in Ref. [19] we find the ratio
kg/k̄ ≈ 0.04 ∼ 10−2. However, we note that the mea-
surement of g in EP systems is difficult, and g is often
treated as a free parameter. Since this ratio is small, we
expect that the interactions do not dramatically alter the
first-order coherence function, and that it may be suffi-
cient to approximate the gas as noninteracting away from
the critical density.

Additionally, excitonic disorder, modeled as a distri-
bution of excitonic energies and coupling strengths [47],
can be effectively described by a modified two-body in-
teraction strength in the low-density regime [48]. For
standard EP systems, the modified interaction strength
is significantly enhanced in comparison to the disorder-
free interaction strength. The effect of excitonic disorder
is captured implicitly in the measurement of g.

Lastly, the EP interaction strength is coupled to the
disorder in the potential landscape, distinct from exci-
tonic disorder, through the EP density. Potential corru-
gations introduce another length-scale into the problem,
the correlation length of the potential, over which the
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the noninteracting, equilibrium theory
presented in the main text to recent experimental results from
Ref. [19]. (a) Bare comparison without subtraction of the co-
herent fraction in the zero-density limit. The experimental
coherent fraction measurements (black circles) are plotted in
terms of the EP number in the aperture ζ = πa2n. The
theory prediction for the coherent fraction measured by an
ideal interferometer with zero time-delay τ = 0 (solid dark
blue) is plotted for a range of temperatures 20 ≤ T ≤ 24 K
with T = 22 K the center, consistent with temperature mea-
surements from Ref. [19]. (b) Comparison with subtraction
of the coherent fraction in the zero-density limit and power-
law behavior. The experimental coherent fraction measure-
ments (black circles) are plotted in terms of the EP number
in the aperture ζ = πa2n with the observed ζ3.2 power-law
(dashed gray) as a guide. The theory prediction for the co-
herent fraction measured by an ideal interferometer with zero
time-delay τ = 0 (solid blue) is plotted along with the coher-
ent fraction measured by an interferometer with finite time-
delay 13 ≤ τ ≤ 15 ps (multiple solid orange), all at temper-
ature T = 22 K. The superfluid fraction (solid red) defined
in Eq. 18, which only exists for finite interactions, matches
the near-transition data. We use g = 2.11 µm2 from Ref. [19]
which yields γ = 6.68 × 10−6 for the dimensionless interac-
tion strength (see text). (Inset) The experimental coherent
fraction measurements deviate significantly from the theory
curves at high densities, possibly a result of systematic un-
certainties associated with fringe measurement in the experi-
mental interferometer. All theory curves assume an aperture
radius of a = 6 µm.
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magnitude of the first-order coherence varies [2]. In the
low-density regime, we assume that chemical potential is
large enough compared to the variations of the potential
landscape so that the EP sample is approximately homo-
geneous. For high densities, this assumption is expected
to fail.

With these notes in mind, we compare the predic-
tions of the finite-sized, noninteracting, equilibrium the-
ory to the recent experimental results from Ref. [19]
in Fig. 4. The model for an ideal interferometer with
zero time-delay τ = 0 has no free parameters; the in-
puts are only the EP mass m = 1.515 × 10−4me, where
me = 9.109× 10−31 kg is the electron mass, the temper-
ature T = 22 K entering through the classical coherence
length ξ0 = λT /

√
π, and the aperture radius a = 6 µm.

However, experimental measurements of the temperature
show significant fluctuations, and, therefore, we include
theory curves for a range of temperatures 20 ≤ T ≤ 24 K
in Fig. 4a which bound the experimental data.

As a comparison to the zero time-delay results, we
also show results for a small range of time-delays around
τ = 14 ps in Fig. 4b yielding slightly improved agree-
ment in the low-density regime. The experimental time-
delay can be estimated from the uncertainty of the path-
length difference δℓ between the interferometry arms as
τ ∼ δℓ/c. However, the finite coherence time in the zero-
density limit can effect the measurement of τ = 0 by
broadening the (time) visibility signal. While we assume
the time-delay to be approximately on the order of δℓ/c
(which is also on the order of the lowest coherence time
measured in Ref. [19]), we otherwise treat it as a free pa-
rameter in order to explore its effect on the theory. The
coherent fraction in the zero-density limit Eq. E2 is rel-
atively insensitive to small but finite time-delays as the
exponential term dominates when θ < 1/ξ0. However, as
the time-delay increases, the expression is notably non-
monotonic. At long times there is an exponential decay
of the coherent fraction to zero. For Fig. 4b, we select
a small time-delay τ = 14 ps which decreases the base-
line coherent fraction. The result for finite time-delay
becomes coincident with the τ = 0 result at high densi-
ties.

While the condensate and coherent fraction can be
defined for noninteracting gases, the superfluid fraction
only exists for interacting gases. In terms of the param-
eters used in this paper, we calculate the superfluid frac-
tion s assuming an infinite system as [46, 49]

s = 1− 1

ζξ20/a
2

∫ ∞

0

dx

1− 1√
1 + x2

γ2ζ2ξ40/a
4

 xex

(ex − 1)
2

(18)
where γ is a dimensionless parameter which characterizes
the interaction strength, microscopically given by γ =
mg/2πℏ2. We have brought the integral into a dimen-
sionless form with the change of variables x = βϵBog (k)
where ϵ2Bog (k) = gnk2/m + k4/4m2 is the usual Bo-
goliubov excitation spectrum. The superfluid fraction

is compared to the coherent fraction in Fig. 4 showing
decent agreement near the transition. However, as with
the noninteracting theory, there is still a disagreement
in the high-density regime past the transition, possibly a
result of systematic uncertainties associated with fringe
measurement in the experimental interferometer.

V. CONCLUSION

The results presented in this paper are broadly ap-
plicable to experiments with partially coherent light; in
particular, they may be helpful in measurements of coher-
ence in finite-sized EP systems characterized by Gaussian
or more general Bose gas correlations. We have analyzed
the behavior of the coherent fraction with various system
parameters including the particle number via analytic
and numerical methods and discussed how the intensity
and visibility function are altered by the presence of an
aperture. Our results provide a baseline, without fit pa-
rameters, to which interacting models and experimental
data can be compared. In particular, we find good agree-
ment to the data of Ref. [19] over nearly three orders of
magnitude in the coherence fraction and a factor of ap-
proximately 50 in the EP number.
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Appendix A: Asymptotic behavior of Bose gas
correlations

The long-range behavior of the first-order coherence
function is determined by the low-momentum behavior
of the Bose-Einstein distribution [50, 51]. Expansion of
the exponential in powers of k∥ yields

ñ
(
k∥
)
=

z

e
βk2

∥/2m − z
=

z

1 + βk2∥/2m+O
(
k4∥

)
− z

(A1)
After inverse Fourier transform of the rational function,
we obtain the asymptotic form of the first-order coher-
ence function

G(1) (r, r′) ∼ 2z

λ2
T

K0

(
2
√
π
√
1− z |r − r′|
λT

)
(A2)

were Kν is the ν-order modified Bessel function of the
second kind. Since this result works best in the limit
z → 1, it is also common to expand the fugacity z =
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1+βµ+O
(
µ2
)
in terms of the chemical potential in the

limit µ → 0−.
Finally, we can estimate the fugacity z at which the

Bose gas correlations become dominant. The length-scale
ℓ associated with the asymptotic first-order coherence
function is

ℓ =
λT

2
√
π
√
1− z

∼ 1√
−2mµ

(A3)

and, therefore, the length ℓ surpasses the classical coher-
ence length λT /

√
π at z = 3/4.

Appendix B: Behavior of the free-propagating
coherent fraction

The behavior of Eq. 15 for small fugacities z ≪ 1 is
easy to obtain since only a few terms in the sum are nec-
essary. For larger fugacities, in particular in the limit
z → 1, the calculation becomes cumbersome, and it is
helpful to make an integral approximation. In this sec-
tion of the appendix, the behavior of the coherent frac-
tion at finite fugacity in the limit of no aperture and in
the limit of uniform intensity is investigated.

1. Limit of no aperture

We start from the coherent fraction in Eq. 15 and ob-
tain

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

∞∑
j=1

zj

j + 2σ2/ξ20
(B1)

in the limit of no aperture a → ∞ with the width σ and
the classical coherent length ξ0 fixed. Using the Euler-
Maclaurin formula, which works well for z → 1, we make
the approximation

CBG ≈ 1

− log (1− z)

(∫ ∞

1

dj
zj

j + 2σ2/ξ20
+

z

2 + 4σ2/ξ20

)

(B2)

≈ 1

− log (1− z)

−li
(
z1+2σ2/ξ20

)
z2σ

2/ξ20
+

z

2 + 4σ2/ξ20


(B3)

where li is the logarithmic integral. Finally, we expand
about z = 1 to obtain the limiting behavior

CBG ∼ 1

z2σ
2/ξ20

(
1−

log
(
1 + 2σ2/ξ20

)
+ γ

− log (1− z)

)
(B4)

where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. This expres-
sion is accurate to the order 10−3.

We can also investigate the behavior of the coherent
fraction CBG with the width σ and the classical coherence
length ξ0 at small but finite fugacity 0 < z ≪ 1 via a
series expansion. First, in the limit ξ0 ≫ σ we find

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

∞∑
j=0

(−1)
j
2j
(
σ

ξ0

)2j

Lij+1 (z)

(B5)
where Lij is the polylogarithm of order j. The leading-
order term j = 0 ensures that CBG = 1 in the limit ξ0 →
∞ with σ fixed since Li1 (z) = − log (1− z). Similarly,
in the limit ξ0 ≪ σ we find

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

1

2

(
ξ0
σ

)2 ∞∑
j=0

(−1)
j

2j

(
ξ0
σ

)2j

Li−j (z)

(B6)
The leading-order term j = 0 yields quadratic scaling
which matches the Gaussian-Schell result CGS in the
limit z → 0.

2. Limit of uniform intensity

We start from the coherent fraction in Eq. 15 and ob-
tain

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

ξ20
4a2

∞∑
j=1

zj
(
1− e−4a2/jξ20

)
(B7)

in the limit of uniform intensity σ → ∞ with the aper-
ture radius a and the classical coherence length ξ0 fixed.
We can evaluate the series in two parts. The first is a
geometric series. For the second part, we use the Euler-
Maclaurin formula which works well in the limit z → 1

CBG ≈ 1

− log (1− z)

z

1− z

ξ20
4a2

− 1

− log (1− z)

ξ20
4a2

∫ ∞

1

djzje−4a2/jξ20

− z

− log (1− z)

ξ20
8a2

e−4a2/ξ20

(B8)

To evaluate the integral, we extend the lower integration
bound from 1 to 0 since the integrand is negligible for
j ≪ 4a2/ξ20 and usually 4a2/ξ20 ≫ 1 for experimental
systems. Then

∫ ∞

0

djzje−4a2/jξ20 =
4aK1

(
4a
√

− log (z)/ξ0

)
ξ0
√
− log (z)

(B9)

whereK1 is the first-order modified Bessel function of the
second kind. In turn, we also neglect the boundary term
from the Euler-Maclaurin formula. Finally, we expand
about z = 1 to obtain the limiting behavior

CBG ∼ 1− 2 log (2a/ξ0)

− log (1− z)
(B10)
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which is accurate to the order of 10−3.
We can also investigate the behavior of the coherent

fraction CBG with the aperture radius a and the classical
coherent length ξ0 at small but finite fugacity 0 < z ≪ 1
via a series expansion. First, in the limit ξ0 ≫ a we
expand the exponential in a power series and simplify
the sum to obtain

CBG =
1

− log (1− z)

∞∑
j=0

(−1)
j

(j + 1)!

(
2a

ξ0

)2j

Lij+1 (z)

(B11)
The leading-order term j = 1 ensures that CBG = 1
in the limit ξ0 → ∞ with a fixed since Li1 (z) =
− log (1− z). Second, in the limit ξ0 ≪ a, we ignore

the exponential term e−4a2/jξ20 with the assumption that
the fugacity is sufficiently small such that zj suppresses
the exponential term once the summation index j is on
the order j ∼ ξ20/4a

2. Then

CBG ≈ 1

− log (1− z)

z

1− z

ξ20
4a2

(B12)

The limiting value for z → 0 matches the limiting value
of the Gaussian-Schell result CGS.

Appendix C: Propagation of the coherent fraction

1. Conservation of the coherent fraction under
propagation

The definition of the coherent fraction presented in
Eq. 12 is conserved under Fresnel and Fraunhofer prop-

agation. This result is derived as follows. Consider a
mutual intensity function of the generic form

Γ0 (s1, s2) =
√

I (s1) I (s2)g
(1) (|s1 − s2|) (C1)

where I is the beam intensity and g(1) is the normal-
ized mutual intensity function (normalized first-order co-
herence function) defined in the main text. We assume
isotropic correlations which only depend on the magni-
tude of the separation vector |s1 − s2|. The coherent
fraction is then

C =

∣∣∣∫ d2s
√
I (s) I (−s)Re

(
g(1) (2s)

)∣∣∣∫
d2s I (s)

(C2)

Now we introduce an aperture in the plane Z = 0
described by a transmission function P and propagate
the mutual intensity function with Eq. 8 to a plane of
constant Z with coordinates r1 and r2, with Eq. 9 being
a limiting case. Applying Eq. 12 we find

C =

∣∣∣Re ∫ d2s1d
2s2

√
I (s1) I (s2)g

(1) (|s1 − s2|)P (s1)P
∗ (s1) e

i k̄
2Z (s

2
1−s22)

∫
W

d2r e−i k̄
Z r·(s1+s2)

∣∣∣∫
d2s1d2s2

√
I (s1) I (s2)g(1) (|s1 − s2|)P (s1)P ∗ (s1) e

i k̄
2Z (s21−s22)

∫
W

d2r e−i k̄
Z r·(s1−s2)

(C3)

where W is the window in the plane of constant Z over
which the coherent fraction is measured. For W = R2 we
obtain Eq. C2 (assuming integration only over the aper-
ture) since the integrals over r yield Dirac δ-functions.
Therefore, the coherent fraction is conserved for all Z.

We note that an alternate definition of the coherent
fraction with |Re (Γ (r,−r, τ))| in the numerator inte-
grand of Eq. 12 could be used. This definition gives the
ratio of the power of the optical field producing interfer-
ence fringes to the total power. However, this definition
is not, in general, conserved under propagation, although
it is lower-bounded by the coherent fraction in the plane
Z = 0.

2. Correction to coherent fraction due to
diffraction losses

In Ref. [19], the optical signal from the EP propagates
through an aperture and then a thin lens with the coher-
ent fraction measurement made in the Fourier plane. The
propagation of a mutual coherence function Γ0 through
this imaging system is obtained using the Fresnel propa-
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gation integral Eq. 8

Γ (q1, q2) =
1

λ̄4F 2Z2
ei

k̄
2F (q

2
1−q22)

{∫
d2s1 d

2s2 d
2r1 d

2r2

· · ·
√

I (s1) I (s2)g
(1) (|s1 − s2|)P (s1)P

∗ (s2)

· · · ei
k̄
2Z (s

2
1−s22)Pℓ (r1)P

∗
ℓ (r2) e

i k̄
2Z (r

2
1−r22)

· · · e−i k̄
Z (r1·s1−r2·s2)e−i k̄

F (q1·r1−q2·r2)
}

(C4)

where F is the focal length of the thin lens, Pℓ is the
pupil function of the thin lens, q1 and q2 are the position
variables in the Fourier plane, position Z + F , r1 and
r2 are the position variables at the thin lens, position Z,
and finally s1 and s2 are the position variables in the
aperture, position 0, as defined in the previous section.
If we assume no pupil function for the thin lens (i.e. an
infinite thin lens), then we can perform the integrals of
r1 and r2 to get

Γ (q1, q2) =
1

λ̄2F 2
ei

k̄
2F (1−

Z
F )(q

2
1−q22)

{∫
d2s1 d

2s2

· · ·
√
I (s1) I (s2)g

(1) (|s1 − s2|)P (s1)P
∗ (s2)

· · · e−i k̄
F (q1·s1−q2·s2)

} (C5)

which is the standard result that a thin lens performs a
Fourier transform of the incoming field by moving the
focus at infinity to the focal plane. In this case, the
coherent fraction is conserved, as shown in the previous
section.

In experiment, however, the lens has a finite size which
results in a partial loss of optical signal diffracted from
the aperture and vignetting. Assuming that the lens is
circular with a radius aℓ and neglecting finite size cor-
rections due to the integration over the positions q1 and
q2 in the Fourier plane, we can obtain corrections to the
coherent fraction using Eq. C3 with W being the disk of
radius aℓ. In this case,∫

W

d2r e−i k̄
Z r·(s1±s2) = 2πa2ℓ

J1
(
k̄aℓ |s1 ± s2| /Z

)
k̄aℓ |s1 ± s2| /Z

(C6)

where Jν is the ν-order Bessel function of the first kind.
This result can be analyzed in the limit of an infinite lens
k̄aℓ → ∞ by expressing the first-order Bessel function as
an integral

J1

(
k̄aℓ |s1 ± s2|

Z

)
=

|s1 ± s2|
k̄aℓZ

∫ k̄aℓ

0

dx xJ0

(
|s1 ± s2|

Z
x

)
(C7)

and noting the Bessel function definition of the Dirac
delta function

δ (y) = y

∫ ∞

0

dx xJ0 (yx) (C8)

Appendix D: Propagation integrals

In this section, we discuss in detail the propagation of
an initial mutual intensity function past a circular aper-
ture with transmission function Eq. 17 (without directly
calculating the coherent fraction as in Appendix C). We
will assume the Fraunhofer limit and use Eq. 9.

First, consider the case Gaussian correlations. The
mutual intensity function in the plane Z = 0 with
coordinates s1 and s2 is given by Γ0 (s1, s2) =

|A|2 e−(s1−s2)
2/ξ2 where A is the (complex) amplitude

of the scalar field and ξ is the coherence length. The
four-dimensional propagation integral for the mutual in-
tensity function in the Fraunhofer limit Eq. 9 is reduced
to a one dimensional integral in the case of the intensity
and a two dimensional integral in the case of the mutual
intensity function evaluated at the points r1 = −r2 = r.
We list the simplified propagation integrals here.

The intensity is

I (f) =
ϵ0c

2

2π3/2 |A|2 a4

λ̄2Z2

×
∫ 2

0

dρ ρe−ρ2/ξ2rG02
02

(
1/2 1
−1 0

∣∣∣∣ 4

ρ2

)
J0 (fρ)

(D1)

where G is the Meijer G-function, Jν is the ν-order Bessel
function of the first kind, ξr = ξ/a is the coherence length
relative to the aperture radius, and f = ak̄r/Z is the di-
mensionless far-field position with magnitude f . This ex-
pression is derived by applying Schell’s theorem [31, 32].
There does exists an exact series expansion for the inten-
sity [52], however the integral expression was numerically
faster and more accurate in our studies.

The mutual intensity function is derived from the con-
volution theorem. The general result of applying the con-
volution theorem to Eq. 9 and changing variables is

Γ
(
f̄ , δf

)
=

|A|2 a2

λ̄2Z2n
ei

Z
k̄
f̄ ·δf

∫
d2ḡ ñ

(
f̄ − ḡ

)
×
(
J1 (|δf/2 + g|)
|δf/2 + g|

)(
J1 (|δf/2− g|)
|δf/2− g|

) (D2)

where ñ is the momentum distribution, as discussed in
the main text, and we have normalized by the (homoge-
neous) density n. The mutual intensity function is best
cast in terms of the mean f̄ = (f1 + f2) /2 and differ-
ence δf = f1 − f2 of the dimensionless far-field position
variables, where f1 = ak̄r1/Z and f2 = ak̄r2/Z. In the
classical Maxwell-Boltzmann limit, we use the Gaussian

momentum density ñ
(
k∥
)
= e−ξ2rk

2
∥/4 and the density

n = 1/λ2
T . Evaluating at r1 = −r2 = r or f̄ = 0 we
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obtain

Γ (0, 2f) =
π |A|2 a4ξ2r

λ̄2Z2

∫ ∞

0

dg

∫ 2π

0

dη ge−ξ2rg
2/4

×

J1

((
f2 + g2 + 2fg cos (η)

)1/2)
(f2 + g2 + 2fg cos (η))

1/2


×

J1

((
f2 + g2 − 2fg cos (η)

)1/2)
(f2 + g2 − 2fg cos (η))

1/2


(D3)

where η is geometrically the angle between f and g. Al-
though the expressions look different, the intensity and
mutual intensity function are equal on-axis r = 0 with
the value

I (0) = Γ (0, 0) =
π2 |A|2 a4ξ2r

λ̄2Z2

×
(
1− e−2/ξ2r

(
I1

(
2

ξ2r

)
+ I0

(
2

ξ2r

))) (D4)

where Iν is the ν-order modified Bessel function of the
first kind.

Next, consider the case of Bose gas correlations. Since
the exact mutual intensity function is expressed as a se-
ries of Gaussian functions, i.e. Eq. 4, we could apply the
Gaussian results to the problem at hand. However, this is
computationally intense if the classical coherence length
ξ0 is small compared to the aperture radius a as many
nontrivial terms become important for z → 1. Alterna-
tively, if the classical coherence length ξ0 is a sufficiently
large fraction of the aperture radius a, then there ex-
ists j ≥ 1 not too large such that the diffracted mutual
intensity function may be approximated by the analyti-
cally known diffraction pattern for a completely coherent
source.

But since we are primarily interested in the former
case, we instead directly use the Bose-Einstein momen-
tum distribution in Eq. D2. This approach allows us
to probe the parameter-space more quickly. We list the
simplified propagation integrals here. The intensity is

I (f) =
ϵ0c

2

π |A|2 a4ξ20,r
λ̄2Z2 (− log (1− z))

×
∫ ∞

0

dg

∫ 2π

0

dη
g

z−1eξ
2
0,r(f

2+g2−2fg cos(η))/4 − 1

×
(
J1 (g)

g

)2

(D5)

where now ξ0,r = ξ0/a is the classical coherence length
relative to the aperture radius. The mutual intensity

function evaluated at r1 = −r2 = r or f̄ = 0 is

Γ (0, 2f) =
π |A|2 a4ξ20,r

λ̄2Z2 (− log (1− z))

×
∫ ∞

0

dg

∫ 2π

0

dη
g

z−1eξ
2
0,rg

2/4 − 1

×

J1

((
f2 + g2 + 2fg cos (η)

)1/2)
(f2 + g2 + 2fg cos (η))

1/2


×

J1

((
f2 + g2 − 2fg cos (η)

)1/2)
(f2 + g2 − 2fg cos (η))

1/2



(D6)

For comparison to experiment, it is more instructive
to use the density rather than the fugacity as a pa-
rameter. Introducing the particle number in the aper-
ture ζ = πa2n, we can rewrite the integral expres-
sions for the intensity and mutual intensity function
in a non-dimensional form with the substitution ζ =

− log (1− z) /ξ20,r and z = 1−e−ξ20,rζ . This is the parame-
terization used in the main text. With these expressions,
the coherent fraction can be calculated numerically.

Appendix E: Coherence function at finite
time-separation

Folling Ref. [22], the full first-order coherence func-
tion as a function of the position separation r = |r − r′|
and the dimensionless thermal time-separation θ =
kBT (t− t′) /ℏ is

G (r, θ) =
1

πξ20

∞∑
j=1

zj

j + iθ
e−r2/ξ20(j+iθ) (E1)

which can be normalized by the usual homogeneous den-
sity n = − log (1− z) /πξ20 to obtain the normalized
full first-order coherence function g(1) (r, θ). Following
Sec. IIIA, we can calculate the coherent fraction for a
classical Maxwell-Boltzmann source z → 0 over a disk of
radius a in the limit of uniform intensity

CGS (θ) =
ξ2

4a2

(
1− e−4a2/ξ2(1+θ2) cos

(
4θ

ξ2 (1 + θ2)

))
(E2)

Therefore, the coherent fraction CGS can exhibit oscilla-
tions in both the coherence length ξ (with θ ̸= 0) and the
time-separation θ (with ξ finite). This is in contrast to
the correlation area which is more well-behaved∫

d2r
∣∣∣g(1) (r, θ)∣∣∣2 =

πξ2

2

(
1− e−2a2/ξ2(1+θ2)

)
(E3)

In the limit of no aperture a → ∞ with the coher-
ence length ξ and time-separation θ fixed, the correlation
area becomes πξ2/2 which is independent of the time-
separation θ as the disk no longer limits which points
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can contribute to the correlations. Similarly, the coher-
ence time is ∫

dθ
∣∣∣g(1) (r = 0, θ)

∣∣∣2 = π (E4)

which is quoted in the main text.
The coherent fraction at finite time-separations in the

case of Bose gas correlations can be defined similarly to
Eq. 15

CBG (θ) =
1

− log (1− z)

∞∑
j=1

zj

j
CGS

(
θ

j
,
√
jξ0

)
(E5)

where CGS

(
θ/j,

√
jξ0
)

denotes the classical Maxwell-
Boltzmann result Eq. E2 with the adjusted dimensionless
thermal time-separation θ/j and the adjusted coherence
length

√
jξ0. The expression for CBG (θ) does not yield

oscillations in the fugacity z or equivalently the density
n, a fact which is already clear from Eq. E1.
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