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We experimentally observe harmonic oscillations in a bosonic condensate of

exciton-polaritons confined within an elliptical trap. These oscillations arise from

quantum beats between two size-quantized states of the condensate, split in energy

due to the trap’s ellipticity. By precisely targeting specific spots inside the trap

with non-resonant laser pulses, we control the frequency, amplitude, and phase

of these quantum beats. The condensate wavefunction dynamics are visualized on

a streak camera and mapped to the Bloch sphere, demonstrating Hadamard and

Pauli-Z operations. We conclude that a qubit based on a superposition of these

two polariton states would exhibit a coherence time exceeding the lifetime of an

individual exciton-polariton by at least two orders of magnitude.
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Introduction

Quantum beats are a wide-spread phenomenon that is characteristic of a coherent dynamics of a

two-level quantum system excited in a superposition state (1–3). The period of the beats is de-

termined by the energy splitting of two participating quantum states (2), while their decay time

characterizes the decoherence processes that are necessarily present in any quantum system coupled

to an environment (3, 4). In condensed matter physics, quantum beats caused by size-quantization

of electron (5), hole (6) or exciton (7) wave-functions, Zeeman splitting (8), spin-orbit (9), hyper-

fine (10) interactions etc have been documented. Quantum beats are typically detected by optical

methods, including time-resolved photoluminescence (11), pump-probe (1), four-wave mixing (12),

Faraday-rotation (13) spectroscopy, spin noise (14) and photon-echo (15) spectroscopies as well as

several other techniques. These approaches enable detection of the oscillations of intensity, polari-

sation, coherence degree and/or other measurable characteristics of light caused by quantum beats

in crystals, molecules and other matter objects coupled to light (16). In this context, bosonic light-

matter quasiparticles, namely, exciton-polaritons (17–19) represent a unique laboratory for studies

of the optical manifestations of quantum beats. In the strong exciton-photon coupling regime in

semiconductor microcavities, the quantum beats between exciton-polariton eigen-modes frequently

referred to as Rabi-oscillations have been observed since mid-1990s (20, 21). Later on, a number

of experiments demonstrated the complex coherent oscillatory dynamics of the polarization and

intensity of light emitted by linear combinations of various polariton states (22, 23) that e.g. led to

generation of full Bloch light beams (22). A fundamental factor that limits the decay time of polari-

ton quantum beats is life-time of an individual exciton polariton which is typically less than hundred

picoseconds even in high-quality semiconductor microcavities (24). Nevertheless, some oscillatory

phenomena with much longer decay times in many-body bosonic condensates of exciton-polaritons

have been recently theoretically discussed (25–27) and experimentally observed (28,29) . It has been

argued that the combination of strong optical non-linearity caused by repulsive polariton-polariton

interactions, stimulated scattering of polaritons and dissipative coupling between different polariton

condensates may lead to the limit-cycle solutions (25), dynamical attractors (26, 30) and even to

polariton time-crystals (27). The decay time of oscillations characteristic of non-linear phenomena

such as limit cycles strongly exceeds the life-time of individual exciton-polaritons and, theoretically,
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tends to infinity. In contrast to the quantum beats characteristic of a linear two-level quantum system

whose frequency is simply given by the splitting between two participating energy levels, the limit

cycle oscillations have their dynamics governed by a variety of factors including the polariton con-

centration, polariton-polariton interaction constants, spatial dependence of the polariton lifetime

etc (26).

In the present work, we report on the experimental observation of regular oscillations of a trapped

exciton-polariton condensate which persist over at least 1 ns. The frequency of the oscillations is

defined by the splitting between size-quantization levels of the polariton condensate confined in a

trap and it can be tuned either by changing the ellipticity of the trap or by modifying its potential

with use of control pulses of light. In order to check that the observed dynamics is not linked with

any dynamical attractor of a limit cycle type, we perturb the state of the condensate by sending

control laser pulses. By mapping these dynamics to the Bloch sphere, we observe how a closed loop

trajectory characteristic of quantum beats is changed upon arrival of control pulses. We observe no

relaxation dynamics characteristic of an attractor. Based on these observations, we conclude that

the observed oscillations are quantum beats experienced by the polariton condensate as a whole

entity. These beats have several unique features: (i) they persist over times orders of magnitude

longer than the single-polariton lifetime, (ii) they involve several thousands of polaritons composing

the condensate, (iii) a pronounced real space dynamics is observed. The macroscopic many-body

wavefunction of a polariton condensate changes on a length-scale of over 10µm with a periodicity

of about 100 ps. This manifestation of coherent real-space dynamics of a macroscopic many-body

object paves the way to realisation of polariton qubits as discussed in recent publications (29,31–33).

Results

Setting the trap

We study bosonic condensates of exciton-polaritons created by a non-resonant cw optical excitation

in a planar GaAs-based microcavity. The sample description and its characteristic optical spectra

can be found in (34). We use a spatial-light modulator (SLM) (see figure S1) to create an elliptical

trap for exciton-polaritons shown in figure 1, panel (a). We take advantage of the driven-dissipative
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Figure 1: The optically-induced elliptical trap used for confinement of an exciton-polariton con-

densate. (a) the trap (light ring) and the spot of a control pulse inside the ring. (b) the intensity of

emission of the trapped condensate in real space in the absence of quantum beats. (c) the space-

dependent phase of the condensate wavefunction extracted from the interferometry images. Panels

(d) and (e) show the experimental images of the eigen-functions of the trapped condensate referred

to as px- and py- orbitals, corresponding to the 2nd and 3rd size-quantization energy levels of the

trap. Panels (f), (g), (h), (i) demonstrate the maps of an amplitude a(x,y) (f,h) and a phase ϕ0(x,y)

(g,i) of the oscillations obtained from fitting the experimental data (f,g) by harmonic oscillatory

functions and calculated (h,i). Both in the experiment and theoretical calculation, the ellipticity co-

efficient of the trap of 1.054 has been chosen. (j) shows an example of the experimentally measured

dynamics of the condensate emission intensity triggered by the control pulse and detected at the

streak-camera slot oriented along x-axis. The yellow line in (k) is the cut of the image in (j) along

the horizontal line. The blue line in panel (k) shows the corresponding density of the condensate

wavefunction calculated within the two-level model. (l) the energy splitting of px- and py-eigen

energies δE = h̄ω as a function of the ellipticity of the trap. Points show the splittings extracted

from the fit of the experimental data. Blue line shows the calculation results. Parameters of the

model: m= 7 eV, ωx = 0.352 ps−1, ωy = 0.371 ps−1.
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nature of exciton-polariton condensates in order to achieve bosonic condensation at the energy

states other than the ground state. We carefully chose the design of the trap and the pumping

intensity in order to make sure that the ensemble of exciton-polaritons populates a selected pair

of energy levels of the trapping potential. The eigen wave-functions corresponding to these states

represent two-dimensional p-shape orbitals.

To change the state of the condensate, or to put it into the oscillatory mode, we modify the profile

of the potential trap with use of non-resonant control pulses. These pulses excite electron and hole

clouds that eventually form incoherent excitons which, in their turn relax to the polariton modes.

All together, this leads to the appearance of a localised repulsive potential acting on the polariton

condensate. This potential eventually vanishes on the time scale of several hundred picoseconds (see

figure S7 of the Supplementary Material). The emission of excitons (exciton-polaritons) created by

a control pulse can be directly observed with use of streak-camera as panel (a) in figure 1 shows.

One can see how its peak relaxes in energy, eventually reaching the condensate energy (figure S7).

Elliptical traps offer the advantage of optical control over the energy splitting between p-shape

orbitals. The experimentally obtained spatial distributions of the polariton densities corresponding

to these orbitals are shown in panels (d) and (e) in figure 1. We perform mapping of the true eigen

functions of the trap by measuring the spatial maps of the phase ϕ0 (x,y) and amplitude a(x,y) of

the oscillations of intensity of the emitted light induced by quantum beats between the eigen states

of the trap. These maps obtained both experimentally and theoretically are shown in the panels

(f), (g), (h), and (i) of figure 1. The oscillations are the most pronounced in the areas of strongest

overlap between px and py orbitals. Varying the ellipticity of the trap we tune the splitting of px

and py orbitals on a micro-electron-Volt scale as panel (l) in figure 1 illustrates.

Modelling of the dynamics of trapped condensates

The oscillatory dynamics observed in our experiments can be analytically reproduced by a linear

two-level model. We approximate the optically induced trap confining the condensate of exciton-

polaritons by a modified potential of a two-dimensional harmonic oscillator (for details, see Sup-

plemental Materials). We solve the two-dimensional Schrödinger equation and obtain the energy

spectrum of the trapped condensate. We assume that the system occupied the px-eigen state prior to
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the arrival of the control pulse. The effect of this non-resonant pulse we model by a time-dependent

perturbation potential. Figure 1(k) shows the theoretical calculation of the dynamics of the density

of the polariton condensate at the specific spot of the elliptical trap (blue curve). These results

appear to be in a good agreement with the experimental data (yellow curve).

Streak-camera measurement of the coherence time

Streak-camera measurements allow to visualise time- and space-resolved images of polariton con-

densates. The decay time of beats of the intensity of photoluminescence appears to exceed signif-

icantly the decay time of the beats of the first-order coherence extracted from the interferometry

measurements (29). Indeed, the intensity beats caused by real-space oscillations of the conden-

sate wave-function decay with the spatial coherence of the system. From our measurements, we

conclude that the spatial coherence time is definitely longer than 1 ns.

We demonstrate the spatial distribution of the polariton density obtained experimentally and

numerically at different moments of time within one such period in figure 2. In order to maximize

the magnitude of intensity oscillations detected by streak-campera we use a sequence of 8 control

pulses incident to the same spot at equal time intervals, as dashed lines in figure 2(b) show. The

repetition frequency in this sequence of pulses was chosen equal to the condensate oscillation

frequency. As a result, a parametric resonance of the oscillation amplitude was observed (see

Supplementary Material, figure S9).

We find a very good agreement of the measurements with predictions of a two-level quasi-

analytical model. After reaching the stationary oscillation regime, we observe pronounced intensity

beats which may be fitted by an harmonic function: a(x,y)sin [ωt+ϕ0(x,y)] at each spatial point.

This confirms that the dynamics of the system can be described in terms of the beats between two

discrete quantum states of a polariton condensate in the trap.

Mapping to the Bloch sphere

It is instructive to map the observed quantum beats to a Bloch sphere. We do it by fitting the

time-resolved tomography images recorded by the streak-camera with use of a two-level model

introduced above. The oscillatory dynamics of the system manifests itself in the precession of its
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Figure 2: (a) The time-dependent emission of the trapped polariton condensate detected within

the streak-camera slit, (b) shows the cut of the image (a) along the horizontal line indicated in (a).

Vertical purple dashed lines show the times of arrival of the control pulses. Five dashed gray lines

in (b) indicate the times at which the images of the polariton condensate in panels (c)–(g) are taken.

The experimental images of the condensate emission intensity in real-space ((c)–(g)) demonstrate

the evolution of the condensate wavefunction within a single period of oscillations, which is 176 ps

in this specific case. The corresponding numerically calculated images ((h)–(l)) are obtained with

use of the set of parameters: m= 20 eV, ωx = 0.136 ps−1, ωy = 0.144 ps−1.
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quantum state on the surface of the Bloch sphere as panel (f) in figure 3 shows.

The dynamics of the studied quantum system on a Bloch sphere does not seem to be affected

by any attractor. The system is not tending towards a specific point or a region on the Bloch sphere

as time goes.

Hadamard and Pauli operations

The poles of the Bloch sphere may be considered as the computational basis states |0⟩ and |1⟩.

Once a polariton condensate is placed in a superposition of two eigen states of a trap, it may be

considered as a qubit. Using non-resonant optical pulses focused at different locations of the trap

we have been able to change the state of the trapped condensate. These changes manifest themselves

in changing frequency, amplitude and phase of the quantum beats observed in the streak-camera

images. Mapping the state of the condensate to the Bloch sphere we observed how the studied

quantum system transfers from a pole of the sphere to its equatorial plane (figure 3(e,f)). This

constituted an example of the Hadamard operation given by:

H = 1√
2

1 1

1 −1

 . (1)

In order to implement the high fidelity Hadamard operation, we have measured the dependence

of the amplitude of the beats induced by the sequence of control pulses on the pump power and

compared it with the theoretical prediction (figure 3(c)). The black line in figure 3(c) shows the

predicted fidelity of the Hadamard operation for a pulse centered at the red spot in the panel (d).

Carefully choosing the spot hit by the sequence of control pulses we have been able to achieve a

fidelity of the Hadamard operation of over 0.9. The theoretical estimate for the fidelity is much

higher, about ∼ 1, as one can see from the calculated fidelity map shown in figure 3(d).

Once the Hadamard operation is implemented, we implement also Pauli-Z operation given by:

Z =

1 0

0 −1

 . (2)

This is achieved by sending the 9th control pulse to a different from the first 8 pulses spatial location.

It moves the system to an opposite end of the diameter in the equatorial plane of the Bloch sphere,

as figure 4 illustrates. We have examined two possible spatial locations of the 9th control pulse,
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as the panel (d) in figure 4 shows. The phase of the quantum beats is being shifted by either +π

or −π depending on the control pulse location. The final state of the system on the surface of the

Bloch sphere was the same in both cases, as the panels (e,f) in figure 4 illustrate. The experimental

fidelity of the implemented Pauli-Z operation was 0.95 in both cases.

Conclusion

Surprisingly, bosonic condensates of exciton-polaritons which receive and lose particles every fem-

tosecond demonstrate quantum beats persisting on a nano-second timescale. The phase locking of

px- and py-orbitals imposed by the control pulse survives much longer than the phase of the con-

densate as a whole. This conclusion is consistent with the recent experiments on persistent currents

of exciton-polaritons in a ring geometry (35). The trapped condensate can be efficiently controlled

by short laser pulses. The read-out scheme developed here allows for full quantum tomography

measurements of the presumed qubit. We demonstrate high-fidelity singe qubit operations. On the

other hand, it remains to be verified if an entangled state of two such qubits can be created. The latter

is crucial for the implementation of two-qubit gates and further scaling up of polartion quantum

networks. We anticipate a new twist in the development of quantum polaritonics once the violation

of the Bell inequality for a couple of polariton condensates is demonstrated (see also the section

"Polariton vs superconducting qubits" in the Supplementary Material).
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Figure 3: Implementation of the Hadamard operation (1) on a trapped polariton condensate. (a) the

experimental streak-camera image of the condensate density cross-section as a function of time.

Vertical dashed white lines show when the control laser pulses arrive. (b) the calculated dynamics

of the condensate density cross-section. (c) the experimental (orange dots) and theoretical (blue

solid line) pumping intensity dependencies of the amplitude of the condensate axis rotation from

its initial position. The black curve shows the dependence of the predicted fidelity of the Hadamard

operation as a function of the control pulse intensity. (d) the color map showing the calculated

dependence of the fidelity of the Hadamard gate on the coordinates (x0,y0) of the spot hit by

control pulses. The red dot shows the position used in the experiment. (e) shows the calculated

trajectory of the system on the surface of the Bloch sphere under an effect of 8 control pulses

arriving subsequently, (f) shows the same trajectory in a frame rotating with the frequency of the

observed quantum beats. Parameters of the model: m= 30 eV, ωx = 0.152 ps−1, ωy = 0.164 ps−1.
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Figure 4: Implementation of the Pauli-Z operation (2) on a trapped polariton condensate. (a) the

experimental streak-camera image of the condensate density cross-section as a function of time for

the control pulse location shown by a dot (1) in the panel (d), (b) shows the same for the control

pulse location shown by a dot (2) in panel (d). The arrival times of control pulses are indicated by

vertical dashed lines in the panels (a) and (b). (c) the experimental (yellow and purple lines) and

theoretical (dashed blue and green lines) dependencies of the shift of the phase of quantum beats

induced by control pulses incident to the sample at the locations (1) and (2) indicated in panel (d)

as functions of the corresponding pumping intensities. (d) the color map showing the calculated

dependence of the fidelity of the Pauli-Z gate on the coordinates (x0,y0) of the spot hit by control

pulses. The orange spot shows the location of the first 8 pulses used to implement the Hadamard

operation, the blue and green spots marked (1) and (2) show locations of of the 9th pulse triggering

the Pauli-Z operation. (e) and (f) show the calculated trajectories of the system on the surface of

the Bloch sphere in the rotating frame under an effect of 9 control pulses with the 9th pulse arriving

at the location (1) and (2) shown in the panel (d), respectively. Parameters of the model: m = 30

eV, ωx = 0.152 ps−1, ωy = 0.164 ps−1.
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Figure S1: Experimental set-up. BS — non-polarizing beam splitter. PBS — polarizing beam

splitter. BB — black body. DMD SLM — spatial light modulator based on digital micromirror

device. CW — single-mode cw laser with Eph = 1.65 eV. PM — power meter. MO — micro

objective. FELH — low-pass spectral filter. MZI — Mach-Zhender interferometer.

1 Methods

The sample under study is a planar structure grown by molecular-beam epitaxy. The bottom

Bragg mirror, a cavity with twelve embedded quantum wells and the top Bragg mirror were grown

subsequently on a GaAs substrate. The top (botton) mirror consists of 40(45) pairs of AlAs/GaAlAs

λ/4-layers. The AlGaAs 3λ/2 cavity includes three sets by 4 GaAs quantum wells placed in the

anti-nodes of the cavity mode. The quality factor of the sample was 16000. The gradient of cavity

width made it possible to select the detuning between quantum well exciton and photon modes

by moving the laser spot on the surface of the sample. All experiments were carried out at the
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Figure S2: Emission of the polariton laser at different pump powers of the trap. Week external

ellipse shows approximate position of the trap while the two bright emitting spots with a hole at

the center is a polariton condensate. Trap laser powers are shown as numbers on the images.

Figure S3: Emission of the polariton condensate at different orientations of the trap. Sequential

images correspond to the following orientations of the trap: -10, 20, 45, 90 degrees.
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Figure S4: (a) The sequence of 8 laser pulses used for Hadamard operations measured with a

streak camera. Dashed white line indicates the cross-section along which the the time dependence

at graph (b) is plotted.
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Figure S5: Stokes components of polariton emission. (a) Linear V-H. (b) Linear A-D. (c) Circular.

Figure S6: Electric field autocorrelation function g1(t) measured on spontaneous emission of

polariton condensate. Yellow curve - trap power 18 mW. Grape line - trap power 25 mW.
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Figure S7: Time- and energy-resolved emission of the microcavity after high energy femtosecond

pulse excitation arriving at t=600 ps. Horizontal line at 1.530 eV is the emission of condensate in

the trap. (a) and (b) panels shows emission taken far and near from the pulse.
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Figure S8: (a), (d) Time- and spatially-resolved emission of the polariton condensate excited with

a single femtosecond pulse. Variations of shaping of the laser beam forming the trap leads to

the intensity oscillations with a time-dependent frequency, (a), oscillations with two characteristic

frequencies, (d). The time dependence in panels (b), (e) corresponds to the white dashed line in

panels (a), (d), respectively. Panels (c), (f) show the energy-resolved spectra calculated from the

time dependent intensities (b), (e), respectively.
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Figure S9: The influence of the pump power of the control (a) and cw (b) laser beams on the

position and amplitude of the parametric resonance that occurs once the repetition rate of laser

pulses matches the splitting between the excited states of the trap. The energy splitting of the eigen

states of the trap is controlled by the ellipticity (a/b) of the trap as shown in figure S13.
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Figure S10: (a) Sequential pumping of condensate oscillations with a series of eight femtosecond

pulses. The first pulse arrives at t = 200 ps. The last pulse arrives at t = 1530 ps. The time range of

1530-2200 ps corresponds to the decay of oscillations after the train of control pulses. (b) Cross-

section of the time- and spatially-resolved image taken at the maximum of the condensate emission.

(c) The Fourier spectrum of emission of the condensate calculated from the cross-section of the

time-dependent emission in the time range between the vertical dashed lines.
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Figure S11: Experimentally measured time- and specially-resolved emission of the polariton con-

densate at different cross-sections. (a)-(c) Relative positions of the condensate emission map in the

real space and the streak camera slit (horizontal line in the middle of the panels). (d)-(f) Corre-

sponding time dependencies of the condensate emission. The excitation scheme corresponds to the

consecutive implementation of the Hadamard and Pauli-Z operation.

small negative detuning. The sample was cooled out to the temperature 6 K using a closed-cycle

low-vibration cryostat. The vibration level of the sample was less than 100 nm.

The laser beam of the cw single-mode semiconductor laser was focused on the sample surface

with a 50x objective in the shape of an ellipse. The photon energy of the laser was 1.65 eV

corresponding to the first dip in the reflection coefficient of the top Bragg mirror of the sample. The

elliptical shape of the laser beam was created using a spatial light modulator (SLM, micro-mirror

array with 1M of 16x16 µm computer-controlled mirrors). The internal diameter of the resulting

trap was about 20 µm while the width of the trap was about 1 µm. The trap ellipticity, defined as

a ratio of the major to minor axis lengths, was varied in a small range 1 .. 1.1. The width and the

diameter of the trap were chosen in such a way that the first excited state of the trap was mostly

populated by exciton-polaritons. The corresponding polariton condensate density distribution looks

like a dumbbell oriented along the major axis of the trap. The orientation of this dumbbell-like state

follows the orientation of the elliptical trap if we rotate it as figure S3 shows. The laser radiation

power was controlled using a half-wave phase plate and a linear polarizer within the range of 0-30
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Figure S12: (a) An example of the extraction of the tilting angle of the dipole (dumbbell) state

from the reconstructed image of the condensate. The yellow dashed line shows an angular section

where the condensate intensity is sampled for the approximation. (b) The yellow curve shows the

emission intensity as a function of angle around the center of the image. The fit of the date with a

function y(ϕ) =Acos2(ϕ+α), where α is the tilting angle of the dipole, is shown by the black line.

mW and was time modulated. The lasing threshold of a polariton laser corresponds to the pump

power of the order of 25 mV. The heating of the sample, which was inevitable at such pump power,

apparently determined the coherence time of the observed oscillations in our case.

In addition to cw laser radiation, two beams of a pulsed femtosecond titanium-sapphire laser

with the same wavelength were focused at the sample to control the polariton dynamics. The first

beam which initiated quantum beats consisted of eight pulses coming one after another at 190

ps intervals. To create such a beam we passed the laser light through four glass plates of equal

thicknesses installed parallel to each other at a certain distance. The reflection collected from this

set-up represented the pulse train shown in figure S4. This laser beam was then directed through

a 10:90 beam splitter onto the sample surface and served as a control pulse for the Hadamard

operation. Another beam passed through a motorized delay line and was also focused onto the

sample. Its position on the sample could be changed with respect to the position of the first pulse.

The diameter of the control beams on the sample did not exceed 1 micron.

To determine the state of the condensate, its radiation was collected through the same objective
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Figure S13: Spatial distribution of the energy-resolved emission of the polariton condensate con-

fined in an elliptical trap. Sequential panels correspond to the sequential pixels of the CCD camera

placed at the output slit of the spectrometer. Each image is normalized to the maximum intensity.

At the highest intensity of the cw laser that forms the trap all the excited states of the trap are

populated by polaritons.
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Figure S14: Energy splitting between the 2nd and 3rd dipole (dumbbell) states in the elliptical trap

as a function of the ellipticity of the trap extracted from the frequency of intensity oscillations

(yellow circles) and the spectroscopy data (lilac circles). Yellow and lilac curves are theoretical fits.

through which the optical pumping was carried out. The incident beams and polariton emission were

separated using a non-polarizing beam splitter. Laser light in the detection channel was cut off using

a low-pass filter. To measure time- and wavelength-integrated photoluminescence a cooled CCD

camera was used. Part of the emitted light was passed through a polarization analyzer, consisting

of a quarter- and half-wave phase plate and a linear polarizer, allowing the measurement of various

components of the polarization vector. The observed emission of the polariton laser was linearly

polarized with the polarization degree exceeding 50 %. The predominant polarization component

was the linear horizontal polarization, see figure S5. A Mach-Zehnder interferometer was used

to analyze the phase distribution of the polariton emission. Scanning the length of one of the

interferometer arms allowed us to measure the coherence time g1(τ) of the condensate (figure S6).

In our sample it was comparatively short, about 20 ps. To analyze the emission spectrum, a 0.5-

meter spectrometer with a grating of 1800 pcs/mm equipped with a cooled CCD camera was used.

At the other output of the spectrometer, a streak camera with a synchro-scan unit was installed,

providing a time resolution of 20 ps on a time scale of 2 ns. To sequentially scan the image of the

condensate along the slit of the streak camera, a focusing lens in front of the spectrometer was
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installed on a motorized stage, setting a scanning step in terms of distance on the sample surface of

down to 10 nm. The sample has a certain density of defects, which appear as vertical and horizontal

lines in the radiation of the polariton condensate. Apart from affecting the polariton condensation,

these defects do not manifest themselves in any way, but the condensate pinned to them is seen

more brightly than if placed in the rest of the sample. The distance between the defects is on the

order of 1-20 micrometers depending on the point on the sample. The dipole (dumbbell) state in the

trap interacts with these defects, which manifests itself in a change in the orientation of the dipole

as it approaches and moves away from the defect.

Depending on the location of the spot on a condensate where the control pulse has arrived,

different dynamics of the condensate evolution can be observed. In this work we discuss only

the case where this dynamics shows periodical oscillations characterised with a large number of

periods. Even in a perfectly symmetrical trap we observe oscillations. Their frequency depends

on the relative positions of the trap and defects, as well as on the power of the control pulse and

the power of the cw pump laser. In addition, at single pulse excitation, the beats frequency usually

changes over time, decreasing almost twice as time goes, see figure S7. In the spectrum of the

beat signal, this manifests itself as the appearance of a long-wavelength tail. Sometimes the beats

at multiple close frequencies can be also observed, as figure S7b shows. For control pulse train

consisting of 8 pulses, no beats occur in a symmetrical trap, since the pulse repetition rate does

not coincide with the random beat frequency defined by the defects. To find the ellipticity at which

the splitting between states coincides with the pulse repetition rate we scan the ellipticity once

the distance between pulses in the train is fixed. To do this, patterns with ellipticity ranging from

1 to 1.1 are alternately displayed on the SLM and the beat amplitude is measured. An example

of such a dependence is presented in figure S8. The observed dependence of the beats amplitude

on the ellipticity usually exhibits a narrow maximum, the position of which depends both on

the power of the control pulse (a) and on the power of the cw laser creating the trap (b). The

resulting beats are largely monochromatic, since we are selectively pumping a specific transition.

(figure S9.) To measure the time dependence of the emission of the condensate, the latter is divided

into successive strips. In each strip on the streak camera, the time dependence of the emission is

measured (figure S10(a-c)), the the accumulated data are assembled by a computer to create a single

time-dependent image. Based on this array of data, gif images were built in which the time scale was
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increased by 1010 times, see the Supplementary Data. The comparison with theoretical predictions

was done by extracting of the angle of rotation of the condensate in real space. To do this, at each

point in time, a circular cross-section of the condensate in the region of maximum luminescence

was taken and the dependence of the emission intensity was plotted as a function of the polar angle

assuming that the center of coordinates coincides with the center of the condensate (figure S11) This

dependence is well described by the square cosine function characterised with a certain amplitude

and phase. As a result of the approximation of successive sections, the dependence of the phase on

time was extracted, which was then compared to the theory.

The splitting between dipole (dumbbell) states can be extracted from the frequency of the beats

and it can also be directly measured spectroscopically. For this purpose, the condensate radiation

has been also decomposed into successive strips, but instead of measuring the time dependence,

this time we have measured the frequency-resolved spectrum of emission in each strip. Then, using

a computer, an image of the condensate was assembled and plotted as a function of the emission

energy as figure S12 shows. In this case, instead of control pulses, we used a higher pump power in

such a way that all states confined in the trap were populated. After processing, only two dipole-like

states were selected from the full set of states, and their spectral position was determined as a

function of the trap ellipticity. Although the experiment was performed at a different pump power,

a good agreement was found between the splitting frequency extracted from the beat frequency and

one obtained by the spectral analysis, as figure S13 shows.

2 Model

A polariton condensate in an elliptical trap is characterised by a discrete energy spectrum. The eigen

energies are not equidistant, and splittings between them may be efficiently tuned by controlling

the ellipticity of the trap. In the limit of small ellipticity, the splitting between 2nd and 3rd energy

levels corresponding to px and py orbitals is much smaller than the splittings between 1st and 2nd

or 3rd and 4th energy levels. This allows to approximate the coherent dynamics of a superposition

of px and py states by a 2x2 Hamiltonian. The beats observed in our experiments can be reproduced

by a linear two-level model with a good accuracy. This allows us to consider px and py states of the

trapped condensate as the computational basis states |0⟩ and |1⟩.
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In order to make our model quasi-analytical, let us describe the trap confining the condensate

of polaritons using the potential of a two-dimensional harmonic oscillator

V = mf(φ)
2

(
ω2

xx
2 +ω2

yy
2
)
, (S1)

where the difference between ωx and ωy accounts for the controlled ellipticity. We introduce a

dimensionless function f(φ) (of the order of ∼ 1) that accounts for the built-in anisotropy of the

trap. The potential (S1) enters the Schrödinger equation

ih̄
∂ψ

∂t
=
(

− h̄2

2m∆+V

)
ψ = Ĥ0ψ. (S2)

The stationary solutions of such a Hamiltonian can be found numerically. In the case of a small

ellipticity (a = ωx/ωy ≈ 1) the first two excited states are ψ10 and ψ01, which differ in energy by

∆E = h̄(ωx −ωy). Numerically, we obtain a similar energy spectrum of the trap. Let us denote px

and py orbitals as |0⟩ and |1⟩ and their energies as ε0 and ε1, respectively. To describe the beats in

the condensate, we set the initial state of the system as follows:

|ψ⟩ = cos
(
θ

2

)
|0⟩+sin

(
θ

2

)
eiϕ |1⟩ , (S3)

where θ and ϕ are the latitude and the longitude on the Bloch sphere, respectively.

The evolution of the state |ψ⟩ as a function of time τ in the basis of the eigen-functions of a

non-perturbed system |0⟩ and |1⟩ can be described by the following operator:

Û0(τ) = exp
(

− i

h̄
Ĥ0τ

)
=

exp(−iε0τ/h̄) 0

0 exp(−iε1τ/h̄)

. (S4)

To change the state of the condensate, or to put it into the oscillatory mode it is necessary to

employ a control pulse. We assume here that is initially the system finds itself in one of the dipole

states |0⟩ or |1⟩). We describe the impact of the pulse with use of the perturbation theory. Namely,

we introduce the perturbation potential VI(r, t) = V0,If(r)g(t), which is localised in the real space

near the point r0 = (x0, y0) : f(x,y) = exp
[
−α(r− r0)2

]
and and in time near the moment t0:

g(t) = exp
[
−γ(t)(t− t0)2

]
, where γ(t) = γ1 for t < t0, and γ(t) = γ2 for t > t0.

The Hamiltonian of a perturbed system reads Ĥ = Ĥ0 +VI(r, t). The matrix elements vij(t) of

the pulse in the basis of |0⟩ and |1⟩ at the moment t can be calculated numerically. The evolution
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of |ψ⟩ is described now by the following operator

ÛI(t1, t2) = T
{

exp
[
− i

h̄

∫ t2

t1
Ĥ(t′)dt′

]}
, Ĥ =

ε0 +v00(t) v01(t)

v10(t) ε1 +v11(t)

. (S5)

We assume the perturbation potential to be small enough in order to enable one to neglect the

mixing of px and py states with the ground state or higher excited states.

2.1 Simulation of a quantum gate operation: the Hadamard transform

Let us consider system being in the quantum state |ψ0⟩ at the moment t = 0. The action of a

Hadamard gate at this state should bring the system to the state |ψH⟩ at the time τ > 0:

|ψH⟩ = Û0(τ)Ĥ |ψ0⟩ , (S6)

where H is defined as:

H = 1√
2

1 1

1 −1

 . (S7)

In practice, the Hadamard gate can be implemented by applying a time-dependent perturbation

potential VI(r, t). The action of this potential at times t0 > 0 transfers the initial state |ψ0⟩ to the

state |ψI⟩ at the time τ > 0:

|ψI⟩ = ÛI(0, τ) |ψ0⟩ . (S8)

Let us consider τ > t0 long enough for the potential to extinct:

exp
[
−γ2(t0 − τ)2

]
≪ 1 (S9)

In this limit, the evolution of state |ψI⟩ is the same as one in a non-perturbed system. Thus, the

chosen pulse triggers the Hadamard gate operation if the states |ψI⟩ and |ψH⟩ differ only by the

phase eiφ for any initial state |ψ0⟩. In other words, the following condition must be satisfied

ÛI(0, τ) = eiφÛ0(τ)H. (S10)
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Figure S15: (left panel )The dependence of the magnitude D at the center of the pulse (x0,y0) for

the Hadamard operator at t0 = 292.2 ps. (right panel) Dependence of the average fidelity F (found

via averaging over 30 randomly selected ψ0) on the position of the center of the control pulse spot

(x0,y0) at t0 = 292.2 ps. This dependence should coincide with those of figure S15, in the limit of

infinite number of considered initial states.

2.2 The optimization of parameters of the perturbation potential

To obtain the control pulse parameters needed for the most accurate implementation of the Hadamard

gate we should maximize a fidelity F , which is canonically defined through the dot product of the

anticipated (true) and actually obtained Bloch vectors averaged over a large number of different

initial states:

F ≡ F̄ = ⟨|⟨ψH |ψI⟩|2⟩. (S11)

F = 1 would indicate that the chosen perturbation pulse triggers the Hadamard operation with a

hundred percent fidelity.

There is another way to find the required parameters of the perturbation potential, which is

less demanding from the computational point of view. To obtain the evolution operator ÛI(0, τ) of

the system perturbed by VI(r, t), we can use the fact that the corresponding columns of evolution

operator matrix describe the evolution of states |0⟩ and |1⟩ which are vectors (1, 0) and (0, 1),

respectively, in the basis ψ10 and ψ01 from t = 0 to t = τ . The parameters of the pulse satisfying

the equation (S10) can be found by minimization of L2 norm of the difference between ÛI(0, τ)
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Figure S16: The dependence of the longest distance D (by x0, y0) and the highest fidelity of the

Hadamard operation F (by x0, y0) found on a set of calculated evolutions of 30 randomly selected

initial states ψ0 on the arrival time of the control pulse t0 .

and Û0(τ)H taking into account the possible difference in phase:

D =
∥∥∥ÛI(0, τ)eiξ − Û0(τ)H

∥∥∥, ξ=arg
[(
Û0(τ)H

)
00

]
−arg

[(
ÛI(0, τ)

)
00

]
. (S12)

Below we give an example of calculation for the following set of parameters:m= 510 meV,ωx = 0.2

ps−1, ωy = 0.21 ps−1, VI,0 = 0.4 meV, γ1 = 5 ·10−2 ps−2, γ2 = 5 ·10−4 ps−2. The dependencies of

the matrix distance D and the average fidelity F on x0 and y0 are shown in figure S15. Figure S16

shows the lowest (by x0,y0) D and the highest (by x0,y0) F dependencies on the arrival time of

the control pulse t0. These dependencies demonstrate that the higher fidelity F corresponds to the

lower norm D, moreover, the introduced metric D yields more reliable estimates of the correct

time of control pulse arrival. With this procedure we obtain an average fidelity of ∼ 0.9999 for 30

randomly selected |ψ0⟩ at the optimised pulse location (introduced below) at t0 = 292.2 ps.

One can see that |ψH⟩ and |ψI⟩ are almost the same states and the pulse simulates Hadamard

gate with a good accuracy. The lowest norm D for the Hadamard operator has been obtained

for x0 = −1.72 µm, y0 = 0.59 µm and at t0 = 292.2 ps (the maximal fidelity is found for the

same coordinate). In figure S17, we also demonstrate an example of the action of the perturbation

potential in the case of obtained coordinate and sending time. As an agreement, one can choose

that such a point in time should be determined by one percent of the maximal value of the control

pulse, in case of t0 = 292.2 ps, this moment of time is 282.5 ps.
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2.3 The realization of Pauli operations

The similar maps can be obtained the operators which correspond to Puali matrices: σx, σy and σz.

The lowest normD for σx operator has been obtained at x0 = 0.6 µm, y0 = −0.5 µm and t0 = 292.2

ps, the corresponding heat map is presented in figure S18. The lowest norm D for σy operator has

been obtained for x0 = 1.4 µm, y0 = −1.1 µm and t0 = 135 ps. The corresponding color map is

presented in figure S19. Finally, the lowest norm D for σz operator has been obtained for x0 = 0

µm, y0 = 1.8 µm and t0 = 66 ps. The corresponding color map is shown in figure S20. We note that

the norm distribution for σz is independent on time, this gate can be realized at any time moment

by sending the control pulse to the specific spots. Finally, we summarize all the data on the time

dependencies of the best-norm behaviour on time in figure S21.

2.4 The theoretical description of the decay of quantum beats

The experimental data demonstrates a damping of oscillations that leads to the eventual relaxation

of the condensate to |0⟩ state. In order to describe this decay and relaxation, the conservative two-

level model presented in the main text needs to be upgraded. Here we account for both processes

by introducing of a phenomenological exponential factor in the coefficient |1⟩ of |ψ⟩ superposition

expansion (|ψ⟩ = c0(t) |0⟩+ c1(t) |1⟩):

∣∣∣ψ̃〉= 1
A

[
c0(t) |0⟩+ c1(t)e−βt |1⟩

]
, (S13)

where β is a positive fitting parameter, while A(t) =
√

|c0(t)|2 + |c1(t)|2e−2βt is the normalization

factor. An example of the application of this phenomenological approach is presented in figure S22,

where behaviour of intensity corresponding to the experiment from figure 3 was theoretically fitted.

3 Polariton vs superconducting qubits

The experimental demonstration of long lasting quantum beats of a trapped polariton condensate

paves the way to applications of similar systems for the realisation of quantum processors. Con-

ceptually, polariton qubits are somewhat similar to superconducting phase qubits. In both cases,
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the object that is being quantized is a many body entity including millions of Cooper pairs in

the case of a superconducting qubit and tens of thousands polaritons in the case of a polariton

qubit. In both cases, the number of particles participating in the quantized state is linked to the

phase by an uncertainty principle and cannot be known exactly. On a microscopic level, Cooper

pairs constantly dissociate to uncorrelated electron pairs and are constantly being formed from

uncorrelated electrons, the process that is accounted for e.g. in the BCS wave-function (see e.g. an

insightful discussion in Ref. (36)). Similarly, exciton-polariton polariton condensates are constantly

dissipated by radiative decay and constantly replenished by stimulated scattering from excitonic

reservoirs. Importantly, the spatial coherence in a superconducting circuit or in a polariton con-

densate seem to be not affected by fluctuations of the particle numbers caused by above mentioned

processes. At least, the spatial coherence is preserved over macroscopic times that are orders of

magnitude longer that the life-time of an individual quasiparticle participating in the supercon-

ducting current or a polariton condensate. Besides similarities, there exist important differences

between superconducting qubits and (a theoretical concept of) polariton qubits. First, Cooper pairs

are charged particles whose transport is strongly affected by external magnetic fields. The quanti-

zation of magnetic flux defines the energy spectra of superconductinig qubits such as fluxonium. In

contrast, exciton-polaritons are electrically neutral, their quantization in a trap is nothing but size

quantization. Second, Josephson junctions are paramount for the realization of superconducting

qubits, as they introduce a non-linearity in dependence of the inductance of the superconducting

circuit on the frequency of superconducting current. This non-linearity breaks makes the energy

spectrum of a superconducting circuit non-equidistant, that allows for selection of a pair of energy

split eigen states for the realization of a qubit. In contrast, the energy spectrum of a polariton

condensate in a two-dimensional trap is non-equidistant anyway. In a circular trap some of the

energies of some of the eigen states, such as 2px and 2py states are degenerate. This degeneracy

can be lifted in an elliptical trap, where tuning the ellipticity one can efficiently tune the splitting of

2px and 2py states. This splitting remains significantly smaller than the energy separating this pair

of states from 1s or 3s neighbouring states in the trap. Third, in order to control superconducting

qubits, microwave pulses are used which requires fabrication of two-dimensional wave-guides. We

have demonstrated that the control of polariton qubits may be achieved by using non-resonant

femtosecond optical pulses. This seems a surprising finding having in mind that the optical fre-
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quency exceeds the splitting of basis states of the qubit by orders of magnitude. Still, the optical

method works here because the life-time of clouds of incoherent excitons is 2-3 orders of magnitude

longer than the duration of laser pulses that create them. The resulting repulsive potentials serve as

time-dependent perturbations (sort of effective magnetic fields) that enable efficient optical control

of the quantum states of the trapped condensate. We believe, the optical control constitutes an

important advantage of polariton qubits. Having in mind that the elliptic potentials where polariton

condensates are confined are also formed by optical means (with use of a non-resonant cw laser

and a spatial-light modulator) we are confident that the scalability of polariton quantum networks

maybe achieved at a relatively cheap price, as there is no need to grow new structures and use

lithography in this case. Last but not least, the operation temperature of superconducting qubits

is currently at the milli-Kelvin range. In contrast, the present experiments on polariton quantum

beats have been realised at the temperature of about 6K. In the future, passing to the systems that

enable polariton superfluidity at the room temperature, such as the perovskite-based microcavities,

we hope to realize room-temperature polariton qubits (32).
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Figure S17: Initial and final states of the system perturbed by the control pulse compared to the

anticipated result of the Hadamard operation visualized on the Bloch sphere. Upper panel shows

the initial state |ψ0⟩ (left) and the final state |ψI⟩ after the pulse action (right). The lower panel

shows the same initial state |ψ0⟩ (left) and the target state |ψH⟩ corresponding to the Hadamard

gate operation (right). The final state is detected at the time τ = 500 ps.
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Figure S18: The dependence of the norm D on the location of the center of the control pulse spot

(x0,y0) for σx operator at t0 = 292.2 ps.
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Figure S19: The dependence of the norm D on the location of the center of the control pulse spot

(x0,y0) for σy operator at t0 = 135 ps.
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Figure S20: The dependence of the norm D on the location of the center of the pulse spot (x0,y0)

for σz operator at t0 = 292.2 ps.
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Figure S21: The dependence of the shortest distance D (by x0, y0) on time of the control pulse

arrival t0 for all Pauli operationss.
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Figure S22: The time dependence of the angle between the axis of the condensate and its initial

orientation: experiment and theory. This plot is a counterpart of the dynamics shown in figure 3,

with damping taken into account and the parameters of the control pulse spot modified to obtain

the best fit.
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