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Q uantum T heory ofT w o-Photon W avepacket Interference in a B eam Splitter
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W estudy ageneraltheory on theinterferenceofatwo-photon wavepacketin abeam splitter.The

theory iscarried outin theSchr�odingerpictureso thatthequantum natureofthetwo-photon inter-

ference isexplicitly presented.W e �nd thatthe topologicalsym m etry ofthe probability-am plitude

spectrum ofthe two-photon wavepacket dom inates the m anners oftwo-photon interference which

aredistinguished according to increasing and decreasing thecoincidenceprobability fortheabsence

ofinterference. However,two-photon entanglem ent can be witnessed by the interference m anner.

W edem onstratethenecessary and su�cientconditionsfortheperfecttwo-photon interference.For

a two-photon entangled state with an anti-sym m etric spectrum ,it passes a 50/50 beam splitter

with the perfecttransparency.The theory contributesan uni�ed understanding to a variety ofthe

two-photon interference e�ects.

PACS num ber(s):42.50.D v,03.65.Ta,42.50.Ar

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Photonsasbosonstend to bunching,thatis,photonsare m ore likely to appearclose togetherthan fartherapart.
Thishappensforthe photonic�eld with a classicalanalogy.Forsom eoptical�eld,however,photonsm ay behaveas
an opposite e�ect | the photon anti-bunching. Itis known thatphoton anti-bunching e�ect providesan evidence
forexplicitly quantum m echanicalstatesofthe optical�eld withoutclassicalanalogy.W hen two photonsm eetin a
beam splitterfrom two inputports,how do they exitfrom the outputports? Thisisan interesting topic concerning
thequantum natureofphoton interference.The�rstexperim entalobservationsoftwo-photon interferencein a beam
splitterwere reported in 1980s.[1][2]In the experim ents,two photonsto be interfered are spatially separated and
degenerated with the sam e frequency and polarization. This can be done by the spontaneously param etric down-
conversion (SPDC)oftypeIin a crystal,in which a pairofphotons,signaland idle,areproduced.In thedegenerate
case,two photonsare m ixed in a 50/50 beam splitter,no coincidence countofphotonsisfound attwo outputports.
Thise�ectwaslately called the photon coalescence interference (CI),[3]since two photonsm eeting in beam splitter
go together. The early theoreticalexplanation wasbased on indistinguishability oftwo single photons,thatis,the
interference occursforthe degenerate photonswhen they m eetin a beam splitter.In the furtherexperim ents,ithas
been found that,in addition to thedegeneratephotons,the two-photon interferencem ay occurfortwo photonswith
di�erentcolorsand polarizations.[4]-[7]However,forthedegeneratecasewhen theindividualsignalphoton and the
idle photon are arranged outoftheircoherentrange (they do notm eetatthe beam splitter),the interference isstill
observed.[8]-[10]O bviously,thesephenom ena can notbeexplained by theindistinguishability oftwo singlephotons.
Asa m atteroffact,allthe above experim entswere perform ed by the SPDC,the source em itting entangled photon
pairs. A successfultheoreticalexplanation isto use two-photon entanglem entwith the help ofconceptualFeynm an
diagram s in which the pair ofphotons interfered should be seen as a whole,the two-photon or biphoton,so that
thephoton entanglem entplaysan essentialrolein two-photon interference.[11][12]Recently,theinterferenceoftwo
independentphotonshasbeen studied experim entally and theoretically.[13]-[15]Santorietal[13]hasdem onstrated
in their experim ent,that two independent single-photon pulses em itted by a sem iconductor quantum dot show a
coalescenceinterferencein a beam splitter.In thiscase,itseem sthatonecannotusetheconcept"biphoton" because
the photon entanglem entisabsent.
Aswereview allthesestudieson two-photon interference,itcould beconfusing why som etim estwo nondegenerate

photonscan interfere with each otherand som etim esthey cannot,and som etim esthe interferenceoftwo degenerate
photons occurs only when they m eet together and som etim es the photon m eeting is not necessarily the case. A
reasonableexplanation could be attributed to photon entanglem ent.Asm entioned above,theentangled pairfortwo
nondegenerate photons should be seen as a biphoton and the interference occurs between biphotons. Therefore,it
m ightbeconcluded thattherearetwo kindsofinterferencem echanism s:the"biphoton picture" forentangled photon
pair and "two photons picture" for independent photons. Ifthat is true,one has to face a perplexed question,as
argued in the developm entofquantum m echanics,how the "cleverphotons" know whetherthey should behave asa
biphoton ora single-photon in the interference.
In thispaper,wecontributea com pletetheoreticaldescription fortwo-photon interferencein a beam splitter.Since

any realistic beam should have a �nite frequency range which m ustbe taken into account,we study the two-photon
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statein a wavepacketwhich can beeitherentangled orun-entangled.Thequantum descriptionsofthebeam splitter
can be im plem ented in both the Schr�odingerpicture (S-picture)and the Heisenberg picture (H-picture). Since the
beam splitter introduces a sim ple transform for �eld operators,the theoreticaldescription in the H-picture is m ore
convenient,and itwasexploited in them osttheoreticaldiscussions.Though thetwo picturesshould givean identical
result,the description in the H-picture averagesthe distinctinform ation on quantum state.Instead,we discussthis
issuein theS-picture,so itcan show m orephysicalunderstanding forthenatureoftwo-photon interference.Thenet
coincidence probability can be readily evaluated by ourtheory.W e �nd thatthe sym m etry oftwo-photon spectrum
playsa key rolein theinterferencem anners.W edistinguish thecoalescenceand anti-coalescenceinterferences(ACI),
and �nd outthenecessaryand su�cientcondition fortheperfectCIand ACI.W eprovethatthephoton entanglem ent
isirrelevantto CI,butnecessary forACI.Therefore,theACIe�ectisthesignatureoftwo-photon entanglem ent,and
it could be an e�ective experim entalm ethod to detect photon entanglem ent. However,we propose a two-photon
transparentstatewhich can passthebeam splitterwith a fulltransparency.Thetheory coverstwo cases:two-photon
state in a polarization m ode and in two polarization m odes,which m ay correspond to the source ofSPDC oftype I
and type II,respectively.

II.P R ELIM IN A R Y T H EO R ET IC A L D ESC R IP T IO N

A .generaldescription about quantum interference

Letusbriey review how thequantum interferencehappens.Ifa quantum system consistsofm orethan onesource,
orthe interaction includesseveralparts,the state ofthe system j	iisa coherentsuperposition ofthese sourcesor
parts

j	 1i= c1j�i+ c2j�i; j	 2i= c3ji+ c4j�i; (1)

j	i= j	 1i+ j	 2i= c1j�i+ c2j�i+ c3ji+ c4j�i:

Assum ethatallthestatesj�i;j�i;jiand j�iaredistinguishableeach with others,thereisno quantum interference.
If,however,therearesom eindistinguishablestatesgenerated in thesecoherentsourcessuch as

j	 1i= c1j�i+ c2j�i; j	 2i= c3j�i+ c4j�i; (2)

j	i= j	 1i+ j	 2i= c1j�i+ (c2 + c3)j�i+ c4j�i;

state j�iin two sourceshasto be added together. The probability of�nding state j�iforj	im ay notbe equalto
the sum ofthose forj	 1iand j	 2i,unlessthe interferenceterm

c2c
�
3 + c

�
2c3 = 2jc2c3jcos[arg(c2)� arg(c3)] (3)

is null. In other words,the quantum interference happens ifthe interference term (3) is not null. There are two
reasonsfortheabsenceofinterference.O nepossiblereason issim ply thatthereisno indistinguishablestatebetween
two sources,thatisc2 = 0 orc3 = 0.Anotherreason could be outofphase fortwo coherentam plitudes,c2 and c3.
In thissense,the indistinguishable state isonly a necessary condition forinterference,butnota su�cientone. The
relative phase between the am plitudes c2 and c3 m ay settle the interference absence,constructive and destructive
according to null,positiveand negativeinterferenceterm s,respectively.
In the language ofquantum state,in essence,the interference originatesfrom the coherentsuperposition ofprob-

ability am plitudes for the indistinguishable states ofdi�erent sources. W e survey two-photon interference in this
picture.

B .input-output transform ation ofquantum state in a beam splitter

A beam splitter perform s a linear transform for two input opticalbeam s. In the quantum regim e,the bosonic
com m utation m ustbesatis�ed forallthe�eld operatorsin thebeam splittertransform .So,foralosslessbeam splitter,
the generaltransform ation between inputand output�eld operatorsobeys[16]

�
b1
b2

�

= S(�;��;��)

�
a1
a2

�

; S(�;��;��)=

�
ei�� cos� ei�� sin�

� e� i�� sin� e� i�� cos�

�

; (4)
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where ai and bi are the �eld annihilation operators for the input and output ports,respectively. The subscript i
(i= 1;2)sym bolizesthe portsin the sam epropagation direction.� characterizesthe reection and the transm ission
rates,forinstance,� = �=4 fora 50/50beam splitter.�� and �� aretwo phasesallowed in theunitary transform ation
(4). In transform ation (4),two input beam s,a1 and a2,should be in the sam e m ode. In other words,two input
photonsareindistinguishableassoon asthey arem ixed in the beam splitter.
Transform ation (4) is carried out in the H-picture. In principle, it can solve allthe problem s concerning the

beam splittertransform by evaluating expectation valuesof�eld operators. Nevertheless,the m ethod wipesoutthe
inform ation ofwhathappensforquantum state.Thisshortcom ing can beavoided in theS-picture.Thetransform of
wavevectorin the S-picture,corresponding to the operatortransform ation (4),j	iout = U j	iin,hasbeen discussed
in Ref.[16],in which an explicitexpression ofU hasbeen given.Alternatively,we use a sim plerm ethod to evaluate
the outputwavevector.Itisa sim ilarm ethod asfora dynam ic quantum system | when the evolution ofoperators
hasbeen known in theH-picture,onem ay obtain thestateevolution in theS-picturewithoutsolving theSchr�odinger
equation.[17]Them ethod requirestwoconditions:(i)theinitialstateisknown asj	iin = f(a1;a

y

1
;a2;a

y

2
)j�i;(ii)the

inverse evolution ofstate j�iisknown asj� 0i= U � 1j�i.In the beam splittercase,we setj�i= j0iand,obviously,
a vacuum statej0iisalwaysconserved asU j0i= U � 1j0i= j0i.So thatthe outputstateisobtained as

j	iout = U j	iin = U f(a1;a
y

1
;a2;a

y

2
)j0i= U f(a1;a

y

1
;a2;a

y

2
)U � 1

U j0i= U f(a1;a
y

1
;a2;a

y

2
)U � 1j0i (5)

= f(U a1U
� 1
;U a

y

1
U
� 1
;U a2U

� 1
;U a

y

2
U
� 1)j0i= f(b1;b

y

1;b2;b
y

2)j0i;

where bi � U aiU
� 1 and b

y

i � U a
y

iU
� 1(i= 1;2). Because bi = U � 1aiU isknown due to Eq. (4),one m ay obtain its

inversetransform as
�
b1

b2

�

= S
� 1(�;��;��)

�
a1

a2

�

= S(� �;� ��;��)

�
a1

a2

�

: (6)

Itisnotdi�cultto check S(�;� �;��)S(� �;� ��;��)= I.Forthe conveniencein use,wewrite

b
y

1(!)= cos�ei�� a
y

1
(!)� sin�e� i��a

y

2
(!); (7)

b
y

2(!)= sin�ei��a
y

1
(!)+ cos�e� i�� a

y

2
(!):

C .quantum states ofsingle-photon and tw o-photon w avepackets

A single-photon stateofthem onochrom aticbeam with thefrequency !,travellingin a given propagation direction,
iswritten asay�(!)j0i. The index � denotesa particularpolarization ora spatialm ode. Any practicalbeam hasa
�nite bandwidth,so a generalform ofthe single photon statecan be expressed as

j�si=
X

!

C�(!)a
y
�(!)j0i; (8)

whereC�(!)isthespectrum oftheprobability am plitude.Thesingle-photon wavepacketcorresponding to theabove
stateisobtained as

h0jE (+ )

� (z;t)j�si=
X

!

E�(!)C�(!)e
i!(z=c� t) � eC�(z=c� t); (9)

wherethe �eld operatorforthe polarization m ode � isdescribed by

E
(+ )

� (z;t)�
X

!

E�(!)a�(!)exp[i!(z=c� t)]; (10)

and E�(!)isthe �eld am plitude perphoton.jeC�(z=c� t)j2 showsan expectation forthe �eld intensity at(z;t).
A single-photon state can be in a m ultim ode superposition. The concept"m ode" concerned here refersto polar-

ization orspatialdistribution,butnotradiation frequency and propagation direction,becausethedirection hasbeen
given and the frequency dependence has been incorporated into state (8). A single-photon state oftwo m odes is
written as
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j�si=
X

!

[C�(!)a
y
�(!)+ C�(!)a

y

�
(!)]j0i; (11)

where� and � arem ode index.
Then weconsideraquantum statecontainingtwophotonsseparated spatially.Each photon hasagiven propagation

direction,designated by thesubscripts1 and 2,so thattheseparated two photonsareready to beincidentupon two
inputportsofa beam splitter.In the description ofa two-photon wavepacket,wediscusstwo cases.
C ase I :two-photon wavepacketin the sam epolarization (orspatial)m ode
Ifwe assum e two photons to be in the sam e polarization m ode,the two-photon state in a generalform can be

expressed as

j�tw oi=
X

!1;!2

C (!1;!2)a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i: (12)

Note that two photons in the state ay
1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i are distinguishable even if!1 = !2 since they are separated

physically. C (!1;!2)denotesa spectrum oftwo-photon wavepacket.The corresponding two-photon wavepacketfor
state(12)isgiven by

h0jE (+ )

1
(z1;t1)E

(+ )

2
(z2;t2)j�tw oi=

X

!1;!2

E(!1)E(!2)C (!1;!2)e
i!1(z1=c� t1)e

i!2(z2=c� t2) � eC (z1=c� t1;z2=c� t2): (13)

Equation (12) can describe both entangled and un-entangled two-photon states. Iftwo-photon spectrum can be
factorized as

C (!1;!2)= C1(!1)C2(!2); (14)

thetwo-photon statej�tw oiisun-entangled.Thatis,thetwo-photon stateconsistsoftwo independentsingle-photon
wavepacketssuch as

h0jE (+ )

1
(z1;t1)E

(+ )

2
(z2;t2)j�ti=

X

!1;!2

E(!1)E(!2)C1(!1)C2(!2)e
i!1(z1=c� t1)e

i!2(z2=c� t2) � eC1(z1=c� t1)eC2(z2=c� t2);

(15)

where eCj(z=c� t) is the single-photon wavepacket designated by Eq. (9). O therwise,ifthe factorization (14) is
im possible,Eq.(12)de�nesa frequency-entangled two-photon state.Thecorresponding two-photon wavepacket(13)
can notbe factorized into two single-photon wavepacketsasEq.(15)does.
Thiskind oftwo-photon state can be generated in the SPDC oftype I.Forexam ple,in the degenerate case,the

two-photon spectrum ofa pairofentangled photonscan be expressed in a sym m etricform [11]

C (!1;!2)= g(!1 + !2 � 
p)e
� [(!1� 
 )

2
+ (!2� 
 )

2
]=(2�

2
)
; (16)

where 
 and � are the centralfrequency and the bandwidth,respectively,for both the signaland the idle beam s.

p = 2
 isthe centralfrequency forthe pum p beam .Function g(x)describesthe phasem atching.Forsim plicity,it
can be assum ed asa G aussian

g(!1 + !2 � 
p)= Ae
� (!1+ !2� 
 p)

2
=(2�

2

p ); (17)

where�p isthe bandwidth ofthe pum p beam .In the caseof�p ! 0,Eq.(17)tendsto a �� function

g(!1 + !2 � 
p)= A�(!1 + !2 � 
p): (18)

Asan im portantexam ple,a setofBellstates,which consistoftwo m onochrom aticphotonswith frequencies
1 and

2 being in the sam epolarization,arewritten as

j��
i= (1=

p
2)

X

!1;!2

[�(!1 � 
1)�(!2 � 
1)� �(!1 � 
2)�(!2 � 
2)]a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i; (19a)

j	 � i= (1=
p
2)

X

!1;!2

[�(!1 � 
1)�(!2 � 
2)� �(!1 � 
2)�(!2 � 
1)]a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i: (19b)
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C ase II :two-photon wavepacketin two orthogonalpolarization (orspatial)m odes
W eassum ethattherearetwo un-entangled single-photon wavepacketstraveling in di�erentdirections,and each of

them isdescribed by a two-m odesuperposition state (11).The com bined stateforthe two photonsiswritten as

j�ssi=
X

!1

[C1�(!1)a
y

1�(!1)+ C1�(!1)a
y

1�
(!1)]

X

!2

[C2�(!2)a
y

2�(!2)+ C2�(!2)a
y

2�
(!2)]j0i (20)

=
X

!1;!2

[C1�(!1)C2�(!2)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�(!2)+ C1�(!1)C2�(!2)a
y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�
(!2)

+ C1�(!1)C2�(!2)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)+ C1�(!1)C2�(!2)a

y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�(!2)]j0i:

In the generalcase,a two-m odetwo-photon wavepacketcan be expressed as

j�tw oi= j��� i+ j���i+ j���i+ j���i; (21)

where

j�m m i=
X

!1;!2

Cm m (!1;!2)a
y

1m (!1)a
y

2m (!2)j0i; m = �;� (22a)

j���i=
X

!1;!2

C��(!1;!2)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)j0i: � $ � (22b)

There are four two-photon spectra,C�� (!1;!2);C��(!1;!2);C��(!1;!2);C��(!1;!2),which describe a two-m ode
two-photon wavepacket. Ifthe factorization ofEq. (21) into Eq. (20) is im possible,the two-m ode wavepacketis
entangled.
Thiskind oftwophoton statescan begenerated in theSPDC oftypeII,in which apairofdown-converted photons,

o-rayand e-ray,arepolarization-orthogonal.A very fam ousexam pleisthesetofBellstatesconsistingoftwophotons:
onewith frequency 
� and polarization � and theotheronewith frequency 
 � and polarization �,

j�� i= (1=
p
2)

X

!1;!2

[�(!1 � 
�)�(!2 � 
�)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�(!2)� �(!1 � 
�)�(!2 � 
�)a
y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�
(!2)]j0i; (23a)

j	 � i= (1=
p
2)

X

!1;!2

[�(!1 � 
�)�(!2 � 
�)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)� �(!1 � 
�)�(!2 � 
�)a

y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�(!2)]j0i: (23b)

The Bellstatesj	 � ican be generated in the SPDC processoftype-II,in which two down-converted photonscom e
from the overlap ofthe o-ray and e-ray cones.[19]However,a half-wave-plate can change the polarization between
horizontaland vertical,so thatby using two orthogonalhalf-wave-platesin two paths,the Bellstates j�� ican be
obtained from j	 � i (ifone sets 
� = 
�). By taking into accountthe bandwidths ofthe beam s,the polarization
entanglem entstategenerated in SPDC oftype IIcan be described as

j	 w (�)i=
X

!1;!2

g(!1 + !2 � 
p)[e
� (!1� 
 � )

2
=(2�

2

�
)� (!2� 
 � )

2
=(2�

2

�
)
a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2) (24)

+ ei�e� (!1� 
 � )
2
=(2�

2

�
)� (!2� 
 � )

2
=(2�

2

� )a
y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�(!2)]j0i;

where 
p = 
� + 
�;and we have assum ed thato-ray and e-ray havedi�erentcentralfrequenciesand bandwidths.
The phase � dependson the crystalbirefringence.Butifone putsa wave-platein path 1,itispossible to introduce
an additionalrelativephaseto the polarization �,so thatthe phase� can be setasdesired.[19]

III.T W O P H O T O N IN T ER FER EN C E IN A B EA M SP LIT T ER

A .output quantum states and coincidence probability

Equation (5)can be used to calculatethe outputquantum state forany inputstate incidentupon a beam splitter.
W e focuson the inputstatesofa two-photon wavepacket,ashasbeen shown in the lastsection.
C ase I :Forthe inputstate(12),the corresponding outputstateafterthe beam splittertransform isobtained as
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j�tw oiout =
X

!1;!2

C (!1;!2)b
y

1(!1)b
y

2(!2)j0i (25)

=
X

!1;!2

C (!1;!2)[a
y

1
(!1)e

i�� cos� � a
y

2
(!1)e

� i�� sin�][ay
1
(!2)e

i�� sin� + a
y

2
(!2)e

� i�� cos�]j0i

=
X

!1;!2

C (!1;!2)f[a
y

1
(!1)a

y

1
(!2)e

i� � a
y

2
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)e

� i�]cos� sin�

+ [ay
1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)cos

2
� � a

y

2
(!1)a

y

1
(!2)sin

2
�]gj0i;

where � = �� + ��. In the sum m ation taken in the whole frequency space, the states corresponding to
(!1;!2) and (!2;!1) are indistinguishable and should be added together. For doing it, we m ay take

P

!1;!2

=
P

!1< !2

+
P

!1= !2

+
P

!1> !2

,and then exchangethe variables!1 and !2 in the lastsum m ation.In result,Eq.(25)
iswritten as

j�tw oiout =
X

!1< !2

f[C (!1;!2)+ C (!2;!1)][a
y

1
(!1)a

y

1
(!2)e

i� � a
y

2
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)e

� i�]cos� sin� (26)

+ [C (!1;!2)cos
2
� � C (!2;!1)sin

2
�]ay

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)

+ [C (!2;!1)cos
2
� � C (!1;!2)sin

2
�]ay

1
(!2)a

y

2
(!1)gj0i

+
X

!

C (!;!)f[(ay
1
(!))2ei� � (ay

2
(!))2e� i�]cos� sin� + (cos2 � � sin2 �)ay

1
(!)ay

2
(!)gj0i:

Fora 50/50 beam splitter(In the following text,we consideronly the case ofthe 50/50 beam splitter.),Eq. (26)is
reduced to

j�tw oiout = (1=2)

 
X

!1< !2

f[C (!1;!2)+ C (!2;!1)][a
y

1
(!1)a

y

1
(!2)e

i� � a
y

2
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)e

� i�] (27)

+ [C (!1;!2)� C (!2;!1)][a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)� a

y

1
(!2)a

y

2
(!1)]g

+
X

!

C (!;!)[(ay
1
(!))2ei� � (ay

2
(!))2e� i�]

!

j0i:

In Eq. (27),the �rst and lastterm s describe two photons exiting from the sam e output port,whereasthe second
term describestwo photonsexiting from two di�erentportsresulting in a "click-click" in coincidence m easurem ent.
The coincidenceprobability fora "click-click" detection attwo outputportsisevaluated by

Pc = (1=4)� 2
X

!1< !2

jC (!1;!2)� C (!2;!1)j
2 = (1=4)

X

!1;!2

jC (!1;!2)� C (!2;!1)j
2
; (28)

where we have considered that jC (!1;!2)� C (!2;!1)j2 is sym m etric with respect to the diagonal!1 = !2 in the
frequency space(!1;!2)and vanishesat!1 = !2.Itcan be expressed in the integration form as

Pc = (1=4)

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2jC (!1;!2)� C (!2;!1)j
2 (29)

=
1

2

�

1�
1

2

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2[C (!1;!2)C
�(!2;!1)+ c.c.]

�

;

wherethe norm alization
R1
� 1

d!1
R1
� 1

d!2jC (!1;!2)j2 = 1 hasbeen applied.
W hatwe have done from Eq. (25)to Eq. (26)isin factthe sam e operation asEq. (2). Physically,in the input

two-photon wavepacket,itm ay contain two sources:
source 1 { a photon offrequency !1 atport1 and the otherphoton offrequency !2 at port2 with the am plitude
C (!1;!2);
source 2 { a photon offrequency !2 atport1 and the otherphoton offrequency !1 at port2 with the am plitude
C (!2;!1).
The above pair ofsources,ay

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i and a

y

1
(!2)a

y

2
(!1)j0i,in the input state can generate indistinguishable

outputstates.In thespectralplanefortheinputstatein which each pointcorrespondsto a biphoton sub-statewith
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an am plitude C (!1;!2),the diagonal!1 = !2 divides the plane into two parts. The interference occursbetween a
pairofsym m etric pointswith respectto the diagonal,asshown in Fig.1.
Equation (29)forthecoincidenceprobability showsan interferenceterm C (!1;!2)C �(!2;!1)+ c.c..Aspointed out

in Sec.II-A,the necessary and su�cientcondition forthe absenceofinterferenceis
Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2[C (!1;!2)C
�(!2;!1)+ c.c.]= 0: (30)

Itresultsin a 50% coincidence probability,thatis,the probability ofthattwo photonsgo togetherisequalto that
they exitfrom di�erentports.O bviously,ifthe spectrum ofthe inputstatesatis�es

jC (!1;!2)C (!2;!1)j= 0; (31)

theinterferencedisappears.In thiscase,thereisnopairoftwo-photon statestobeinterfered,asshown in Fig.1a.But
condition (31)isnotnecessary forthe absence ofinterference.The othercondition forthe absence ofinterference is
outofphasebetween am plitudesC (!1;!2)and C (!2;!1),i.e.argC (!1;!2)� argC (!2;!1)= (n+ 1=2)�.O therwise,
the phasedi�erence oftwo biphoton statesdeterm inesincreaseand decreaseofthe coincidenceprobability.
Now we can answerthe question raised in Introduction.In the language ofquantum state,itisclearto show the

natureofinterferencebased on the"biphoton",butnot"two photons".W hatweem phasizeisthatthisinterference
m echanism doesnotask forany precondition forthe inputtwo-photon state,eitherentangled orun-entangled. W e
willshow in the following thatentangled two-photon wavepacketbehavesin a distinctinterference m annerdi�erent
from un-entangled one.
C ase II :Ifwe assum e thatthe beam splitterdoesnotchangethe polarization ofthe inputbeam ,Eq.(7)can be

stillused to thepolarization m odes� and � individually.In a two-photon statewith two polarizations,thebiphoton
state with the sam e polarization �� isdistinguishable from the stateswith the sam e polarization �� and the cross
polarizations�� and ��. Therefore,the interference can notoccuram ong them . Forthe inputstate shown in Eq.
(21),one m ay calculatethe outputstate in such a way

j�tw oiout = j��� iout+ j���iout+ j���+ ��iout; (32a)

j�m m iout = U j�m m i; m = �;� (32b)

j���+ ��iout = U (j���i+ j���i): (32c)

Equation (32b)hasalready been calculated in Eqs.(25)-(27).Equation (32c)can be calculated as

j���+ ��iout =
X

!1;!2

[C��(!1;!2)b
y

1�(!1)b
y

2�(!2)+ C��(!1;!2)b
y

1�(!1)b
y

2�(!2)]j0i (33)

=
X

!1;!2

[C��(!1;!2)b
y

1�(!1)b
y

2�(!2)+ C��(!2;!1)b
y

1�(!2)b
y

2�(!1)]j0i

=
X

!1;!2

f[C��(!1;!2)+ C��(!2;!1)][a
y

1�(!1)a
y

1�
(!2)e

i� � a
y

2�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)e

� i�]sin� cos�

+ [C��(!1;!2)cos
2
� � C��(!2;!1)sin

2
�]ay

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)

� [C��(!1;!2)sin
2
� � C��(!2;!1)cos

2
�]ay

2�(!1)a
y

1�
(!2)gj0i:

Fora 50/50 beam splitter,itiswritten as

j���+ ��iout = (1=2)
X

!1;!2

f[C��(!1;!2)+ C��(!2;!1)][a
y

1�(!1)a
y

1�
(!2)e

i�
� a

y

2�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)e

� i�] (34)

+ [C��(!1;!2)� C��(!2;!1)][a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)� a

y

2�(!1)a
y

1�
(!2)]gj0i:

In the sum m ation,the �rst term shows � and � photons traveling together,and the second term shows � and �

photonsexiting separately from two outputports,causing a "click-click" counting.
Forthe inputstate ofEq.(21),the norm alization isdescribed as

1= n�� + n�� + n�� + n��; (35a)

nm m =

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2jCm m (!1;!2)j
2
; m = �;�; (35b)

n�� =

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2jC��(!1;!2)j
2
; � $ �; (35c)
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wherenij indicatesthe probability proportion ofthe inputstate j�ijiofEq.(21).
Forcase II,we considerpolarization-sensitivity ofdetection system which can distinguish the outputcoincidence

probability for two photons with a particular con�guration ofpolarizations. Sim ilar to Eq. (29),the coincidence
probability forthe sam epolarized photonsisobtained as

P
m m
c = (1=4)

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2jCm m (!1;!2)� Cm m (!2;!1)j
2 (m = �;�) (36)

=
1

2
nm m

�

1�
1

2nm m

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2[Cm m (!1;!2)C
�
m m (!2;!1)+ c.c.]

�

;

where the norm alization (35b)hasbeen used. The coincidence probabilitiesfortwo outputphotonswith the cross
polarizationscan beobtained by Eq.(34).Two coincidenceprobabilities,�(�)photon atport1 and �(�)photon at
port2,arethe sam eas

P
��
c = P

��
c = (1=4)

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2jC��(!1;!2)� C��(!2;!1)j
2 (37)

=
1

4
(n�� + n��)

�

1�
1

n�� + n��

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2[C��(!1;!2)C
�
��(!2;!1)+ c.c.]

�

;

wherethenorm alization (35c)hasbeen used.Ifthedetection doesnotdistinguish polarization,thetotalcoincidence
probability isdetected as

Pc = P
��
c + P

��
c + 2P ��

c (38)

=
1

2

8
<

:
1�

1

2

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2[2C��(!1;!2)C
�
��(!2;!1)+

X

m = �;�

Cm m (!1;!2)C
�
m m (!2;!1)+ c.c.]

9
=

;
:

As m entioned above,because ofthe distinguishability ofthe polarization con�guration,the interference between
twophotonswith thesam epolarization isindependentofthatforthecrosspolarizations.Thecondition oftheabsence
ofinterferenceforthesam epolarized photonsisthesam easthatin caseI.(seeEq.(30))Asforthestatesj���iand
j���ishown in Eq.(22b),the condition forthe absenceoftwo-photon interferenceisa nullinterferenceterm

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2[C��(!1;!2)C
�
��(!2;!1)+ c.c.]= 0: (39)

Itresultsin the coincidenceprobability ofthe cross-polarized photons

P
��
c = P

��
c =

1

4
(n�� + n��); (40)

so thatthe coincidence probability P ��
c + P ��

c = 2P ��
c is one halfofthe probability proportion n�� + n�� forthe

pairsofcross-polarized photons. Again,the probability thattwo photonsgo togetheristhe sam e asthatthey exit
separately. Equation (37)showsthatthe interference occursbetween the inputstatesj���iand j���i. Ifonly one
state,eitherj���iorj���i,exists,the interferenceneverhappensbecauseof

jC��(!1;!2)C��(!2;!1)j= 0: (41)

Sim ilarly,the phase di�erence between two am plitudes,C ��(!1;!2) and C��(!2;!1),dom inates the occurrence of
interference.
W hen both the inputstatesj���iand j���icoexist,the interferenceoccursbetween two sources:

source 1 { a photon (!1;�)atport1 and the otherphoton (!2;�)atport2 with the am plitude C��(!1;!2);
source 2 { a photon (!2;�)atport1 and the otherphoton (!1;�)atport2 with the am plitude C ��(!2;!1):
Sources1 and 2 com efrom theinputstatesj���iand j���i,respectively.Notethatin thiscasetwo photonsattwo
inputportsarealwaysorthogonalin polarization and thereisno degeneratephotons.Undoubtedly,thee�ectcannot
be understood in the "two photonspicture".To understand the interference m echanism in case II,we give a sim ple
explanation.The pairofsources,ay

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)j0iand a

y

1�
(!2)a

y

2�(!1)j0i;becom e indistinguishable when they are
m ixed in the beam splitter.Thiscan be seen by om itting the subscripts1 and 2 ofthe creating operators.However,
the pairofsources,ay

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)j0iand a

y

1�(!2)a
y

2�
(!1)j0i;arestilldistinguishable asthe subscripts1 and 2 have

been om itted.So thatthe interferencecan notoccurwhen the statej���i(orj���i)existsby itselfeven ifithasa
sym m etricspectrum C��(!1;!2)= C��(!2;!1).
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B .coalescence interference

In the last subsection,we show the interference term in the representation ofquantum state. In the presence
ofinterference,the interference term increases or decreases the coincidence probability with respect to that ofthe
absenceofinterference.Itisnecessary to de�netwo m annersoftwo-photon interferences,thecoalescenceinterference
(CI)and the anti-coalescenceinterferences(ACI),according to the coincidenceprobabilitieslessand m orethan that
for the absence ofinterference,respectively. For the CIe�ect,the probability ofthe fact that two photons travel
togetherism ore than the probability ofthe factthatthey exitapart. In the extrem e case,two photonsalwaysgo
togetherand the coincidenceprobability isnull,onecallsitthe perfectcoalescenceinterference.
C ase I :According to Eqs. (27) or (29),the su�cient and necessary condition for the perfect CI is that the

two-photon wavepackethasa sym m etric spectrum in the wholefrequency range

C (!1;!2)� C (!2;!1): (42)

A sym m etricspectrum can beacquired forboth entangled and un-entangled two-photon wavepackets.Forexam ple,a
pairofdegeneratephotonsgenerated in SPDC oftypeI,such asshown in Eq.(16),hasa sym m etricspectrum .The
threeBellstatesj�� iand j	 + idescribed in Eqs.(19)arealso sym m etric.Theseexam plesoftwo-photon entangled
statesshow the perfectCI.
For two independent single-photon wavepackets,the two-photon spectrum is the product oftwo single-photon

spectrashown in Eq.(14).Iftwosingle-photon spectraareidentical,C1(!)= C2(!)= C (!),thesym m etriccondition
(42)isful�lled. Thism eanstwo identicalsingle-photon wavepacketsperform the perfectCI.O n the contrary,ifthe
sym m etricspectrum (42)issatis�ed fortwo independentwavepackets,i.e.C 1(!1)C2(!2)� C2(!1)C1(!2),ithas

C1(!1)

C2(!1)
�
C1(!2)

C2(!2)
= s; (43)

where s is a constant independent offrequency. By taking into account the norm alization 1 =
R
jC1(!)j2d! =

R
jC2(!)j2d!,oneobtainss= ei� and hence

C1(!)= e
i�
C2(!): (44)

Thespectrum oftwo un-entangled single-photon wavepacketsisthen C (!1;!2)= ei�C2(!1)C2(!2).Thephasefactor
independentoffrequency isactually trivial.In thissense,wecan concludethatthenecessary and su�cientcondition
forthe perfectCIoftwo independentsingle-photon wavepacketsisthattwo single-photon wavepacketsareidentical.
Furtherm ore,we prove that,for two independent single-photon wavepackets,the coincidence probability is not

greaterthan onehalf.Since onehas
Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2C (!1;!2)C
�(!2;!1) (45)

=

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2C1(!1)C2(!2)C
�
1(!2)C

�
2(!1)= j

Z 1

� 1

d!C1(!)C
�
2(!)j

2
;

Eq.(29)iswritten as

Pc =
1

2

"

1�

�
�
�
�

Z 1

� 1

d!C1(!)C
�
2(!)

�
�
�
�

2
#

�
1

2
: (46)

This is the right reason why we distinguish CI and ACI e�ects. In case I,the ACI e�ect never happens for two
un-entangled single-photon wavepackets.
Equation (46) shows that iftwo independent single-photon spectra never overlap in the whole frequency range,

i.e. jC1(!)C2(!)j� 0,there is no two-photon interference. In the "two photons picture",it would be explained
by the distinguishability oftwo input photons,i.e. two photons have di�erent frequencies. But this explanation
is inconsistent with the fact that two non-degenerate photons can interfere in som e other cases. However,in the
"biphoton picture",we can �nd the correct understanding. To be explicit,we assum e that the spectrum ofeach
single-photon wavepacket is a G aussian type Ci(!) � exp[� (! � 
i)2=(2�2)](i = 1;2). Ifthe two single-photon
spectra havethesam ecentralfrequency 
1 = 
2 = 
,i.e.they areidentical,thecorrespondingtwo-photon spectrum
C (!1;!2)� exp[� ((!1 � 
)2 + (!2 � 
)2)=(2�2)]issym m etricwith respectto thediagonal!1 = !2,asshown by the
contourplotofthe spectrum in Fig. 2a. If,however,the di�erence ofthe two centralfrequenciesislargerthan the
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bandwidth,j
2 � 
1j> �,the two single-photon spectra do notoverlap. In the spectralspace forthe two-photon
states,the centre ofthe two-photon spectrum deviatesfrom the diagonal,asshown in Fig. 2b. Sim ilarto Fig. 1a,
therearefew pairsofphotonsto be interfered.
In thistheory,thenetcoincidenceprobabilitycan becalculated forshowingthem annersoftwo-photon interference.

Experim entally,itwould bedi�cultto detectthenetcoincidenceprobability becauseofthelowerquantum detection
e�ciency. A sim ple way isto com pare the relative value ofthe coincidence probability with respectto a reference,
forexam ple,the one forthe absence ofinterference. In experim ent,thiscan be done by introducing di�erentpaths
fortwo incidentbeam s.Letusassum ea two-photon spectrum Cs(!1;!2)to bede�ned atan opticalsourceem itting
two beam sseparately. These two beam s,traveling di�erentpathsz1 and z2;are ready to inputinto two portsofa
beam splitter.According to Eq.(13),the new spectrum afterthe pathsiswritten as

C (!1;!2)= Cs(!1;!2)e
i(!1z1=c+ !2z2=c): (47)

IfCs(!1;!2)issym m etric,C (!1;!2)becom esasym m etricatthe unbalanced position z1 6= z2.
Asan exam ple,weconsidera sourceem itting a two-photon wavepacketwith the spectrum as

Cs(!1;!2)= g(!1 + !2 � 
p)e
� [(!1� 
 1)

2
+ (!2� 
 2)

2
]=(2�

2
)
; (48)

where 
p = 
1 + 
2 describesthe phase m atching in which 
p and 
i (i= 1;2)are the centralfrequenciesforthe
pum p beam and two converted beam s,respectively. � de�nes the bandwidth fortwo converted beam s. This isthe
typicalform oftwo-photon wavepacketgenerated in SPDC oftype Iby taking into accountthe two down-converted
beam snon-degenerate.Ifg(!1+ !2� 
p)can notbefactorized asg1(!1)g2(!2),itdescribesan entangled two-photon
wavepacket. However,Eq. (48)can describe an un-entangled two-photon wavepackettoo,aslong asg(x)= 1. For
the spectrum (48),wecalculatethe coincidenceprobability by Eq.(29)and obtain (seeAppendix A)

Pc = (1=2)[1� e
� 1

2
� z

2
(�=c)

2

e
� 1

2
(� 
 =�)

2

]; (49)

where the path di�erence �z = z 2 � z1 and the frequency deference �
 = 
 2 � 
1. The equation displaysa well
known interference dip atthe balanced position z1 = z2,observed in the previousexperim ents,forexam ple,in Refs.
[1]and [2]fortheentangled two-photon state,and in therecentexperim entreported in Ref.[13]fortwo independent
single photons. The width ofthe dip is de�ned by the coherent length ofthe single-photon beam c=�. W hen the
path di�erence �z exceedsfarthe coherentlength �z > > c=�;the CIdisappears,showing the reference(P c = 1=2)
forthe absence ofinterference. In the degenerate case �
 = 0,the coincidence probability is nullatthe balanced
position and the perfectCIoccursdue to thesym m etry ofthe spectrum (48).Thelevelofdip risesasthedi�erence
ofthecentralfrequencies�
 isincreased.However,itisinteresting thatthecoincidenceprobability doesnotdepend
on the form offunction g(x),so thatthe presenttheory contributesan uniform description forboth entangled and
un-entangled two-photon wavepackets.
In ageneralcasewhen thebandwidthsoftwosingle-photon beam sarenotequal,in ordertoevaluatethecoincidence

probability,function g(x)m ustbe given.Letthe spectrum oftwo-photon wavepacket

Cs(!1;!2)= Ae
� (!1+ !2� 
 p)

2
=(2�

2

p
)
e
� (!1� 
 1)

2
=(2�

2

1
)� (!2� 
 2)

2
=(2�

2

2
)
; (50)

where�p isthe bandwidth forthe pum p beam .The coincidenceprobability iscalculated as

Pc = (1=2)[1� (�s=�f)e
� 1

2
� z

2
(�s=c)

2

e
� 1

2
(� 
 =� f )

2

]; (51)

wheretwo e�ectivebandwidthsarede�ned as

�s =

s

2�2
1
�2
2

�2
1
+ �2

2

; (52a)

�f =

s

�2p(�
2
1
+ �2

2
)+ 4�2

1
�2
2

2(�2p + �2
1
+ �2

2
)

: (52b)

The e�ective bandwidths �s and �f determ ine the spatialcoherent range and the frequency range oftwo-photon
interference,respectively. In the extrem e case �p ! 0 which describesthe m axim um two-photon entanglem ent,two
e�ective bandwidthsare equal: �f = �s. However,when �p ! 1 ,the two converted beam sare notentangled,the
coincidenceprobability iswritten as
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Pc =
1

2

�

1�
2�1�2
�2
1
+ �2

2

exp(�
�21�

2
2

�2
1
+ �2

2

�
�z 2

c2
�

�
 2

�2
1
+ �2

2

)

�

: (53)

Itveri�esPc < 1=2 fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets.
C ase II :In the generalform ofcase II,the inputstate includesfourpartsshown in Eq. (21). W e have already

indicated in Sec. III-A thatthere isno interference am ong the statesj��� i;j���iand j���i+ j���i,so thatthey
can be discussed independently. Forstate j�m m i,discussion isthe sam e ascase I.Forj���i+ j���i,one m ay use
Eq. (34),orEq. (37)to study the CIe�ect. Therefore,for case II,the su�cientand necessary conditionsfor the
perfectCIareobtained as

Cm m (!1;!2)� Cm m (!2;!1); m = �;� (54a)

C��(!1;!2)� C��(!2;!1): (54b)

W e note thatthe conditions(54a)and (54b)are forthe perfectCIoftwo photonswith the sam epolarization (state
j�m m i)and with orthogonalpolarizations(state j���i+ j���i),respectively.
Sim ilarto caseI,theperfectCIcan beacquired forboth entangled and un-entangled two-photon wavepacket.For

theentangled two-photon states,forinstance,theBellstatesj�� iand j	 + idescribed by Eqs.(23a)and (23b)satisfy
the sym m etric conditions(54a)and (54b),respectively.However,the polarization-entangled two-photon wavepacket
j	 w (� = 0)i;de�ned by Eq.(24),satis�escondition (54b).
Then we considertwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets,described by Eq. (20). The norm alization ofeach

single-photon wavepacketrequires

njm =

Z

d!jCjm (!)j
2
; nj� + nj� = 1; (j= 1;2; m = �;�): (55)

Iftwo single-photon wavepacketsareidentical

C1m (!)= C2m (!); m = �;� (56)

it is readily to verify that the sym m etric conditions (54) have been satis�ed. As the sam e as case I,two identical
single-photon wavepacketsshow the perfectCI.O n the otherhand,ifthe sym m etric condition Eq. (54b)hasbeen
satis�ed fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets,oneobtains

C1�(!1)

C2�(!1)
=
C1�(!2)

C2�(!2)
= s; (57)

wheretheconstantsisindependentoffrequency.By taking into accountthenorm alization (55),oneobtainss= ei�,
and hence

C1�(!)= e
i�
C2�(!); C1�(!)= e

i�
C2�(!): (58)

Thism eansthat,fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets,ifonly condition (54b)hasbeen satis�ed,condition
(54a)m ustbe satis�ed,too,and the two wavepacketsare identicalin addition to a phase. In otherwords,fortwo
independentsingle-photon wavepackets,ifthe perfectCIforphotonswith the crosspolarizationshasbeen observed,
onecan predictthe perfectCIforphotonswith the sam epolarization.
W ecalculatethecoincidenceprobability fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets.Using Eqs.(36)and (45),

weobtain

P
m m
c =

1

2
[n1m n2m � j

Z

d!C1m (!)C
�
2m (!)j

2]; m = �;�; (59)

where n1m n2m is the probability oftwo m -polarized photons entering the beam splitter. Equation (59) shows that
(1=2)n1m n2m isthereferencecoincidenceprobability fortheabsenceofinterferenceofthem -polarized photons.This
m eansthattheACIe�ectcannotbeobservedin detection ofthecoincidenceprobabilityofthesam epolarized photons.
By taking into accountthe integral

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2C��(!1;!2)C
�
��(!2;!1)=

Z 1

� 1

d!1

Z 1

� 1

d!2C1�(!1)C2�(!2)C
�
1�(!2)C

�
2�(!1) (60)

=

Z 1

� 1

d!C1�(!)C
�
2�(!)�

Z 1

� 1

d!C2�(!)C
�
1�(!);
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and Eq.(37),the coincidenceprobability forthe pairsofcross-polarized photonsisobtained as

P
��
c = P

��
c =

1

4
(n1�n2� + n1�n2�)�

1

4
[

Z 1

� 1

d!C1�(!)C
�
2�(!)�

Z 1

� 1

d!C2�(!)C
�
1�(!)+ c.c.]; (61)

where n1�n2� + n1�n2� is the probability of two cross-polarized photons entering the beam splitter. Again,
(1=2)(n1�n2� + n1�n2�)isthereferencecoincidenceprobability fortheabsenceofinterferencefortwo cross-polarized
photons. Di�erentfrom P m m

c ,P ��
c + P ��

c can be higherorlowerthan this reference. Finally,the totalcoincidence
probability (38)iswritten as

Pc =
1

2

"

1�

�
�
�
�

Z 1

� 1

d![C1�(!)C
�
2�(!)+ C1�(!)C

�
2�(!)]

�
�
�
�

2
#

�
1

2
; (62)

wherethenorm alization (55)hasbeen applied.Thisresulttellsusthat,fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepack-
ets,theACIe�ectneveroccursforthepolarization-insensitivedetection.O fcourse,each sub-coincidenceprobability,
such asP m m

c (m = �;�)orP ��
c + P ��

c ,isno m orethan onehalf,too.
In consequence,two-photon coalescenceinterferencein a beam splittercan inspecttheidentity fortwo independent

single-photon wavepacketsor,substantially,thesym m etry ofthespectrum oftwo-photon wavepacket.O bviously,CI
isnota criterion fortwo-photon entanglem ent.W e haveproved in Eqs.(46)and (62)thatACIe�ectscannotoccur
fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets.Therefore,ACIisthesignatureoftwo-photon entanglem ent.W ewill
discussACIin detailsin the nexttwo sub-sections.

C .anti-coalescence interference and tw o-photon transparent state

The other m anner of two-photon interference is just opposite of the coalescence interference: the coincidence
probability atthe outputofbeam splitterisgreaterthan thatofthe absenceofinterference.In the extrem ecasetwo
photonsnevergo together,wecallitthe perfectACI.
C ase I :According to Eq.(27),the necessary and su�cientcondition forthe perfectACIis

C (!1;!2)= � C (!2;!1) (63)

in the whole frequency space. W e callEq. (63) the anti-sym m etric two-photon spectrum . O bviously,it satis�es
C (!;!)= 0.O necan seeim m ediately from Eq.(27)thatonly theoutputstatesfortwophotonstravelingin di�erent
ports rem ain so that the coincidence probability is unity. Furtherm ore,when the anti-sym m etric condition (63) is
satis�ed,the outputstate (27)isreduced to

j�tw oiout =
X

!1< !2

C (!1;!2)[a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)� a

y

1
(!2)a

y

2
(!1)]j0i (64)

=
X

!1< !2

C (!1;!2)a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i�

X

!2< !1

C (!2;!1)a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)]j0i

=
X

!1;!2

C (!1;!2)a
y

1
(!1)a

y

2
(!2)j0i= j�tw oi:

Itm eansthatwhen the perfectACIoccurs,the outputstate isidenticalto the input.In otherwords,a two-photon
wavepacketwith the anti-sym m etric spectrum (63)isinvariantunderthe 50/50 beam splittertransform ,oritisthe
eigenstatewith theunity eigenvalue.Notethattheeigenstateisnotunique,and itcan beany two-photon wavepacket
satisfying condition (63).Physically,the two-photon wavepacketisperfectly transparentpassing beam splitter,so we
callit two-photon transparent state. O fcourse,the two-photon transparent state m ust be in entanglem ent,since
two independentsingle-photon wavepacketsnevershow ACIe�ect.A well-known exam pleoftwo-photon transparent
stateistheBellstatej	 � iwhich isde�ned by (19b)and satis�estheanti-sym m etriccondition (63).So theBellstate
j	 � iistheeigenstatein a 50/50beam splittertransform .Thisisthereason why theBellstatej	 � ican bem easured
by a coincidence counting in the teleportation schem e.[18]
C ase II :Sim ilarly asdiscussed above,the necessary and su�cientconditionsforthe perfectACIare

Cm m (!1;!2)� � Cm m (!2;!1); m = �;�; (65a)

C��(!1;!2)� � C��(!2;!1): (65b)
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The sam eascaseI,condition (65a)givesthe invariantstate

j�m m iout = j�m m i; m = �;�: (66)

However,undercondition (65b),oneobtains

j���iout =
X

!1;!2

C��(!1;!2)[a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)� a

y

2�(!1)a
y

1�
(!2)]j0i (67)

=
X

!1;!2

[C��(!1;!2)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)+ C��(!2;!1)a

y

2�(!1)a
y

1�
(!2)]j0i= j���i; � $ �:

Again,a two-photon wavepacketwith the anti-sym m etric spectra (65)istransparentpassing the beam splitter. Itis
readily to check that the polarization-entangled anti-sym m etric Bellstate j	 � i and state j	 w (� = �)i,de�ned by
Eqs.(23b)and (24),respectively,ful�llconditions(65)and hence arethe two-photon transparentstates.
W ehavealready indicated that,thereisno interferenceam ongtwo-photon pairs,��;�� and ��,sothatconditions

(65a)and (65b)arefortheperfectACIsoftwo photonswith thesam epolarization and theorthogonalpolarizations,
respectively. For case II,it is possible that one ofthe two-photon spectra is sym m etric and the other one is anti-
sym m etric.Forexam ple,weconsidertwo independentsingle-photon wavepacketswhich areidentical.Then a phase
shift � for�� polarized beam is introduced by inserting a wave-plate in path 1. The com bined two-photon state is
written as

j	 ss(�)i=
X

!1

[C�(!1)a
y

1�(!1)+ e
i�
C�(!1)a

y

1�
(!1)]

X

!2

[C�(!2)a
y

2�(!2)+ C�(!2)a
y

2�
(!2)]j0i (68)

=
X

!1;!2

[C�(!1)C�(!2)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�(!2)+ e
i�
C�(!1)C�(!2)a

y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�
(!2)

+ C�(!1)C�(!2)a
y

1�(!1)a
y

2�
(!2)+ e

i�
C�(!1)C�(!2)a

y

1�
(!1)a

y

2�(!2)]j0i:

Thetwo-photon spectra ofstatej	 ss(� = �)isatisfy the sym m etriccondition (54a)forthephoton pairs�� and ��,
and theanti-sym m etriccondition (65b)forthephoton pair��.In result,thephoton pairswith thesam epolarization
traveltogetherwhile the photon pairswith the orthogonalpolarizationsexitfrom di�erentports. Nevertheless,the
totalcoincidence probability in polarization-insensitivedetection m ustsatisfy Eq.(62).

D .observation ofanti-coalescence interference e�ect

The detection ofentanglem entisthe one ofthe im portanttasksin quantum inform ation. W e have proved in the
previoussubsectionsthatthe ACIe�ectisthe signatureoftwo-photon entanglem entso thatitcan be an usefuland
sim ple m ethod to dem onstrateentanglem ent.
Thephoton entanglem entstategenerated in thesourcem ay havea sym m etricspectrum showingtheCIe�ect.Due

to the factthatthe m annersofinterferencedepend on the relativephase ofthe interference term which increasesor
decreasescoincidenceprobability,weintroducean additionalphasein two-photon wavepacketto changethem anners
ofthe interferencefrom CIto ACI.
C ase I :W e considera two-photon spectrum in the form of

Q (!1;!2)= g(!1 + !2 � 2
)f(! 1 � 
)f(! 2 � 
); (69)

in which f(x) describes a spectralpro�le identicalfor two single-photon beam s and g(x) describes possible entan-
glem ent. O bviously,spectrum (69)issym m etric. Iff(x)isa G aussian,we have already calculated the coincidence
probability as shown in Eq. (49)which is in fact irrelevantto photon entanglem ent. In order to introduce an ad-
ditionalphase in the spectrum ,one can set an unbalanced M ach-Zehnder interferom eter in one path ofthe beam .
Thism ethod wasproposed in the previousexperim ents.[8][9]W e explain thism ethod again in the S-picture by the
spectra feature fortwo-photon state. Letbeam 1 be splitinto two parts,and one travelsa shortpath Ls,and the
othera long path Ll.Then these two sub-beam sincorporatea beam again which interfereswith beam 2 traveling a
path z2.Thenew two-photon spectrum atthe inputportsofbeam splitterisobtained as

C (!1;!2)= Q (!1;!2)[e
i!1L l=c + e

i!1L s=c]ei!2z2=c = 2Q (!1;!2)e
i(!1z1+ !2z2)=ccos(!1�L=c); (70)

wherez1 = (Ll+ Ls)=2 and �L = (L l� Ls)=2.W e set�i = !i� 
;(i= 1;2),Eq.(70)iswritten as
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C (�1;�2)= 2ei
 (z1+ z2)=cQ (�1;�2)e
i(�1z1+ �2z2)=ccos(�1�L=c+ �); (71)

where the additionalphase � = 
�L=c= 2��L=�. � = 2�c=
 is the wavelength foreach single-photon beam . In
the caseofthe perfectphasem atching in SPDC,g(x)! �(x);oneobtains

C (�1;�2)= � 2ei
 (z1+ z2)=c�(�1 + �2)f(�1)f(�2)e
i(�1z1+ �2z2)=ccos(�1�L=c); � = n�; (72a)

C (�1;�2)= � 2ei
 (z1+ z2)=c�(�1 + �2)f(�1)f(�2)e
i(�1z1+ �2z2)=csin(�1�L=c); � = (n +

1

2
)�: (72b)

At the balanced position z1 = z2,spectrum (72a) is sym m etric and spectrum (72b) is anti-sym m etric so that the
phase� dom inatesthe interferencem annerschanged between the perfectCIand ACI.
Now,weconsiderthetwo-photon spectrum Q (!1;!2)atthesourcede�ned by Eqs.(16)and (17).Using Eq.(29),

wecalculatethe coincidenceprobability forthe two-photon spectrum (71)(see Appendix B)

Pc =
1

2
f1�

1

B
[cos(2�)� e

� 1

2
(

� 2

2+ � 2
� L

2
+ � z

2
)(

�

c
)
2

+
1

2
e
� 1

2
(� L + � z)

2
(
�

c
)
2

+
1

2
e
� 1

2
(� L � � z)

2
(
�

c
)
2

]g; (73a)

B = 1+ cos(2�)exp[�
1+ �2

2+ �2
�L 2(

�

c
)2]; (73b)

where� � �p=� and �z = z 2 � z1.Thethreeterm sin thesquarebracketsofEq.(73a)contributeto theinterference
occurringm ainlyatthethreepositionsofbeam splitter:the�rstterm for�z = 0andthelasttwoterm sfor�z = � �L.
Sim ilarto Eq. (49),the coherentlength ofthe single-photon beam c=� de�nesthe width ofthe interference dip (or
peak)so thatonly when �L islargerthan c=� the dipscan be apartin space. In the �rstterm ,the phase 2� m ay
a�ecttheinterferencem anners,CI,ACIortheabsenceofinterference,whereasin thelasttwo term sitshowsonly the
CIe�ect.However,to show a signi�cantinterferencee�ectatthe balanced position,itshould satisfy the condition

�L <

s

2+ �2

�2

c

�
=
p
2+ �2

c

�p
; (74)

where c=�p isthe coherentlength forthe pum p beam . Since �p isrelated to two-photon entanglem ent,c=�p isalso
called thetwo-photon coherentlength.For�p < < � (� < < 1),thatisthetwo-photon coherentlength ism uch larger
than the single-photon coherentlength,itispossible thatthe opticalpath di�erence oftwo beam s�L exceedsthe
single-photon coherentlength c=�,butcondition (74)issatis�ed.Thisfacthasbeen dem onstrated experim entally in
Ref.[9].
For the perfect phase m atching in SPDC,g(x) = �(x) is set in Eq. (16), the coincidence probability can be

calculated by Eq.(29)

Pc =
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1+ cos2� � e�
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)2
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2
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2
(
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)
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]g: (75)

If�L > > c=�,the aboveequation isapproxim ately written as

Pc �
1

2
f1� cos(2�)e�

1

2
� z

2
(
�

c
)
2

�
1

2
e
� 1

2
(� L + � z)

2
(
�
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)
2

�
1

2
e
� 1

2
(� L � � z)

2
(
�

c
)
2

]g: (76)

Thisresultwasobtained in the previousstudy [9]. (Note thatEq. (76)isapproxim ately valid since itgivesPc < 0
at�z = 0 for� = n�.) Atthe balanced position,Equation (75)issim pli�ed as

Pc =
(1� cos2�)[1� e�

1

2
� L

2
(
�

c
)
2

]

2[1+ cos2� � e�
1

2
� L 2(

�

c
)2]

: (77)

Itshowsthat,foran idealtwo-photon entanglem entin frequency,theperfectCIand ACIoccurby setting the phase
� = n� and � = (n + 1=2)�,respectively.Thisisconsistentwith the sym m etry oftwo-photon spectrum indicated by
Eq.(72).
To show thefeatureoftheentanglem ent,wealso apply thism ethod to two independentsingle-photon wavepackets

forcom parison.In thiscase,wesetg(x)constantin Eq.(16),and the two single-photon spectra areseparableas

C1(�)= A1e
� �

2
=(2�

2
)
e
i�z1=ccos(��L=c+ �); (78)

C2(�)= A2e
� �

2
=(2�

2
)
e
i�z2=c;
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in which the phase factor independent offrequency is neglected. By using Eq. (46),we calculate the coincidence
probability forthe abovetwo independentsingle-photon spectra (seeAppendix C)
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]g:

The �rstline ofEq. (79)showsclearly Pc < 1=2. W e note thatthe sam e resultsasEqs. (75)and (79)can also be
obtained from Eq.(73)by setting � ! 0 and � ! 1 ,respectively.
In Figs. 3-5,we plot the coincidence probabilities for the three exam ples oftwo-photon spectra: the m axim um

two-photon entanglem entdescribed by g(x)= �(x),the arbitrary entanglem entdescribed by Eq. (17)with �p = �,
and the two independent single-photon wavepackets (78),which are indicated by solid,dashed and dotted lines,
respectively.Figures3a and 3b show thecoincidenceprobability versusthephase2� atthebalanced position z1 = z2

for �L(�=c) = 1 and 3,respectively. It shows that the phase � dom inates the m anners ofinterference. For the
m axim um entanglem ent(solid line),theperfectCIand ACIoccuratthephase2� = 2n� and (2n+ 1)�,respectively,
and it is independent ofthe norm alized opticalpath di�erence �L(�=c):For an arbitrary entanglem ent,however,
both CIand ACIcan occur,butnotperfect(dashed line).Asfortwo independentsingle-photon wavepacketsin the
coherentrangeforsingle-photon (�L(�=c)= 1),the CIoccurs,butthereisno ACIe�ect(dotted line).
In experim ents,itwould be di�cultto m easurethe netcoincidence probability due to a lowerquantum e�ciency.

The curves in Fig. 3 are unable to witness ACI e�ect ifthere is not a reference for coincidence probability. Al-
ternatively,one m ay scan the position ofbeam splitter to show the two-photon interference. In Fig. 4,we plotthe
coincidence probability versusthe norm alized position ofthe beam splitter�z(�=c)for�L(�=c)= 1. The reference
ofcoincidence probability hasbeen shown atthe large �z(�=c). In Fig. 4a,by choosing the phase 2� = (2n + 1)�,
the ACIe�ecthasbeen shown atthe balanced position,and itwitnessesthe two-photon entanglem entofthe input
state.In Fig.4b,2� = 2n�,the CIoccurs,and there isno signi�cantdi�erence forthe three cases.In Fig.4c (also
in Fig.5c)for2� = (2n + 1=2)�,however,the threecurvescoincideexactly,showing the CI.Asa m atteroffact,for
2� = (2n + 1=2)�,Eqs.(73),(75)and (79)becom eidentical
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2
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2
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2
(� L � � z)

2
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c
)
2

]g: (80)

In this case,the interference is independent ofphoton entanglem ent evaluated by the bandwidth �p ofthe pum p
beam . In Fig. 5,we seta larger�L(�=c)= 3;forwhich the traveling path di�erence �L oftwo photonsislarger
than the coherent length c=� ofthe single-photon beam . The two side-dips em erge approxim ately at the position
�z = �L. Di�erent from Fig. 4,for two independent single-photon wavepackets(shown by the dotted lines),the
interferences disappear at the balanced position for any value ofphase �. But the CIand ACIstilloccur for the
entangled two-photon wavepacketby choosing properphases.
The interference e�ectshown in Fig. 5 hasbeen reported in Ref.[9],in which the authorsdem onstrate that"the

single-photon wavepacketconceptisnotalwaysappropriatefortwo-photon interference m easurem ents".Due to the
factthatin theexperim enttwo photonsto beinterfered arein entanglem enttheFeynm an-typediagram sofbiphoton
am plitudes were applied in their theoreticalanalysis. In the present theory we show an uniform description for a
generalwavepacketcontaining two photons,whetherin entanglem entornot. Ithasshown thatthe entangled two-
photon wavepacketm ay behave in interference m annerssim ilarto ordi�erentfrom the un-entangled one. Butonly
ACIe�ect is the signature oftwo-photon entanglem ent. The various e�ects can be understood by the two-photon
spectra which aretypically described by Eqs.(71),(69),(16)and (17).W e plotthe contoursforthe envelopeofthe
spectra by om itting the oscillatory phase factor(i.e. setting z1 = z2 = 0 in Eq. (71))forsim plicity. Each pointin
the spectralplane correspondsto a two-photon state with the am plitude C (�1;�2). In the contour,pairsofpoints
sym m etric with respect to the diagonal�1 = �2 contribute to interference so that the topologicalcharacteristic of
contourm ay illustratetheinterferencem anners.Figures6and 7show thecontoursofthespectrafortheun-entangled
(by setting g(x)= 1)and entangled (by setting �p = (1=3)�)wavepackets,respectively,in which the brightand the
dark with respect to the background indicate respectively the positive and negative values ofam plitudes. In Figs.
6 and 7,the param eters are chosen as (a) �L(�=c) = 1 and � = n�;(b) �L(�=c) = 1 and � = (n + 1=2)�;(c)
�L(�=c) = 3 and � = n�;(d) �L(�=c) = 3 and � = (n + 1=2)�. For un-entangled two-photon wavepacket,in
Fig. 6,the contours ofspectra are sym m etric with respect to the Cartesian axis,but not to the diagonal. As for
entangled two-photon wavepacket,the contoursin Fig.7 show approxim atesym m etry with respectto the diagonal:
the sym m etricforFigs.7a and 7cand the anti-sym m etricforFigs.7b and 7d.
C ase II :W e discuss two exam ples: one is the polarization entangled two-photon wavepacketdescribed by Eq.

(24),and the other one consistsoftwo independentsingle-photon wavepacketsbeing in two orthogonally polarized
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m odesdescribed by Eq.(68).Them annersoftwo-photon interferencedependsm ainly on thephasefactorei�,which
can be setasdesireby inserting a wave-platein path 1 for�-polarization.
To show the referenceofinterference,letbeam j travela path zj beforeentering beam splitter.Atthe inputports

ofbeam splitter,the two-photon entangled spectra forEq.(24)aregiven by

C��(!1;!2)= g(!1 + !2 � 
p)e
� (!1� 
 � )

2
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2
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2
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e
i(!1z1+ !2z2)=c; (81a)
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� )e
i(!1z1+ !2z2)=c: (81b)

First,we assum e �� = �� = �,and g(x) can be any form . According to Eq. (38),one obtains the coincidence
probability (seeAppendix D)
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f1� cos[(
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� 1

2
� z

2
(�=c)

2

g: (82)

Di�erentfrom Eq.(49),which describesinterferenceoftwo-photon wavepacketin thesam epolarization,thefrequency
di�erence oftwo orthogonally polarized photons introduces a spatialquantum beating.[4][5]For the two-photon
wavepacketwith only frequency entanglem entgenerated in SPDC oftype I,the di�erence ofthe centralfrequencies
oftwo converted single-photon beam sdim inishesthesym m etry ofthetwo-photon spectrum (seeEq.(48)).However,
forthepolarization entangled two-photon wavepacketgenerated in SPDC oftypeII,atthebalanced position z1 = z2

and � = 0;the sym m etry between C��(!1;!2)and C��(!1;!2)in Eq. (81)ism aintained fortwo colored converted
beam s.Atunbalanced positions,thefrequency di�erencecausesa phaseshiftjustlikephase� and resultsin a spatial
m odulation.
Then we consider �� 6= ��. In order to calculate coincidence probability,function g(x) has to be de�ned,for

exam ple,by Eq.(17).Thecoincidenceprobability isthesam easEq.(82),but� isde�ned by an e�ectivebandwidth
(see Appendix D)
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Thism eansthatin thepolarization-entangledstatethefrequencycorrelationdescribed byfunction g(x)isinsigni�cant
fora�ecting the m annersofthe interference.
Fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepacketsdescribed by Eq.(68),letbeam j traveling a path zj,the spectra

atthe beam splitterareobtained as
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wherethe norm alization isgiven by

n� =
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�; n� + n� = 1: (85)

According to Eqs. (59)and (61),the coincidence probabilitiesfor the photons with the sam e polarization and the
crosspolarizationsarerespectively calculated as
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The totalcoincidenceprobability isgiven by
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Pc = P
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In the caseof�� = �� � � and n� = n� = 1=2,Eq.(88)issim pli�ed as
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1

2
f1�

1

2
(1+ cos[(
� � 
�)

�z

c
� �]� e

� 1

2
� z

2
(�=c)

2

)g: (89)

In Figs.8-12,weplotthecoincidenceprobabilitiesfortheabovetwoexam plesofcaseII,thepolarization entangled
and un-entangled two-photon wavepackets,described by Eqs. (81) and (84),respectively. First,we consider the
coincidenceprobability atthebalanced position z1 = z2 ofthebeam splitterwheretheinterferencee�ectissigni�cant.
Forthe entangled wavepacket,Eq.(82)becom es

Pc = (1=2)(1� cos�): (90)

Itveri�esthepreviousdiscussion:forthespectrum with thesym m etry theperfectCIand ACIe�ectsoccurby setting
phase � = 0 and �,respectively. Forthe un-entangled wavepacket,according to Eq. (86),the pairswith the sam e
polarization show theperfectCI,P ��

c = P ��
c = 0 atthebalanced position.In result,thetotalcoincidenceprobability

isobtained as

Pc = 2P ��
c = n�n�(1� cos�): (91)

Sim ilarly,itcan perform the perfectCIat� = 0. Because ofthe norm alization (85),ithasn�n� � 1=4. Hence the
m axim um coincidenceprobability in Eq.(91)isPc = 1=2for� = �.Figure8 showsthetotalcoincidenceprobabilities
versusphase� forthesetwoexam ples.Notethat,forthetwom odescase,Pc = 1=2doesnotalwaysm ean "theabsence
ofinterference",and itwillbe illustrated in Fig.11.
Forthe sakeofshowing the reference,the coincidence probabilitiesversusthe norm alized position ofbeam splitter

are plotted in Figs. 9-12,in which Figs. 9 and 10 are forthe polarization entangled wavepacket,and Figs. 11 and
12 forthe two independentsingle-photon wavepackets.In Fig.9,by setting 
� = 
�,itshowsthe di�erentpro�les
ofthe interference,depending on phase �. The observable ACIe�ect for the phase � = � shows the evidence for
two-photon entanglem ent. Itisinteresting that,when � = �=2,there isno interference com pletely. Thisisbecause
ofoutofphasefortwo am plitudesofthe two-photon statesinterfered.W hen 
� 6= 
�,thecoincidenceprobabilities
display the interferencefringeshown in Fig.10.The phasecausesthe shiftofthe fringe.
For two independent single-photon wavepackets being in two polarization m odes, if the detection system can

recognize the polarization,one can observe polarization-sensitive two-photon interferences. In Fig. 11,in which
n� = n� = 1=2;
� = 
� and �� = �� � � are setin Eqs. (84)and (85),itshowsthatthe photon pairwith the
sam e polarization (��) or (��) perform the sam e CIwhich is independent ofphase �,while the photon pair with
the orthogonalpolarizationsm ay show di�erentm annersofinterferences,depending on phase �.Forexam ple,when
� = �,theinterferencepattern forP��c orP ��

c showsthesam edip,whereasforP ��
c + P ��

c itshowsa peak.In result,
thetotalcoincidenceprobability satis�esPc � 1=2.Physically,itdoesnotm ean "theabsenceofinterference",because
thetwo oppositem annersofinterferencesdo occur.Thephotonswith thesam epolarization traveltogetherwhilethe
photonswith the di�erentpolarizationstravelapart.The peak observed in the polarization-sensitivedetection does
notm ean thatthe inputtwo-photon wavepacketisin entanglem ent.In orderto dem onstrate the entanglem ent,one
m ustm easure the coincidence probability insensitive to polarization. W hen the di�erence ofthe centralfrequencies
fortwo polarized m odesisintroduced,
� 6= 
�,the interference fringesappearasshown in Fig.12.In com parison
ofFig.12with Fig.10,itshowsclearly thedi�erenceofthereferencelevelin theinterferencefringes,which witnesses
the two-photon entanglem ent.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,we study two-photon interference fora generaltwo-photon wavepacketwith a �nite spectralrange
in the representation ofthe quantum state. It is clearly shown that two-photon interference originates from the
indistinguishability oftwo-photon states,whether for input an entangled two-photon wavepacket or two indepen-
dentsingle-photon wavepackets.Variousbehaviorsoftwo-photon interferencescan be understood by the topological
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sym m etry oftwo-photon spectralam plitude.W edistinguish theCIand ACIe�ectsaccordingtothecoincidenceprob-
ability lessand m ore than thatforthe absenceofinterference.W e provethatun-entangled two-photon wavepackets
never show ACI e�ect, so it m akes possibility to witness the photon entanglem ent by the ACI e�ect. However,
the necessary and su�cientconditionsforthe perfectCIand ACIare deduced. Fora two-photon wavepacketwith
anti-sym m etricspectrum ,the perfectACIoccursand the wavepacketpassesa 50/50 beam splittertransparently.
In thispaper,weconsiderthetwo-photon wavepacketpropagatingin onedim ension.W ithoutdi�culty,thepresent

m ethod can be extended to discussthe beam with transversedistribution.The recentwork [20]hasshown thatthe
spatialsym m etry ofwavefunction can also a�ecttheinterferencem anners.
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V I.A P P EN D IC ES

A .A ppendix A

Considerthe two-photon spectrum (48),the norm alization isgiven by
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where�i = !i� 
i (i= 1;2).Let

�p = �1 + �2; �m = �2 � �1; (A2)

Equation (A1)isobtained as
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Then,wecalculatethe integration by taking into accountEq.(47)
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According to Eq.(29),oneobtainsEq.(49).Sim ilarly,Eq.(51)can be calculated.

18



B .A ppendix B

Consider a two-photon spectrum described by Eqs. (71),in which Q (�1;�2)= (A=2)e� (�1+ �2)
2
=2�

2

pe� (�
2

1
+ �

2

2
)=2�

2

.
The norm alization isgiven by
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whereEq.(A2)hasbeen applied,and B isde�ned by Eq.(73b).Then,wecalculatethe integration
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By taking into accountthe norm alization (B1),weobtain the coincidenceprobability (73).

C .A ppendix C

Fortwo independentsingle-photon spectra de�ned by Eq.(78),the norm alization isgiven by
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Then,wecalculatethe integration
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By using Eq.(46),the coincidenceprobability iswritten as
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By taking into accountthe norm alization (C1),Eq.(79)hasbeen obtained.
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D .A ppendix D

First,we considerthe case of�� = �� = �. Forthe polarization entangled two-photon spectrum de�ned by Eq.
(81),the norm alization isgiven by
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Using Eq.(38),wecalculatethe coincidenceprobability
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By taking into accountthe norm alization (D1),oneobtainsEq.(82).
Second,we considerthe case of�� 6= ��.Forthe spectrum described by Eqs.(17)and (81),the norm alization is

given by
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The coincidenceprobability iscalculated as
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where� isde�ned by Eq.(83).By taking into accountthe norm alization (D3),one obtainsEq.(82)again.

captionsof�gures
Fig. 1 Spectralplane for the input state. (a) There is not a pair oftwo-photon states to be interfered because

jC (!1;!2)C (!2;!1)j= 0;(b)There are pairsofsym m etric two-photon statesand the degenerate two-photon states
which m ay interfere.
Fig.2 Contoursoftwo-photon spectra fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepackets,each ofwhich isdescribed

by a G aussian-type. (a)two wavepacketshave the sam e centralfrequency,and (b) two wavepacketshave di�erent
centralfrequencies.
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Fig. 3 Coincidence probability versus phase 2� at the balanced position z1 = z2 for the perfect entanglem ent
g(x) = �(x) (solid line),the arbitrary entanglem ent g(x) de�ned by Eq. (17) with �p = � (dashed line),and two
independentsingle-photon wavepackets(dotted line). The norm alized opticalpath di�erence:(a)�L(�=c)= 1,(b)
�L(�=c)= 3.
Fig.4 Coincidenceprobability versusthenorm alized position ofbeam splitter,�z(�=c),for(a)� = (n + 1=2)�,(b)

� = n�,and (c)� = (n + 1=4)�.O therillustrationsarethe sam easFig.3.
Fig.5 Sam easin Fig.4 but�L(�=c)= 3.
Fig. 6 Contours ofun-entangled two-photon spectra for (a) �L(�=c) = 1 and � = n�;(b) �L(�=c) = 1 and

� = (n + 1=2)�;(c)�L(�=c)= 3 and � = n�;(d)�L(�=c)= 3 and � = (n + 1=2)�.
Fig.7 Contoursofentangled two-photon spectra with �p = (1=3)�;otherparam etersarethe sam easin Fig.6.
Fig. 8 Totalcoincidence probability versusphase � atthe balanced position z1 = z2 fortwo independent single-

photon wavepackets being in two orthogonalpolarizations (curve 1) and the polarization entangled two-photon
wavepacket(curve2).Fortheform er,n� = n� = 1=2 isset.
Fig. 9 Forthe polarization entangled two-photon wavepacketwith 
� = 
�,the coincidence probabilitiesversus

the norm alized position ofbeam splitter,�z(�=c);for� = 0,�=4,�=2,3�=4,and �.
Fig.10 Sam e asin Fig.9 but(
� � 
�)=(��)= 2 and (a)� = 0,(b)� = �=2,(c)� = �.
Fig.11 Fortwo independentsingle-photon wavepacketsbeing in two orthogonalpolarizationswith n� = n� = 1=2;


� = 
� and �� = �� � �,coincidenceprobabilitiesversusthenorm alized position ofbeam splitter,�z(�=c),for(a)
� = 0,(b)� = �=2,and (c)� = �.Dotted,dashed and solid curvesare forthe coincidence probabilitiesofthe sam e
polarization photons P ��

c (P ��
c );the cross-coincidence probability P ��

c + P ��
c and the totalcoincidence probability

Pc,respectively.
Fig.12 Sam e asin Fig.11 but(
� � 
�)=(��)= 2 and (a)� = 0,(b)� = �=2,(c)� = �.
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