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W e study a generaltheory on the interference ofa tw o-photon wavepacket in a beam splitter. T he
theory is carried out in the Schrodinger picture so that the quantum nature of the two-photon Inter-
ference is explicitly presented. W e nd that the topological sym m etry of the probability-am plitude
spectrum of the two-photon wavepacket dom inates the m anners of two-photon interference which
are distinguished according to increasing and decreasing the coincidence probability for the absence
of Interference. H owever, two-photon entanglem ent can be w itnessed by the interference m anner.
W e dem onstrate the necessary and su cient conditions for the perfect tw o-photon interference. For
a twophoton entangled state with an antisym m etric spectrum , it passes a 50/50 beam splitter
w ith the perfect transparency. T he theory contributes an uni ed understanding to a variety of the
two-photon interference e ects.

PACS number(s): 42.50D v, 03.65.Ta, 4250A r

I. NTRODUCTION

P hotons as bosons tend to bunching, that is, photons are m ore likely to appear close together than farther apart.
T his happens for the photonic eld with a classical analogy. For som e optical eld, however, photonsm ay behave as
an opposite e ect | the photon antibunching. It is known that photon antibunching e ect provides an evidence
for explicitly quantum m echanical states of the optical eld w ithout classical analogy. W hen two photonsm eet in a
beam splitter from two Input ports, how do they exi from the output ports? This is an interesting topic conceming
the quantum nature ofphoton interference. The rst experin ental observations of tw o-photon Interference in a beam
splitter were reported In 1980s. [1] R] In the experin ents, two photons to be Interfered are spatially separated and
degenerated w ith the sam e frequency and polarization. This can be done by the spontaneously param etric dow n—
conversion (SPDC) oftype Iin a crystal, n which a pair of photons, signaland idl, are produced. In the degenerate
case, two photons are m ixed In a 50/50 beam splitter, no coincidence count of photons is found at tw o output ports.
This e ect was lately called the photon coalescence Interference (CI), [B] since two photons m eeting In beam splitter
go together. The early theoretical explanation was based on indistinguishability of two single photons, that is, the
Interference occurs for the degenerate photons when they m eet In a beam splitter. In the further experin ents, it has
been found that, n addition to the degenerate photons, the tw o-photon interference m ay occur for two photons w ith
di erent colors and polarizations. B~ [7] H ow ever, for the degenerate case when the individual signalphoton and the
idle photon are arranged out of their coherent range (they do not m eet at the beam splitter), the interference is still
observed. B} [L0] O bviously, these phenom ena can not be explained by the indistinguishability oftw o single photons.
A s a m atter of fact, all the above experin ents w ere perform ed by the SPD C, the source em iting entangled photon
pairs. A successfiil theoretical explanation is to use two-photon entanglem ent w ith the help of concgptual Feynm an
diagram s In which the pair of photons interfered should be seen as a whole, the two-photon or biphoton, so that
the photon entanglem ent plays an essential role in tw o-photon interference. [L1] [L2] R ecently, the interference oftwo
Independent photons hasbeen studied experim entally and theoretically. [L31 [L5] Santoriet al [L3] has dem onstrated
In their experin ent, that two independent singlephoton pulses em itted by a sem iconductor quantum dot show a
coalescence interference In a beam golitter. In this case, it seam s that one cannot use the concegpt "biphoton" because
the photon entanglem ent is absent.

Aswe review allthese studies on two-photon Interference, it could be confiising why som etin es tw o nondegenerate
photons can interfere w ith each other and som etin es they cannot, and som etin es the interference of tw o degenerate
photons occurs only when they m eet together and som etin es the photon m eeting is not necessarily the case. A
reasonable explanation could be attrbuted to photon entanglem ent. A sm entioned above, the entangled pair for two
nondegenerate photons should be seen as a biphoton and the Interference occurs between biphotons. Therefore, it
m ight be conclided that there are tw o kinds of interference m echanism s: the "biphoton picture" for entangled photon
pair and "two photons picture" for independent photons. If that is true, one has to face a perplexed question, as
argued in the developm ent of quantum m echanics, how the "clever photons" know whether they should behave as a
biphoton or a single-photon in the interference.

In this paper, we contribute a com plete theoretical description for tw o-photon interference in a beam splitter. Since
any realistic beam should have a nie frequency range which m ust be taken into acocount, we study the tw o-photon
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state In a wavepacket which can be either entangled or un-entangled. T he quantum descriptions of the beam splitter
can be in plem ented in both the Schrodinger picture (S-picture) and the Heisenberg picture #H -picture). Since the
beam splitter introduces a sin ple transform for eld operators, the theoretical description in the H -picture is m ore
convenient, and i was exploited In the m ost theoretical discussions. T hough the two pictures should give an identical
resul, the description in the H -picture averages the distinct inform ation on quantum state. Instead, we discuss this
issue in the S-picture, so it can show m ore physical understanding for the nature of tw o-photon interference. T he net
coincidence probability can be readily evaliated by our theory. W e nd that the sym m etry of two-photon soectrum
plysa key role in the interference m anners. W e distinguish the coalescence and anticoalescence interferences A CI),
and nd out the necessary and su cient condition forthe perfect CTand ACI.W e prove that the photon entanglem ent
is irrelevant to C I, but necessary for AC I. T herefore, the AC I e ect is the signature of tw o-photon entanglem ent, and
i could be an e ective experin ental m ethod to detect photon entanglem ent. However, we propose a two-photon
transparent state which can pass the beam splitter w ith a full transparency. T he theory covers two cases: tw o-photon
state In a polarization m ode and in two polarization m odes, which m ay correspond to the source 0of SPDC oftype I
and type II, respectively.

II.PRELIM INARY THEORETICALDESCRIPTION
A . generaldescription about quantum interference

Letusbrie y review how the quantum interference happens. Ifa quantum system consists ofm ore than one source,
or the interaction inclides several parts, the state of the system 7j i is a coherent superposition of these sources or
parts

Jii=ajit+t i i J2i= i i+t o i; 1€)

ji= ] 11+ ] 2i= C]_j i+ C2j i+ C3j i+ Qlj i:

A ssum e that allthe states j i;j i;J 1iand j i are distinguishable each w ith others, there is no quantum interference.
If, how ever, there are som e indistinguishable states generated in these coherent sources such as

Jii=ajit i i Jei=xji+t oji; @)

ji=J 1i+ Joi=agji+ @+ x)ji+ i i;

state j i In two sources has to be added together. T he probability of nding state j i1 for j i m ay not be equalto
the sum ofthose for j ;iand j 1, unless the interference term

QG+ G = 2pajooshg () arg(cs)] )

is null. In other words, the quantum interference happens if the interference term (3) is not null. There are two
reasons for the absence of interference. O ne possible reason is sin ply that there is no indistinguishable state between
two sources, that is; = 0 orcz = 0. Another reason could be out of phase for two coherent am plitudes, ¢, and cs.
In this sense, the indistinguishable state is only a necessary condition for interference, but not a su cient one. The
relative phase between the am plitudes ¢, and c3 m ay settle the Interference absence, constructive and destructive
according to null, positive and negative interference tem s, respectively.

In the language of quantum state, in essence, the Interference originates from the coherent superposition of prob—
ability am plitudes for the indistinguishable states of di erent sources. W e survey two-photon interference in this
picture.

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

A beam splitter perfomm s a linear transform for two input optical beam s. In the quantum regin e, the bosonic
com m utation m ust be satis ed orallthe eld operators in the beam splitter transform . So, for a lossless beam splitter,
the general transform ation between input and output eld operators cbeys [L6]

b o a1 | o el cos d sh .
bz _s(r ’ ) a, ’ s(r r) ei S]l'l ei cos ’ (4)



where a; and by are the eld anniilation operators for the input and output ports, respectively. The subscript i
(1= 1;2) symbolizes the ports in the sam e propagation direction. characterizes the re ection and the tranam ission
rates, for instance, = =4 fora 50/50 beam splitter. and are two phases allow ed in the unitary transform ation
(4). In transfom ation 4), two Input beam s, a; and a,, should be in the sam e m ode. In other words, two Input
photons are indistinguishable as soon as they arem ixed In the beam splitter.

Transform ation 4) is carried out in the H-picture. In principle, i can solve all the problem s conceming the
beam splitter transform by evaluating expectation valies of eld operators. N evertheless, the m ethod w ipes out the
Inform ation ofwhat happens for quantum state. T his shortcom ing can be avoided in the S-picture. T he transform of
w avevector in the S-picture, corresponding to the operator transform ation (4), j iout = U J i, hasbeen discussed
In Ref. [16], n which an explicit expression of U hasbeen given. A Ifematively, we use a sin pler m ethod to evaliate
the output wavevector. It is a sin ilar m ethod as for a dynam ic quantum system | when the evolution of operators
hasbeen known in the H picture, onem ay obtain the state evolution in the S-picture w ithout solving the Schrodinger
equation. [17] T hem ethod requirestw o conditions: (i) the initial state isknown as jiy = £ (al;a{;az;az)j i; (i) the
inverse evolution of state jiisknown asj %= U 'ji. In the beam splitter case, we set j i= Pi and, cbviously,
a vacuum state Pi isalways conserved asU Pi= U '9Pi= Pi. So that the output state is obtained as

Jioue=UJim = Uf(@;al;a;a0)Pi= U (@;al;a2;80)U 'UPi= Uf @;a5a2;a0)U0 ' Pi )

fUaU Hualu HUuaU Y0l Y)Pi= £ b ;b ;b)) Pi

whereby UaU ! and E-l/ UalU '(i= 1;2). Becausebi = U 'a;U isknown due to Eq. (4), onemay obtain is
nverse transform as

B1 1 ay ay
= =5 P =S i i : 6
Dy ( ) ay ( ) a5 (6)
Ttisnotdiculttocheck S(; ; )S( ; ; )= I.Forthe convenience in use, we w rite
b(l)=cos & a () sh el al(); )

(I)=sh & al()+cos e’ al(!):

C . quantum states of single-photon and tw ophoton wavepackets
A sihglephoton state ofthe m onochrom aticbeam w ith the frequency !, travelling In a given propagation direction,

iswritten as a¥ (! )Pi. The lndex denotes a particular polarization or a spatialm ode. Any practical beam has a
nite bandw idth, so a general form of the single photon state can be expressed as

X
Jsi= c (Ha' (1)Pi; ®)
whereC (!) isthe spectrum ofthe probability am plitude. T he single-photon w avepacket corresponding to the above
state is obtained as
X .
FE ) z;03 =  E () ()" € @@= v; )

!

where the eld operator for the polarization m ode is described by

X
E ) (z;0) E (a (I)expl! z=c DI (10)

and E (!) isthe eld amplitude perphoton. & (z=c t)F shows an expectation forthe eld intensiy at (z;t).

A sihglephoton state can be in a m ultin ode superposition. The concept "m ode" concemed here refers to polar-
ization or spatial distribution, but not radiation frequency and propagation direction, because the direction has been
given and the frequency dependence has been incorporated into state 8). A sihglephoton state of two m odes is
w ritten as



X
Jsi= C (Ma )+ c (Ha' ()IPi; 11)

where and arem ode index.

T hen we considera quantum state containing tw o photons separated spatially. E ach photon hasa given propagation
direction, designated by the subscripts 1 and 2, so that the separated tw o photons are ready to be incident upon two
nput ports of a beam splitter. In the description of a tw o-photon w avepacket, we discuss two cases.

Case I :two-photon wavepacket in the sam e polarization (or spatial) m ode

If we assum e two photons to be in the sam e polarization m ode, the two-photon state in a general form can be
expressed as

X
J wol= C (!1;!2)8-{(!1)&32/(!2)203'-: 12)
itz
Note that two photons in the state aj (!1)a) (! 2)P1 are distinguishable even if !; = !, shce they are separated
physically. C (!1;!2) denotes a spectrum of tw o-photon wavepacket. T he corresponding tw o-photon wavepacket for
state (12) is given by
X
HE " @it)E @it)I woei= E(1)E (1,)C (11;1,)et @ Blghe@=e &) @@ —c t;z=c t): (13)

tijlo

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

C(ly;l2)=Cr(11)Ca(l2); (14)

the two-photon state j , o1 is un-entangled. T hat is, the twophoton state consists of two independent single-photon
w avepackets such as

X i 1!
HFE, @it)E, @it)] = E(1E(2)C1(11)C, (1p)e @™ Wefe&m %) @ = )& G=c t);

tiils

13s)

where &; (z=c t) is the single-photon wavepacket designated by Eqg. (9). O therw ise, if the factorization (14) is
Inpossble, Eq. (12) de nes a frequency-entangled tw o-photon state. T he corresponding tw o-photon w avepacket (13)
can not be factorized into two singlephoton wavepacketsasEq. (15) does.

T his kind of two-photon state can be generated in the SPDC of type I. For exam ple, In the degenerate case, the
tw o-photon spectrum of a pair of entangled photons can be expressed In a sym m etric form [11]

- i (! YEe ?)
C(lil2)=g(1+ !z ple ! z ; (16)

where and are the central frequency and the bandw idth, respectively, for both the signal and the idl beam s.

p = 2 Iisthe central frequency for the pum p beam . Function g (x) describes the phase m atching. For sin plicity, it
can be assum ed as a G aussian

p)2=@2 2)

glli+ 1y p)=Rne Uit o) an
where | isthe bandwidth ofthepump beam . In thecaseof ! 0,Eq. (17) tendsto a finction
gt + !y p)=A (I1+ 17 p)t 18)

A s an In portant exam ple, a set ofBell states, which consist of two m onochrom atic photons w ith frequencies ;1 and
2 being In the sam e polarization, are w ritten as

p_ X
j oi= 1= 2) [ (4 1) (2 1) (' 2) (L 2)la] (11)ag (12)Pi; (19a)

p_
j o i= (1= 2) [ (4 1) (2 2) (I 2) (1 Nl (11)a) (1) Pi: (19)



Case II :two-photon wavepacket In two orthogonalpolarization (or spatial) m odes
W e assum e that there are tw o un-entangled single-photon w avepackets traveling in di erent directions, and each of
them is described by a two-m ode superposition state (11). The com bined state for the two photons is w ritten as

X X
J ssi= €1 (l1)a] (!1)+Ci (t)a] (11)] Cz (12)a (l2)+ Cz (12)ay (12)1Pi (20)

151 '

X
= €1 (11)C2 (l2)a] (t1)ay ('2)+ C1 (11)Cz (Y2)a] (!1)ay (!2)

tijls

+C1 (11)Cz (l2)ay (!1)ay (12)+ C1 (11)Cz (Y2)a] (P1)ay (12)1Pi:

In the generalcase, a two-m ode tw o-photon w avepacket can be expressed as

Jwoli=3 i+ 3 i+ 3 i+ 3 L (21)
where
X
Jnmi= Com (17'2)al, (tnad, (12)PL m= ; (22a)
!)1(i!2
j i= C (17l (f1ay (1z)Pi $ (@22b)

There are four two-photon spectra, C ("1;1'2);C 0 (Y1520 (Y151 2);C0 (Mq;'2), which describe a two-m ode
two-photon wavepacket. If the factorization of Eq. (21) Into Eq. (20) is In possble, the two-m ode wavepacket is
entangled.

T his kind oftw o photon states can be generated in the SPD C oftype IT, In which a pair of dow n-converted photons,
o-ray and e—ray, are polarization-orthogonal. A very fam ous exam ple is the set 0fB ell states consisting oftw o photons:
one w ith frequency and polarization and the other one w ith frequency and polarization ,

p_ X
j oi= (1= 2) [ (1 ) (2 )a; (t1)ay (12) (11 ) (2 )aill (! 1)a32’ (12)IP%; (23a)

B . P Y ¥ y ¥ .
] = (1= 2) [ (1 ) (2 )ag (f1)ay (12) ('1 ) (2 )a; (t1)a; (f2)1P4: (23b)

The Bell states j i can be generated in the SPD C process of type-II, n which two dow n-converted photons com e
from the overlap of the oray and exray cones. [L9] However, a halfwaveplate can change the polarization between
horizontal and vertical, so that by using two orthogonal halfwaveplates In two paths, the Bell states 7 i can be
obtained from j 1 (if one sets = ). By taking into account the bandw idths of the beam s, the polarization
entanglem ent state generated n SPD C oftype IT can be described as
X 2 2
jw()iz g(!1+!2 p)b (' =2 °) (2

!

)2

e O (1pal (1,) (4)

2
. | 2_ 2 f 2_ 2 .
+ete (' =2 7)) (2 ) =@ )aii (!1)a§ (!2)]j)l;
where , = + ; and we have assum ed that o-ray and eray have di erent central frequencies and bandw idths.

The phase depends on the crystalbirefringence. But if one puts a waveplate in path 1, i is possible to introduce
an additional relative phase to the polarization , so that the phase can be set as desired. [19]

III.TW O PHOTON INTERFERENCE IN A BEAM SPLITTER
A .output quantum states and coincidence probability

Equation (5) can be used to calculate the output quantum state for any input state incident upon a beam splitter.
W e focus on the input states of a tw o-photon wavepacket, as hasbeen shown in the last section.
Case I :Forthe input state (12), the corresponding output state after the beam splitter transform is obtained as



I twolout = C (11;!2)b (1), (12)Pi ©25)

= CliilnBl (et cos  d(et sn JE (e sn +a(l)e cos IPi
= CUiitfR! (tpal (et al(tal(tz)e * lcos si

tijlo

+ B (nal () od &(al (1) sin® gPL;

w here = + . In the summation taken in the whol frequency space, the states oorteqa@ndmg to
Eg 1;'2) arbd (! 2,.1) are indistinguishabl and should be added together. For doing i, we m ay take i, =
e, t o1, t s 1, , and then exchange the variables !'; and !, in the Jast summ ation. In resul, Eq. 25)
is w ritten as
X . .
J twolout = L (M17t2)+ C (2!t (P)al (1) al(t1)a) (Y2)e * loos sin (26)

+ € (11512008 C(ly;t)sin® & (1p)al (!s)
+>K<J(!z;!1)oosz C (15! sin® B (1)al (11)gPi

+  C(;DfIR ()% @ ()Pe Pleos sin + (08 s )a ()al (!)gPi:

!

For a 50/50 beam splitter (In the follow ing text, we consider only the case of the 50/50 beam splitter.), Eq. (26) is
reduced to

X . .
J wolourt = (1=2) L (1il2)+ C (2t (P1)ay (M)et aj(t1)ag (tz)e * ] @7)
+ € (1il2) C 2tk (P1)ad (1) aﬁ(!z)ag(!l)]g
+  c(;nEel Nt @)’e t 1 Pi

!

In Eg. (27), the rst and last tem s descrlbe two photons exiting from the sam e output port, whereas the second
tem describes tw o photons exiting from two di erent ports resulting in a "click—click" in coincidence m easurem ent.
T he coincidence probability for a "click—click™ detection at two output ports is evaluated by
X X
Po= (1=4) 2 F£ (') Cltnf= =4 £ (1;l2) C2'0F; 28)

ti< !ty tijle

where we have considered that € (!1;!2) C (!2;!1)f is symm etric w ith respect to the diagonal !; = !, in the
frequency space (!1;!2) and vanishesat |1 = !,. It can be expressed in the integration form as

Z Z
a=4) 4y dlz ¥ (11512) C (i) F 29)
Z Z

dly Al € (1;12)C (2;0)+ celd
1 1

Pc

R R

w here the nom alization 11 dly 11 d!'2€ ('1;'2)F = 1 hasbeen applied.

W hat we have done from Eqg. 25) to Eq. (26) is in fact the sam e operation as Eq. (2). Physically, In the input
tw o-photon wavepacket, £ m ay contain two sources:
source 1 { a photon of frequency !; at port 1 and the other photon of frequency !, at port 2 w ith the am plitude
C(1;!2);
source 2 { a photon of frequency !, at port 1 and the other photon of frequency !; at port 2 wih the am plitude
C (!y;!
The above pair of sources, af (!1)a} (!2)Pi and af (!;)ad (!1)Pi, ;n the input state can generate indistinguishable
output states. In the spectralplane for the input state in which each point corresponds to a biphoton sub-state w ith



an amplitude C (!1;!2), the diagonal !; = !, divides the plane Into two parts. The interference occurs between a
pair of sym m etric points w ith respect to the diagonal, as shown n Fig. 1.
Equation (29) for the coincidence probability show s an interferenceterm C (!1;!2)C (!2;!1)+ cc.. Aspointed out
In Sec. ITA , the necessary and su cient condition for the absence of nterference is
Z Z
dl, dloC (Y1;3!2)C (Yo;!1)+ ce]= 0: (30)
1 1
Tt results n a 50% ocoincidence probability, that is, the probability of that two photons go together is equal to that
they exi from di erent ports. O bviously, if the spectrum of the input state satis es

£ sl (2;!1)3=0; (31)

the Interference disappears. In this case, there isno pair oftw o-photon statesto be interfered, asshown in Fig. la. But
condition (31) is not necessary for the absence of interference. T he other condition for the absence of interference is
out of phase between am plitudesC (!1;!2) and C (!5;!'1),ie. argC (!15!'2) argC (!1,;!'1)= (+ 1=2) .Othemwise,
the phase di erence of tw o biphoton states determ ines Increase and decrease of the coincidence probability.

Now we can answer the question raised In Introduction. In the language of quantum state, it is clear to show the
nature of interference based on the "biphoton", but not "two photons". W hat we em phasize is that this interference
m echanian does not ask for any precondition for the nput two-photon state, either entangled or un-entangled. W e
w ill show in the follow ing that entangled tw o-photon w avepacket behaves in a distinct interference m anner di erent
from un-entanglkd one.

Case IT : Ifwe assum e that the beam gplitter does not change the polarization of the input beam , Eq. (7) can be
stillused to the polarization m odes and Individually. In a two-photon state w ith tw o polarizations, the biphoton
state w ith the sam e polarization is distinguishable from the states w ith the sam e polarization and the cross
polarizations and . Therefore, the Interference can not occur am ong them . For the input state shown in Eq.

(21), one m ay calculate the output state In such a way

jtwoioutz j Iout + j lout + j + ioutis (32a)
Jnmiowe=UJ mm 17 m = ; (32b)
J o+ lue=U@ i+ 3 D= (32¢)
Equation (32b) has already been calculated in Egs. (25)-(7). Equation (32c) can be calculated as
X _ _ _ _
I+ dout= E (iit)b (b (2)+C (il (b (12)1Pi (33)
X —y —y —y —y .
= C (il (b, (2)+C (250 (P2)b (11)]P1
!)1(;!2 . .
= fC (ai!2)+ C 0 (2ilnlE] (1a) (2)e &) (l1)ay (lz)e * ]sin cos
+C (il C (pilush® B (had (1z)
€ (i1ilz)sh®  C (Izil) oo & (11)a] (1z)gPi:
For a 50/50 beam splitter, it is w ritten as
X . .
I+ dour= (1=2) L (Ml + C 0 (IR (tnal (et a) (tnal (e T (34)
+ € (i) C ('DlE] (tnay (Y2) ay (t)a] (2)lgPi:

In the summ ation, the st term shows and photons traveling together, and the second termm shows and
photons exiting separately from two output ports, causing a "click-click" counting.
For the input state ofEqg. 1), the nom alization is described as

l=n +n +n +n ; (35a)
Z 1 Z 1

Ny m = dly AdoFum Ciit2)f; m= 5 ; (35b)
Z Z

n = dly Al (it Fs s (35¢)



w here n;; indicates the probability proportion of the nput state j 51 of Eq. (21).

For case II, we consider polarization-sensitiviy of detection system which can distinguish the output coincidence
probability for two photons w ith a particular con guration of polarizations. Sim ilar to Eq. 29), the coincidence
probability for the sam e polarized photons is cbtained as

Zl Zl
PO = (1=4) dly A Fnm (17'2) Cmm (25! T m= ;) (36)
1 1
Z 7
=Enmm 1 ! 1 d-!l 1 d!mem (!1;!2)C (!2;!1)+C-C-] 7
2 2Np n ; ; mm

w here the nom alization (35b) has been used. T he coincidence probabilities for two output photons w ith the cross
polarizations can be obtained by Eq. (34). Two coincidence probabilities, ( ) photon at port 1 and ( ) photon at
port 2, are the sam e as

Z Z
o =P. = (@=4) dli  dLE® (il C (ainf 37
Z Z

dly dl, € (1;12)C (Iz;t)+ celd ;
n 1 1

P

+ |} -

1(n + ) 1
= — n
4 n

w here the nom alization (35c) hasbeen used. If the detection does not distinguish polarization, the total concidence
probability is detected as

P.=P, +P, +2P, (38)

9

e}
< 1 Z 1 z 1 X =
= :1 > ) dly ) dlRC (11512)C (I25!1)+ Cam (117!2)Cpp (asl)+ C-C-];

m=;

A s m entioned above, because of the distinguishability of the polarization con guration, the interference between
tw o photonsw ith the sam e polarization is independent ofthat for the crosspolarizations. T he condition ofthe absence
of interference for the sam e polarized photons is the sam e asthat In case I. (see Eq. (30)) A s for the states j iand
j 1ishown in Eq. (22b), the condition for the absence of two-photon interference is a null interference tem
Z Z

d!y dl, € (!15!'2)C (Y2;'1)+ ceJ= 0: (39)

1 1

Tt results in the coincidence probability of the crosspolarized photons
P, =P, =-@ +n ); (40)

so that the coincidence probability P, + P, = 2P_ is one half of the probability proportion n  + n  for the
pairs of crosspolarized photons. A gain, the probability that two photons go together is the sam e as that they exit
separately. Equation (37) show s that the Interference occurs between the input states j iand j i. Ifonly one
state, either j iorj i, exists, the interference never happens because of

£ (il (2;01))= 0: 41)

Sin 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 Input states j iand j 1 coexist, the Interference occurs betw een two sources:
soure 1 { a photon (!1; ) atport 1 and the otherphoton (!,; ) atport 2 wih theamplimdeC (!1;!2);
source 2 { a photon (!,; ) atport 1 and the otherphoton (!1; ) at port 2 w ith the am plitude C '2;11):
Sources 1 and 2 com e from the Input states j iand j i, respectively. N ote that in this case two photons at two
nput ports are alw ays orthogonal in polarization and there is no degenerate photons. U ndoubtedly, the e ect cannot
be understood in the "two photons picture". To understand the interference m echanisn in case IT, we give a sin ple
explanation. The pair of sources, a] (!1)a) (!2)Piand al (!2)a) (!1)Pi; becom e indistinguishable when they are
m ixed in the beam splitter. T his can be seen by om itting the subscripts 1 and 2 of the creating operators. H ow ever,
the pair of sources, aj (!1)a; (!2)Piand a] (!2)a) (!1)Pi; are still distinguishable as the subscripts 1 and 2 have
been om ited. So that the interference can not occur when the state j i(orj i) exists by itselfeven if it hasa
sym m etric spectrum C ('1;!'2)=2C ('2;11).



B . coalescence interference

In the last subsection, we show the interference term In the representation of quantum state. In the presence
of Interference, the Interference temm increases or decreases the coincidence probability w ith respect to that of the
absence of interference. It isnecessary to de ne two m anners of tw o-photon interferences, the coalescence interference
C D and the anticoalescence interferences A C I), according to the coincidence probabilities less and m ore than that
for the absence of interference, respectively. For the CI e ect, the probability of the fact that two photons travel
together is m ore than the probability of the fact that they exit apart. In the extrem e case, two photons always go
together and the coincidence probability is null, one calls it the perfect coalescence interference.

Case I :According to Egs. (7) or (29), the su cient and necessary condition for the perfect CI is that the
tw o-photon w avepacket has a sym m etric spectrum In the whole frequency range

C(ly7l2) C(lz;!): 42)

A symm etric spectrum can be acquired forboth entangled and un-entangled tw o-photon wavepackets. For exam pl, a
pair of degenerate photons generated in SPD C oftype I, such as shown in Eq. (16), has a symm etric spectrum . The
three Bellstates § iand j *idescribed in Egs. (19) are also sym m etric. T hese exam ples of tw o-photon entangled
states show the perfect C 1.

For two independent single-photon wavepackets, the two-photon spectrum is the product of two single-photon
spectra shown in Eq. (14). Iftwo single-photon spectra are iddentical, C; (! )= C, (! ) = C (! ), the sym m etric condition
(42) is ful lled. Thism eans two identical single-photon wavepackets perform the perfect C I. O n the contrary, if the
sym m etric spectrum (42) is satis ed for two Independent wavepadkets, ie. C1 (!1)C2 ('2) Co(!1)C1(!2), Lt has

| |
Ci(ta)  Cilla) _ s; (43)
Ca(ly)  Ca(l2)

R
ﬁhere s is a constant independent of frequency. By taking into account the nom alization 1 = £, ()Fd! =
£, (1)Fd!, one obtains s= e' and hence

ci()=¢&ec,(): @4)

T he spectrum oftw o un-entangled singlephoton wavepacketsisthen C (11;!,) = e C, (11)C2 (!2). The phase factor
Independent of frequency is actually trivial. In this sense, we can conclude that the necessary and su cient condition
for the perfect C I oftwo independent single-photon wavepackets is that two single-photon wavepackets are identical.

Furthem ore, we prove that, for two independent single-photon wavepackets, the coincidence probability is not
greater than one half. Since one has

Z Z

dly dl,C (f1;12)C (fo5t1) 45)

z |} z | zZ

= d!l d!ZCl(!l)CZ(!Z)Cl(!Z)C2 (!1)= ] d!Cl(I )C2 (!)f}
1 1 1
Eqg. 29) iswritten as
n #
Z

1 . 21

Pc=5 1 d!c, (1)c, (V) 5: 46)

1

This is the right reason why we distinguish CI and ACI e ects. In case I, the ACTI e ect never happens Hor two
un-entangled single-photon wavepackets.

Equation (46) show s that if two independent single-photon spectra never overlap In the whole frequency range,
ie. £ (M1)Co(M)I 0, there is no two-photon interference. In the "two photons picture", it would be explained
by the distinguishability of two input photons, ie. two photons have di erent frequencies. But this explanation
is Inconsistent w ith 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 of each

singlephoton wavepacket is a G aussian type C; (') exp[ (! )%=@ 2)] A= 1;2). If the two sihglephoton
spectra have the sam e central frequency 1= .= ,ie. they are identical, the corresponding tw o-photon spectrum
C('15'2) el (11 )2+ (1, )?)=@ ?)]issymm etric w ith respect to the diagonal !, = !,, as shown by the

contour plot of the spectrum in Fig. 2a. If, however, the di erence of the two central frequencies is Jarger than the



bandw idth, j » 13> , the two sihglephoton spectra do not overlap. In the spectral space for the two-photon
states, the centre of the two-photon spectrum deviates from the diagonal, as shown In Fig. 2b. Sin ilar to Fig. la,
there are few pairs of photons to be interfered.

In this theory, the net coincidence probability can be calculated for show ing the m anners oftw o-photon interference.
E xperim entally, i would be di cul to detect the net coincidence probability because of the low er quantum detection
e clency. A sinplk way is to com pare the relative value of the coincidence probability w ith respect to a reference,
for exam ple, the one for the absence of interference. In experin ent, this can be done by introducing di erent paths
for two incident beam s. Let us assum e a tw o-photon spectrum C(!1;!2) to be de ned at an optical source em itting
two beam s separately. T hese two beam s, traveling di erent paths z; and z;; are ready to input into two ports of a
beam splitter. A ccording to Eq. (13), the new spectrum after the paths is w ritten as

C (11712)= Cg(lq;l,)ettrmmer tom=al, @7)

IfCs(M1;!'2) Issymmetric, C (!1;!2) becom es asym m etric at the unbalanced position z; § z,.
A s an exam pl, we consider a source em iting a tw o-photon wavepacket w ith the spectrum as

| | 292 2
Cslliila)=gli+ 1, ple [tr rlz 2PFED; 48)

where ;= 1+ , descrbesthe phasematching in which , and ; ({i= 1;2) are the central frequencies for the
pum p beam and two converted beam s, respectively.  de nes the bandw idth for two converted beam s. This is the
typical form of tw o-photon wavepacket generated in SPD C of type I by taking into account the two dow n-converted
beam snon-degenerate. Iffg(!1+ !, p) can notbe factorized asg; (! 1)9, (! 2), it describes an entangled tw o-photon
wavepacket. However, Eq. (48) can descrbe an un-entangled tw o-photon wavepacket too, as ong asgx) = 1. For
the spectrum (48), we calculate the coincidence probability by Eq. (29) and obtain (see Appendix A)

Po= (Q=2) e ? * (g 3C =07y 49)

where the path di erence z= z, 2z and the frequency deference = 2 1. The equation displays a well
known interference dip at the balanced position z; = z,, observed in the previous experin ents, for exam ple, in Refs.
[l1and R] for the entangled two-photon state, and in the recent experim ent reported in Ref. [L3] for two Independent
single photons. The width of the dip is de ned by the coherent length of the singlephoton beam <= . W hen the
path di erence z exceeds far the ocoherent length z > > o= ; the C I disappears, show ing the reference P . = 1=2)
for the absence of Interference. In the degenerate case = 0, the coincidence probability is null at the balanced
position and the perfect C I occurs due to the sym m etry of the spectrum (48). The level of dip rises as the di erence
ofthe central frequencies  is increased. H owever, it is Interesting that the coincidence probability does not depend
on the form of finction g (%), so that the present theory contrbutes an uniform description for both entangled and
un-entangled tw o-photon w avepackets.

In a generalcase w hen the bandw idths oftw o single-photon beam s are not equal, in order to evaluate the coincidence
probabiliy, finction g x) m ust be given. Let the spectrum of tw o-photon w avepacket

| , 2_(n 2 , 2_( 2 , 2_( 2
Cs(l1;',) = Ae (tat+ 1y p) =12 p)e (Y 1)°=@2 7)) (2 2)°=@2 3). (50)

14

where , isthe bandw idth for the pum p beam . T he coincidence probability is calculated as

2

N

1 =
Po= (I=2)L (s=g¢le 2 °? ezt Ty (61)
where two e ective bandw idths are de ned as
S
213
s= 3 (52a)
K
S
By hraid
£ = > 5 > : (52b)
2(p+ T+ 3)

The e ective bandw idths 5 and ¢ detem ine the spatial coherent range and the frequency range of two-photon
Interference, respectively. In the extreme case , ! 0 which describes the m axin um two-photon entanglem ent, two
e ective bandw idths areequal: ¢ = 5. However,when ! 1 ,the two converted beam s are not entangled, the
coincidence probability isw ritten as
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Pc=

212 % Z
—— exp : 53
T T e ’ &

NI
N

+
NN

Tt veri esP. < 1=2 Portwo Independent single-photon wavepackets.

Case IT : In the general form of case II, the nput state nclides four parts shown in Eq. (21). W e have already
Indicated in Sec. ITT-A that there is no interference am ong the states j i;3 iand j i+ j i, so that they
can be discussed independently. For state j , n 1, discussion is the sam e as case I. For j i+ j i, onem ay use
Eqg. (34), orEqg. (37) to study the CIe ect. Therefore, for case II, the su cient and necessary conditions for the
perfect C I are obtained as

Com (P17!2) Cam (12711); m = ; (54a)
C (f47'2) C  (la7!t1): (54b)

W e note that the conditions (54a) and (54b) are for the perfect C I of two photons w ith the sam e polarization (state
J nm 1) and with orthogonalpolarizations (state j i+ i), respectively.

Sin ilar to case I, the perfect C I can be acquired forboth entangled and un-entangled tw o-photon wavepacket. For
the entangled tw o-photon states, for instance, theBellstates § iand j * idescrbed by Egs. (23a) and (23b) satisfy
the sym m etric condiions (54a) and (54b), respectively. H ow ever, the polarization-entangled tw o-photon w avepacket
J w (= 0)i;de ned by Eq. (24), satis es condition (54b).

Then we consider two independent single-photon wavepackets, describbed by Eq. (20). The nom alization of each
single-photon w avepacket requires

Z

Ny = A, OF; ny +n5 =1; =12 m= ;) (55)
If tw o single-photon wavepackets are identical
Cin (1) = Con (1); m= ; (56)

it is readily to verify that the sym m etric conditions (54) have been satis ed. A s the sam e as case I, two dentical
single-photon wavepackets show the perfect C I. O n the other hand, if the sym m etric condition Eq. (54b) has been
satis ed for two independent singlephoton wavepackets, one obtains

| |
Ci (1) _Ca (t2) _ s; 57)
Co (Y1) Cz (')

where the constant s is independent of frequency. By taking into acoount the nom alization (55), one cbtanss= &t ,
and hence

C, (I)=¢€"Cy (1); Cy ()=¢€"Cy (1): (58)

T hism eans that, for two independent single-photon wavepackets, if only condition (54b) hasbeen satis ed, condition
(54a) m ust be satis ed, too, and the two wavepackets are identical in addition to a phase. In other words, for two
Independent single-photon wavepackets, if the perfect C I for photons w ith the cross polarizations has been observed,
one can predict the perfect C I for photons w ith the sam e polarization.
W e calculate the coincidence probability for two independent single-photon wavepackets. U sing Egs. (36) and (45),
we obtain
Z

1
PI™ = Zhmna 3 diCim (1C; OFF  m= ©9)

where ni, no,  is the probability of two m -polarized photons entering the beam splitter. Equation (59) show s that
(1=2)n1y Nop Is the reference coincidence probability for the absence of Interference of the m “polarized photons. T his
m eansthatthe AC Ie ect cannotbe ocbserved in detection ofthe coincidence probability ofthe sam e polarized photons.
By taking into account the integral

Z Z Z Z

dly dl,Cc (I1i!2)C (La7ln)= dly dl,Cy (11)Ca (12)Cy (12)C, (11) (60)

1 1 1 1
Zl Zl

= drcy (e, (1) dlc, (e, (1);
1 1
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and Eqg. (37), the coincidence probability for the pairs of crosspolarized photons is obtained as
Z 23

Z[ dalc; (1)C, (1) dalC, (1)C; (1) + cel; (61)
1 1

1
P, =P =Z(n1n2 +n; ny )

where n; n, + n; n, is the probability of two crosspolarized photons entering the beam splitter. Again,
(1=2) 01 ny, + ni ny ) isthe reference coincidence probability for the absence of interference for tw o crosspolarized
photons. Dierent from PI™ ,P_. + P_ can be higher or Iower than this reference. Fally, the total coincidence
probability (38) is w ritten as

C
"
Z . i

1 1
Po= = 1 dlcy (1)c, (+Cy (1)c, ()] p 62)
2 . 2

w here the nomm alization (55) hasbeen applied. T his resul tells us that, for tw o lndependent single-photon wavepadk—
ets, the AC I e ect never occurs for the polarization-insensitive detection. O fcourse, each sub-coincidence probability,
such asPI'™ m = ; )orP_. + P_. ,isnomorethan one half, too.

In consequence, tw o-photon coalescence interference in a beam splitter can inspect the identiy for two independent
sihglephoton w avepackets or, substantially, the sym m etry of the spectrum of tw o-photon wavepacket. O bviousl, CI
is not a criterion for tw o-photon entanglem ent. W e have proved In Egs. (46) and (62) that ACIe ects cannot occur
for tw o independent single-photon wavepackets. T herefore, A C I is the signature of tw o-photon entanglem ent. W e w 111
discuss AC I In details in the next two sub-sections.

C . anticoalescence interference and tw o-photon transparent state

T he other m anner of two-photon interference is just opposite of the coalescence interference: the coincidence
probability at the output ofbeam splitter is greater than that of the absence of interference. In the extrem e case two
photons never go together, we call it the perfect ACT.

Case I :According to Eq. (27), the necessary and su cient condition for the perfect ACI is

C(li7l2)= C(la;!1) (63)

In the whole frequency space. We callEq. (63) the antisym m etric two-photon spectrum . O bviously, it satis es
C((';!')= 0.0necan see nm ediately from Eq. 7) that only the output states for tw o photons traveling in di erent
ports ram ain so that the coincidence probability is unity. Furthem ore, when the antisym m etric condition (63) is
satis ed, the output state (27) is reduced to
X
J twolout = C(!li!z)Bi(!l)ag(!z) a{(!z)ag(!l)]iOi (64)

X
= C(l1it2)al (t)ad ()P C(1z;!1)al (tn)ag (12)1Pi

i<ty o<1y

= C(f1it2)a) ()ag (L) Pi= J ol

1il2

Tt m eans that when the perfect AC I occurs, the output state is iddentical to the lnput. In other words, a tw o-photon
w avepacket w ith the antisym m etric spectrum (63) is nvariant under the 50/50 beam splitter transfom , or it is the
elgenstate w ith the unity eigenvalue. N ote that the eigenstate is not unique, and i can be any tw o-photon w avepacket
satisfying condition (63). P hysically, the two-photon wavepacket is perfectly transparent passing beam splitter, so we
call i two-photon transparent state. O f course, the two-photon transparent state m ust be in entanglem ent, since
tw o Independent single-photon wavepackets never show ACIe ect. A wellknown exam ple of tw o-photon transparent
state istheBellstate j iwhich isde ned by (19b) and satis esthe antisym m etric condition (63). So the Bell state
j  1isthe eigenstate in a 50/50 beam splitter transform . T his is the reason why the Bellstate j i can bem easured
by a coincidence counting in the teleportation schem e. [18]
Case II :Sim ilarly as discussed above, the necessary and su cient conditions for the perfect ACI are

Com (f17!2) Com (!2711); m= ;; (65a)
C  (!1;!2) C (l2;%1): (65b)
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The sam e as case I, condition (65a) gives the nvariant state
jmmj-outzjmmi; m = ; : (66)

H ow ever, under condition (65b), one obtains

X
J dout= C ('13'2)B] (nay ('2) a) (f1a] (12)1Pi (67)

= C  (1i'2)a] (1ay (L2)+C (zilvay (1)ay (12)IPi= 3 4 $

A gain, a two-photon wavepacket w ith the antisym m etric spectra (65) is trangparent passing the beam splitter. It is
readily to check that the polarization-entangled anti-symm etric Bell state j 1 and state j w ( = )i, de ned by
Egs. 23b) and (24), respectively, fiil 11 conditions (65) and hence are the two-photon transparent states.
W e have already Indicated that, there isno interference am ong tw o-photon pairs, ; and , so that conditions
(65a) and (65b) are for the perfect AC Is of two photons w ith the sam e polarization and the orthogonalpolarizations,
respectively. For case IT, it is possble that one of the two-photon spectra is symm etric and the other one is anti-
symm etric. For exam ple, we consider tw o independent single-photon wavepackets which are identical . Then a phase
shift for polarized beam is introduced by inserting a waveplate in path 1. The com bined two-photon state is
w ritten as
X , X
Jss()i= C (1ay (ty)+eC (tya] (1)l € (a)ay (2)+C (L2)ay (12)1Pi (68)

Yy '2

= £ (1)C (al (tnad (t)+eCc (i)C (!2)a; (f1)ay (12)

+C (11)C (l2)a] (fi)ay (2)+ et c (11)C (‘2)a; (f1)ay (12)1Pi:

T he two-photon spectra of state j ss ( = )i satisfy the symm etric condition (54a) for the photon pairs and ’
and the antisym m etric condition (65b) for the photon pair . In resul, the photon pairsw ith the sam e polarization
travel together while the photon pairs w ith the orthogonalpolarizations exit from di erent ports. N evertheless, the
total coincidence probability in polarization-insensitive detection m ust satisfy Eq. (62).

D . observation of anticoalescence interference e ect

T he detection of entanglem ent is the one of the in portant tasks in quantum inform ation. W e have proved in the
previous subsections that the ACI e ect is the signature of tw o-photon entanglem ent so that it can be an usefiiland
sim ple m ethod to dem onstrate entanglem ent.

T he photon entanglem ent state generated in the source m ay have a sym m etric spectrum show ingthe CIe ect. Due
to the fact that the m anners of interference depend on the relative phase of the interference term which increases or
decreases coincidence probability, we Introduce an additional phase in tw o-photon wavepacket to change the m anners
of the interference from CIto ACLI.

Case I :W e consider a two-photon spectrum in the form of

Q(l;l2)=gl+ 12 2)E(, (2 )i (69)

In which f (x) descrbes a spectral pro le identical for two single-photon beam s and g (x) describes possible entan—
glem ent. O bviously, spectrum (69) is symm etric. If £ (x) is a G aussian, we have already calculated the coincidence
probability as shown In Eqg. (49) which is In fact irrelevant to photon entanglem ent. In order to introduce an ad-
ditional phase in the spectrum , one can set an unbalanced M ach-Zehnder interferom eter in one path of the beam .
Thism ethod was proposed in the previous experin ents. B] P]W e explain thism ethod again in the S-picture by the
spectra feature for two-photon state. Let beam 1 be solit into two parts, and one travels a short path Lg, and the
other a long path L;. Then these two sub-beam s ncorporate a beam again which interferes w ith beam 2 traveling a
path z;. The new two-photon spectrum at the nput ports ofbeam splitter is obtained as

C(liila)=0 (Ll o4 e themeptem™C = 20 (1;1,)etrat 1e2) = og(1 ) L=q); (70)

wherez; = L1+ Lg)=2and L= (L; Lg)=2.Wesst ;=1 ; A= 1;2),Eqg. (70) iswritten as
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C (17 2)=2e" @27 (; )t @t 22)C g L=c+ ); (1)

where the additionalphase = L=c= 2 L= . = 2 c Iisthe wavelngth or each sihglephoton beam . In
the case of the perfect phase m atching in SPDC, g (x) ! (x¢); one obtains
C(1;2)= 28 B2 (14 HE(E(2)e ™" 2% c0s( 1 L=c); =n ; (72a)
. _ . _ 1
C1;2)= 28 B2 (14 HE(DE(2)e ™" 22 Csin(; L=0); =+ o) (72b)

At the balanced position z; = 2z, soectrum (72a) is symm etric and spectrum (72b) is antisymm etric so that the
phase dom inates the interference m anners changed between the perfect CTand ACT.

N ow , we consider the two-photon spectrum Q (!1;!2) at the source de ned by Egs. (16) and (17). UshgEqg. (29),
we calculate the coincidence probability for the two-photon spectrum (71) (see Appendix B)

o= 2fl Lposp) emT r e’ L loscie oter s atery, (73a)
2 B 2 2
B = 1+ cos@ )expl — . 2=)% (73b)
B o8 SPL o 2 c
where p= and z= z, Zz.The threetem sin the square brackets ofEq. (73a) contribute to the interference
occurringm ainly at the three positions ofbeam splitter: the rsttem for z= 0andthelasttwotem sfor z = L.

Sin iar to Eq. (49), the coherent length of the singlephoton beam c= de nes the width of the Interference dip (or
peak) so that only when L is larger than = the dips can be apart in space. In the rst tem , the phase2 may
a ect the interferencem anners, C I, AC I or the absence of interference, w hereas in the last two tem s i show sonly the
CIe ect. However, to show a signi cant interference e ect at the balanced position, it should satisfy the condition

S

24 2¢ P 5 C
I N AL 74)
P

where =  is the coherent length for the pum p beam . Since  is related to two-photon entanglem ent, =  is also
called the twophoton coherent length. For [ << ( << 1), that is the two-photon coherent length ismuch larger
than the sihglephoton coherent length, it is possble that the optical path di erence oftwo beam s L exceeds the
sihglephoton ocoherent length = , but condition (74) is satis ed. T his fact hasbeen dem onstrated experim entally in
Ref. PI.

For the perfect phase m atching n SPDC, gx) = () is set in Eq. (16), the coincidence probability can be
calculated by Eqg. 29)

l l 2 2 l 2 2 l 2 2
Po= SfL —— bos2 er 2 ) 4 Se FOLy 277 Se TCL 2 @) g, (75)
cos ez c
If L >> = ,the above equation is approxim ately w ritten as
1 1 1
P fl s e 7 2 @) Ze e e L 2t g (76)

This result was obtained in the previous study [P]. Note that Eq. (76) is approxim ately valid since it gives P, < 0
at z= 0for = n . Atthebalnced posiion, Equation (75) is sin pli ed as
1 2 2
1 cos2 )l ez L@
Pe= 1 2 (—)2 : (77)
2[L+ cos2 ez 7))

It show s that, for an idealtw o-photon entanglem ent in frequency, the perfect C I and AC I occur by setting the phase
=n and = @+ 1=2) , respectively. T his is consistent w ith the sym m etry of tw o-photon spectrum indicated by
Eqgq. (72).
To show the feature of the entanglem ent, we also apply thism ethod to two Independent single-photon w avepackets
for com parison. In this case, we set g x) constant n Eq. (16), and the two single-photon soectra are separable as

Ci( )= Ae me gl 2 =Cos( L=c+ ); (78)

2_ 20 . _
Co( )= Rze —@ 7t =z=c,
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In which the phase factor independent of frequency is neglected. By using Egq. (46), we calculate the coincidence
probability for the above two Independent single-photon spectra (see Appendix C)

1

1 . 1 2 2 . 1 2 2
P.= -fl ple st 207@)7 L g (2 27 (79)
<2 20+ ws2 et @) o
l l 1 2 2 2 l 1 2 2 l 1 2 2
= Zf]1 cos2 ez( Lo+ z%)(g) + Ze s( L+ z)7(3) + Ze (L z) " (3) .
2 1+ cos2 eLZ(F)Z[ 2 &
The rst line ofEq. (79) shows clearly P. < 1=2. W e note that the sam e results as Egs. (75) and (79) can also be
obtained from Eqg. (73) by setting ! Oand ! 1 , respectively.
In Figs. 3-5, we plot the coincidence probabilities for the three exam ples of two-photon spectra: the m axin um
tw o-photon entanglem ent described by g®) = (%), the arbitrary entanglem ent descrdbed by Eq. (17) with = ,

and the two independent single-photon wavepackets (78), which are indicated by solid, dashed and dotted lines,
regpectively. F igures 3a and 3b show the coincidence probability versus the phase 2 at the balanced position z = 2z,
for L ( =c) =1 and 3, respectively. It shows that the phase dom inates the m anners of interference. For the
maxinum entanglem ent (solid line), the perfect CIand ACIoccuratthephase2 = 2n and @n+ 1) , respectively,
and it is Independent of the nom alized optical path di erence L ( =c): For an arbitrary entanglem ent, how ever,
both CTand ACI can occur, but not perfect (dashed line). A s for two Independent single-photon wavepackets in the
coherent range for sihglephoton ( L ( =c) = 1), the CIoccurs, but there isno ACIe ect (dotted line).

In experin ents, it would be di cult to m easure the net coincidence probability due to a lower quantum e ciency.
The curves n Fig. 3 are unable to wimess ACI e ect if there is not a reference for coincidence probability. A -
tematively, one m ay scan the position of beam splitter to show the two-photon interference. In Fig. 4, we plot the
concidence probability versus the nom alized position of the beam splitter z( =c) for L ( =c) = 1. T he reference
of coincidence probability has been shown at the arge z( =c). In Fig. 4a, by choosing the phase2 = @n+ 1) ,
the ACTI e ect hasbeen shown at the balanced position, and it w inesses the tw o-photon entanglem ent of the lnput
state. In Fig. 4b, 2 = 2n , the CIoccurs, and there is no signi cant di erence for the three cases. In Fig. 4c (also

In Fig. 5¢c) or2 = @n+ 1=2) , however, the three curves coincide exactly, show ing the C I. A s a m atter of fact, for
2 = @n+ 1=2) ,Egs. (73), (75) and (79) becom e identical
Po= 1f1 Tp HOIr 277 4o 30 ey, ©0)
2 2

In this case, the Interference is independent of photon entanglem ent evaluated by the bandw idth [, of the pump
beam . In Fig. 5, we sest a larger L ( =c) = 3; for which the traveling path di erence L of two photons is larger
than the ocoherent length = of the single-photon beam . The two side-dips em erge approxin ately at the position

z= L. Dierent from Fig. 4, for two independent sihglephoton wavepackets (shown by the dotted lines), the
Interferences disappear at the balanced position for any value of phase . But the CI and ACTI still occur for the
entangled tw o-photon wavepacket by choosing proper phases.

T he Interference e ect shown in Fig. 5 hasbeen reported in Ref. O], In which the authors dem onstrate that "the
sihglephoton wavepacket concept is not alw ays appropriate for tw o-photon interference m easurem ents". D ue to the
fact that in the experim ent tw o photons to be Interfered are in entanglem ent the Feynm an-type diagram s ofbiphoton
am plitudes were applied in their theoretical analysis. In the present theory we show an uniform description for a
general w avepacket containing two photons, whether in entanglem ent or not. It has shown that the entangled two—
photon wavepacket m ay behave In interference m anners sin ilar to or di erent from the un-entangled one. But only
ACTIe ect is the signature of two-photon entanglem ent. The various e ects can be understood by the two-photon
spectra which are typically describbed by Egs. (71), (69), (16) and (17). W e plot the contours for the envelope of the
spectra by om itting the oscillatory phase factor (ie. settihg z; = z, = 0 In Eqg. (71)) for sim plicity. Each point in
the spectral plane corresponds to a two-photon state with the amplitude C ( 1; ). In the contour, pairs of points
symm etric w ith respect to the diagonal ; = , contrbute to Interference so that the topological characteristic of
contourm ay illistrate the interferencem anners. F igures 6 and 7 show the contours ofthe spectra for the un-entangled
by setting g (x) = 1) and entangled (y setting , = (1=3) ) wavepackets, respectively, in which the bright and the
dark with respect to the background indicate respectively the positive and negative values of am plitudes. In F igs.
6 and 7, the param eters are chosen as @) L(=c)= land = n ; ) L(=c)= land = @+ 1=2) ; (©)

L(=c)=3and =n ;d L(=c)= 3and = @+ 1=2) . For un-entangled two-photon wavepacket, In
Fig. 6, the contours of spectra are symm etric w ith respect to the C artesian axis, but not to the diagonal. A s for
entangled tw o-photon w avepacket, the contours in Fig. 7 show approxim ate sym m etry w ith respect to the diagonal:
the symm etric for Figs. 7a and 7c and the antisym m etric for F igs. 7b and 7d.

Case IT :W e discuss two exam ples: one is the polarization entangled two-photon wavepacket described by Eq.
(24), and the other one consists of two Independent single-photon wavepackets being in two orthogonally polarized
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m odes described by Eq. (68). T he m anners of tw ophoton interference dependsm ainly on the phase factore' , which
can be set as desire by inserting a waveplate n path 1 for -polarization.

To show the reference of interference, ket beam j travela path z; before entering beam splitter. At the input ports
ofbeam splitter, the two-photon entangled spectra or Eg. (24) are given by

' 2_ 2 ' 2_ 2 s ' _
C (Y1;'2)= g(!1+ [ p)e (M =@ 7)) (2 ) =@ )el(-121Jr -222)*C; 8la)
C (il =e g+ 1, e Ur @D (e T Dl mse, (81b)
First, we assum e = = , and gx) can be any form . According to Eq. (38), one obtains the coincidence

probability (see Appendix D)
1 1 22( =c)
P.=2pP, = Efl cos|( )? ] e? g: 82)

D i erent from Eqg. (49),which describes interference oftw o-photon w avepacket in the sam e polarization, the frequency
di erence of two orthogonally polarized photons ntroduces a spatial quantum beating. B] [B] For the two-photon
wavepacket w ith only frequency entanglem ent generated in SPD C of type I, the di erence of the central frequencies
oftw o converted singlephoton beam s din Inishes the sym m etry of the two-photon spectrum (see Eg. (48)). However,
for the polarization entangled tw o-photon wavepacket generated in SPD C oftype II, at the balanced position z; = z,
and = 0;the symmetry between C (!1;!2) and C (!1;!2) In Eg. (8l) ism aintained for two colored converted
beam s. At unbalanced positions, the frequency di erence causes a phase shift jist lke phase and results in 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). The coincidence probability isthe sameasEq. (82),but isde ned by an e ective bandw idth
(see Appendix D)

2 2 2 2

~ 22+ 22447

= 5 : @®3)
202+ 24+ %)

Thism eansthat In the polarization-entangled state the frequency correlation described by function g (x) is Insigni cant
for a ecting the m anners of the Interference.

For two independent single-photon w avepackets described by Eq. (68), let beam j traveling a path z;, the spectra
at the beam splitter are obtained as

2, _ : 2y _
c; (1)y=8 e ¢ =2 TGt m=e, C; (1)=2a e ¢ R (84a)

C, (I)=A e ! V=@ lgilz=, o yop e ¢ V=@ Nginc, (84b)
- 2 p_ 2
n = A°; n = A“; n +n = 1: 85)

A cocording to Egs. (59) and (61), the coincidence probabilities for the photons w ith the sam e polarization and the
cross polarizations are respectively calculated as

Z Z
1 * , 2_ 2 A 1 * 2_ 2 : _
prm = Emfn 72 dar et »iTre M Tef)o Ehi Bl d e “ret #T°F) 86)
1 1
1 2 2 1 1 2 _ 22
= _[ni Ai Se z 2 (p=0 = “nifl ez ?” tp=ely; m= ;
and
Z 4 Z 4
1 2 (! 2= 2 il z=c 2 i (! 2= 2 41 gz=c
P, =P, ==-nn -R dal e" e Ace dat  e” e +cc] 87)
2 4 1 1
1 1 _ 1,2, 2 _ 2
=-nn ZRp2a’ el yoame g w2000 = o
1 1,2, 2 2\_ 2
=-nn fl  cos[( ) z=c ] e® T (7F g

T he total coincidence probability is given by
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(88)

[} (o] C
= Zf] n2e® Z = p2g oz 2t =0’ o g ocos|( ) z=c ] et 2% (7 2)=C2g
— %fl J’l e % 22( =c)2e i z=c+i% +n e % zz( =c)2e i z=c iz ng:
In the case of = andn =n = 1=2,Eqg. (88) issimnpli ed as
1 1 Z 1 22( :0)2
P.= —fl — @+ cos( )— ] e? )g: 89)
2 2 c

In Figs. 8-12, we plot the coincidence probabilities for the above tw o exam ples of case IT, the polarization entangled
and un-entangled two-photon wavepacdkets, descrbbed by Egs. (81l) and (84), respectively. First, we consider the
coincidence probability at the balanced position z; = z, ofthe beam splitter w here the Interference e ect is signi cant.
For the entangled wavepacket, Eq. (82) becom es

P.= (1=2)1 cos ): (90)

Tt veri esthe previous discussion: forthe spectrum w ith the sym m etry the perfect C Tand AC Ie ectsoccurby setting
phase = 0 and , respectively. For the un-entangled wavepacket, according to Eq. (86), the pairs wih the same
polarization show theperfectCL, P, = P_ = 0atthebalanced position. In result, the total coincidence probability
is obtalned as

P.=2P, =nn (1 cos ): 91)
Sin ilarly, it can perform the perfect CIat = 0. Because of the nom alization (85), it hasn n 1=4. Hence the
m axinum coincidence probability n Eq. 91) isP. = 1=2 for = . Figure 8 show sthe totalcoincidence probabilities
versusphase forthesetwo exam ples. N ote that, forthetwom odescase, P, = 1=2 doesnot alwaysm ean "the absence
of nterference", and i willbe illustrated in Fig. 11.

For the sake of show ing the reference, the coincidence probabilities versus the nom alized position ofbeam splitter
are potted in Figs. 9-12, In which Figs. 9 and 10 are for the polarization entangled wavepacket, and Figs. 11 and
12 for the two independent single-photon wavepackets. In Fig. 9, by setting = , it show s the di erent pro les
of the iInterference, depending on phase . The observable ACI e ect for the phase = show s the evidence for
two-photon entanglem ent. It is interesting that, when = =2, there is no interference com pltely. T his is because
of out of phase for two am plitudes of the tw o-photon states interfered. W hen € , the coincidence probabilities
display the interference fringe shown in Fig. 10. T he phase causes the shift of the 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 set In Egs. (84) and (85), it show s that the photon pair w ith the
sam e polarization ( ) or ( ) perform the same CIwhich is lndependent of phase , while the photon pair w ith
the orthogonalpolarizationsm ay show di erent m anners of interferences, depending on phase . For exam ple, when

= , the nterference pattern forP, orP_ showsthe samedip,whereasforP_, + P_ i showsa peak. In result,
the totalcoincidence probability satis esP.  1=2. Physically, it doesnotm ean "the absence of interference", because
the tw 0 opposite m anners of interferences do occur. T he photonsw ith the sam e polarization travel together w hile the
photons w ith the di erent polarizations travel apart. T he peak cbserved in the polarization-sensitive detection does
not m ean that the input two-photon wavepacket is In entanglem ent. In order to dem onstrate the entanglem ent, one
m ust m easure the coincidence probability insensitive to polarization. W hen the di erence of the central frequencies
for two polarized m odes is introduced, € , the interference fringes appear as shown in Fig. 12. In com parison
ofFig. 12 with Fig. 10, it show s clearly the di erence ofthe reference level in the interference fringes, w hich w nesses
the tw o-photon entanglem ent.

Iv.CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we study tw o-photon interference for a general two-photon wavepacket wih a nite spectral range
In the representation of the quantum state. It is clearly shown that two-photon nterference originates from the
Indistinguishability of two-photon states, whether for mput an entangled two-photon wavepacket or two indepen-—
dent single-photon wavepackets. Various behaviors of tw o-photon interferences can be understood by the topological
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sym m etry of tw o-photon spectralam plitude. W e distinguish the CTand AC Ie ectsaccording to the coincidence prob—
ability less and m ore than that for the absence of interference. W e prove that un-entangled tw o-photon w avepackets
never show ACI e ect, so i m akes possbility to w iness the photon entanglem ent by the ACI e ect. However,
the necessary and su cient conditions for the perfect CI and AC I are deduced. For a two-photon wavepacket w ith
anti-sym m etric spectrum , the perfect AC I occurs and the w avepacket passes a 50/50 beam splitter transparently.

In this paper, we consider the tw o-photon w avepacket propagating In one din ension. W ithout di culyy, the present
m ethod can be extended to discuss the beam w ith transverse distrdbbution. T he recent work R0] has shown that the
spatial sym m etry of wavefunction can also a ect the interference m anners.
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VI.APPENDICES
A .Appendix A
C onsider the two-photon spectrum (48), the nom alization is given by

Zl Zl
| 2 | 2. 2
1= d!; dlog+ 1y p)j?e [(ta 1)+ (Y2 2)°F @1)

where ;= !; ; A= 1;2). Let
p= 171t 27 n = 2 17 A2)
Equation @A 1) is obtained as
1Z 1 Z r—z,
2 2 2 2 _ 2
1= 5 dp dn jJ(p)jze ot a P = E dpj}l(p)jze P77, @a3)

1 1 1

Then, we calculate the Integration by taking into account Eq. (47)

Z Z
1
> dl; dlo € (1;02)C (I2;01)+ cel A 4)
1 1
Z 4 Z 4
= dr, Ao+ 1y p)jze [ 1%+ Uz 2%+ (1 2%+ (U 1)21=<22>Oos[(!2 11) z=c]
1 1
Z Z
' ' - [+ (2t )2+ 2%+ (o 2Ee )
= d 1 dof(1+ 2)Fe cosl(, 1+ ) z=]
121 il 2 2 . 2 _ 2
T2 dp dm?'g(p)fe ot m)t2n @ e € =) os[(n + ) z=]
' 2
7
L o1 - b . =2 %) ! (n+ )= %
= e’ dpf(p)fe » dpe n cosl(n + ) z=c]
1 1
=e 30 z97g 3( =7

A cocording to Eg. (29), one cbtainsEq. (49). Sin ilarly, Eg. (51) can be calculated.
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B .Appendix B

Consider a twophoton spectrum describbed by Egs. (71), n which Q ( 1; ) = @=2)e 7 2)°=2 g o
T he nom alization is given by

Z Z Z Z
2_ 2 2 2 _ 2
1= d; d.¥ (15 2)F = 2% d; d, et 2 7re (it D7  od (| L=c+
1 1
W, %, 1
_ a2 (1+ 2)°=2. ({+ 5)=7 _
= A d d, e rpe 17 2 — [+ cos(2 ;1 L=c)cos2 ]
1 1 2
Z Z
2 p2:2 (2Jr 2):(2 2)
= —A dyp dn e rpe ‘P m fl+ cos2 cos[(p+ ) L=ck
) le le
2 M_ 2 _ 2 2 _ 2
= ZAZ dop dnp er et 17@ g w =@ If1 4 052 cos(p L=0)os( n L=0)g
1 1
2
= 2A2qp:B,
2 2
2 %+ 5

where Eq. A 2) hasbeen applied, and B isde ned by Eq. (73b). Then, we calculate the Integration
Z z,

di d2 (17 2)C (27 1)+ cecl

1 1
Z Z
= op2 Cit 2= 2o i+ D=7 = - -
2A d 1 d, e pe oos( 1 L=c+ )cos( , L=c+ )oos[( 2 1) z=c]
1 1
Z Z
= a2 d d (1+ 2)°=2_ (2+ 2)=7 _ _
= 1 2 e re cosl( » 1) z=clfcos[( 1+ ) L=c+ 2 ]+ cos[( 1
1 1
Z Z
_ 2 =2 2+ =@ ) _ _ _
—EA d, dn er pre ‘P m cos(n z=c)fos( p L=c+ 2 )+ cos( n L=c)]
1 1
2
2 1 P 2 2 2
5 ( L+ z7)(3) 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2
= Alg—2 _foos2 & ' ° + e sl TR, Ze 2 (L 2T E) g,
224 2 2 2
p

By taking into account the nom alization B 1), we obtain the coincidence probability (73).

C .A ppendix C

For two independent single-photon spectra de ned by Eq. (78), the nom alization is given by
Z Z

2 2

_ _ 1 _
1= AZ%A3 e T~ d e " oof( L=c+ )d = AiA%E 21+ cos2 e LTy,
1 1

T hen, we calculate the integration

Z 4 Z,
2_ 2 s _
Cl( )CZ( )d = A1A2 e = el (z1 22)—ccos( L=c+ )d
! 1
Z 4
2_ 2 . )
= A1A; e ~ fe 'cos[ (L+ z)=cl+e® cos[ (L 2)=cld
1
1 P— ) N ~ . A .
=Mk fele L S L A e

By using Eq. (46), the coincidence probability is w ritten as
P.= %[1 %AiAg ‘e lg sl 2" ele #(T z)2(?)2132]:

By taking into account the nom alization (1), Eqg. (79) has been obtained.
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D .A ppendix D

F irst, we consider the case of = = . For the polarization entangled two-photon spectrum de ned by Eqg.
(81), the nom alization is given by
Z Z Z Z
1= dly  dl¥ (il + dly  dl¥ (1yi!2)F (oBN)
le le 1 1, ) z .
=2  d. d, T+ 2)fe (it = dp dn FE e tameh
1, ) 1 1 1
ST 4, mpfe i@

1

Using Eq. (38), we calculate the coincidence probability

. Z z
Po= Sfl dly  dl,C (1ila)C (ail)+ celg ©2)
z,! oz
1 . (24 2)= 2
= Efl d; d, Pe+ 2)Fe (i1 2 2 cosl( 2 1+ )? ie)
zZ ;| zZ
! ; (o+ 21=2 ? z
= 1l d, dn Te)Fe o7 = cosl(n + — B
z | ! zZ
1 . 2_ (2 2) 2 _p 2y 4
= 5fl dog(p)fe » dn er cosl(m + — 5
) 7 11 pl
2_ 2 — zZ —~) 2
= Sl g(p)fe 7% a, 2 oosl( )— 7 g
1 C

By taking into acocount the nom alization O 1), one cbtansEqg. (82).

Second, we consider the case of 6 . For the spectrum described by Egs. (17) and (81), the nom alization is
given by
Z Z Z Z
2 (14 ,)2=2 2_ 2 2_ 2
1=2 dl, dl, ¥ (q;!)f=o2a d; d, et 2= 1 2 ©3)
1 1 1 1
Z 2
— a2 d, d. er=s (ot n)?=00?) (5 n)P=0?)
1 1

T he coincidence probability is calculated as

zZ, Z .
g a2 (1t 2= 2 1=7 I=7, _Z z 4
P. > A d; d, e P cosl( 2 1)C+( )C ie) ©4)
1 1
Z Z
1 2 ' 2= 2 (ot n)P=@ %) =@ ) z z
= fl A d, d, er o (ptnm p = cosln —+ ( = .
1 1
1 Z 1 2 —2
=Ef1 ZAZ Q%CDS[( )? I e:? z" (=c) gy
+ 24
P

where isde ned by Eqg. (83). By taking Into account the nom alization @ 3), one ocbtainsEq. (82) again.

captions of gures
Fig. 1 Spectral plane for the Input state. (@) There is not a pair of two-photon states to be interfered because
LT ('1;'2)C (Y2;5'1)J= 0; ) There are pairs of sym m etric tw o-photon states and the degenerate tw o-photon states
w hich m ay Interfere.
Fig. 2 Contours of tw o-photon spectra for two Independent single-photon wavepackets, each of which is described
by a G aussian-type. (@) two wavepackets have the sam e central frequency, and () two wavepackets have di erent
central frequencies.
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Fig. 3 Coincidence probability versus phase 2 at the balanced position z = 2z, for the perfect entanglem ent
gx) = () (sold line), the arbitrary entanglement g(x) de ned by Eq. (17) with = (dashed line), and two
Independent single-photon wavepackets (dotted line). T he nom alized optical path di erence: @) L ( =c) = 1, ()

L ( =c)= 3.

Fig. 4 Coincidence probability versus the nom alized position ofbeam splitter, z( =c), or @) = @+ 1=2) , ©)
=n ,and (€) = @+ 1=4) .Other illustrations are the same asFig. 3.

Fig.5Sameasin Fig. 4but L ( =c) = 3.

Fig. 6 Contours of un-entangled two-photon spectra for @) L(=c) = land = n ; ) L(=c) = 1 and
= m+1=2) ;) L(=c)=3and =n ;d) L(=c)=3and = M+ 1=2)

Fig. 7 Contours of entangled two-photon spectra with = (1=3) ; other param eters are the sam e as in Fig. 6.
Fig. 8 Total coincidence probability versus phase at the balanced position z = 2z, for two independent single—
photon wavepackets being In two orthogonal polarizations (curve 1) and the polarization entangled two-photon

wavepacket (curve 2). Forthe former,n = n = 1=2 is set.
Fig. 9 For the polarization entangled tw o-photon wavepacket w ith = , the colncidence probabilities versus
the nom alized position ofbeam splitter, z( =c); or = 0, =4, =2,3 =4, and
Fig. 10 Same as In Fig. 9 but ( )=( )=2and @ =0,b) = =2, =
Fig. 11 For two independent single-photon wavepacketsbeing in two orthogonalpolarizationswihn = n = 1=2;
= and = , coincidence probabilities versus the nom alized position ofbeam splitter, z( =c), for (a)
=0, b) = =2,and () = .Dotted, dashed and solid curves are for the coincidence probabilities of the sam e

polarization photons P, . ); the crosscoincidence probability P, + P_ and the total coincidence probability
P., respectively.
Fig. 12 Same as in Fig. 11 but ( )=( )=2and @ =0,0) = =2, =
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