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A bstract

W e use a localtheory ofphotonspurely asparticlesto m odelthe
single-photon experim ent proposed by Tan,W alls,and Collett. Like
Tan etal.weareabletoderiveaviolation ofBell’sinequalitiesforpho-
ton countscoincidence m easurem ents. O ur localprobabilistic theory
doesnotuse any speci�cquantum m echanicalcalculations.
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stochastic-m odels.

1 Introduction

The presentpaperispartofa research program which concernsa founda-
tionalanalysisofphenom enausually described by quantum electrodynam ics
(Q ED)[6][7][8][10].O urpreviouspapersgivea particletheory fordi� rac-
tion oflightand theCasim ire� ect.Thepresentpaperisfocused on another
foundationaltopic. It rem ains to be seen how far the program we have
undertaken can becarried.

�
E-m ail:suppes@ ockham .stanford.edu.Towhom correspondenceshould beaddressed.

y
Perm anentAddress:PhysicsD epartm ent,FederalUniversity atJuiz de Fora,36036-

330 Juiz de Fora,M G Brazil.E-m ail:acacio@ �sica.ufjf.br
z
Perm anent Address: M athem atics D epartm ent,FederalUniversity at Paran�a,C.P.

19081,81530-900,Curitiba,PR,Brazil.E-m ail:adonai@ gauss.m at.ufpr.br

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9606020v1


A probabilistic theory of photons with well-de� ned trajectories is as-
sum ed. The wave properties com e from the expectation density of the
photons. The photons are also regarded as virtual,because they are not
directly observable,including theirannihilation ofeach other(see assum p-
tions bellow). W hat can be detected is the interaction with m atter. The
m eaning ofvirtualused here is notthe sam e asin Q ED.In sum m ary,our
basic assum ptionsare:

� Photonsare em itted by harm onically oscillating sources;

� They have de� nitetrajectories;

� They have a probability ofbeing scattered by m atter;

� Absorbers,like sources,are periodic;

� Photonshavepositiveand negativestates(+ -photonsand � -photons)
which locally interfere,when being absorbed.

Theexpected density of� -photonsem itted attin theintervaldtisgiven
by

s� (t)=
A s

2
(1� cos!t); (1)

where! isthefrequencyofaharm onicallyoscillatingsource,A s isaconstant
determ ined by thesource,and tistim e.W e used 1

2
� 1

2
cos(!t)ratherthan

cos(!t),to havea density thatisnonnegativeforalltand isbetween 0 and
1. Ifa photon is em itted at t0,0 � t0 � t,then at tim e tthe photon has
traveled (with speed c)a distance r,where

t� t
0=

r

c
: (2)

The conditionalspace-tim e expectation density of� -photons for a spheri-
cally sym m etric sourcewith given periodicity ! is:

h� =
A

8�r2
(1� cos!(t�

r

c
)); (3)

whereA isa realconstant.
Thescalar� eld de� ned in term softheexpectation density h� (t;rj!)is

E = E0
h+ � h�
p
h+ + h�

; (4)
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where E0 isa scalarphysicalconstant. Using (3),(4)m ay be rewritten for
a spherically sym m etric sourceas

E = E0

s

A

4�r2
cos!

�

t�
r

c

�

: (5)

Applyingthestandard de� nition ofaverageintensity,wegettheexpected
result

I =
D

E
2

E

=
E2
0
A

8�r2
: (6)

Note that the standard bracket notation is used for tim e averaging, i.e.,
taking an expectation with respectto t.

Since the absorber,or photodetector,behaves periodically with a fre-
quency !,the probability pX ofabsorbing a photon in detectorX isgiven
by

pX =
C

2
(1+ cos(!t+  )); (7)

where isan arbitrary phasethatcan berandom ized.
The expected num berE t(X � )ofeach type ofphoton absorbed by de-

tectorX isthe tim e-averaged product

E t(X � )= hh
X
� (�)pX ( )i; (8)

wherehX� (�)istheexpected density ofphotons(with a phase�),and  isa
phaseon detectorX .NotethatE t(X + ),forexam ple,isa random variable
that is a function of� and  . W hen we take expectation with respect to
the distribution of� we use subscriptsto m ake clear that the expectation
iswith respectto �.Theaveraging isrequired because an absorption ofan
individualphoton by an atom ofa photodetector takes on average several
orders ofm agnitude longer than the m ean opticalperiod ofthe photons,
both theoretically and experim entally [4].

As we previously assum ed,during the process ofabsorption,photons
with di� erentstates (positive and negative) annihilate each other. So,the
expected num berofphotonsto bedetected in each detectorX is:

E t(X )= jE t(X + )� Et(X � )j: (9)

W e presenthere a violation ofBell’s inequalities [1][2][3]with a local
description ofphotons.
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2 Experim entalC on�guration

W e are interested in the experim entalsetup proposed in [11]and also dis-
cussed in [12].Theschem eusestwo coherentsources�1(�1),with phase�1,
and �2(�2),with phase �2,and a third source to bestudied,u(�),with un-
known phase.Theexperim entalcon� guration hastwohom odynedetections,
(D 1;D 2)being oneand (D 3;D 4)theother,such thatthem easurem entsare
sensitive to phase changes in u(�). The geom etry ofthe setup isshown in
Figure1.In Figure1 BS1,BS2 and BS3 arebeam splitterm irrorsthatwill

- - - D 4

- - D 2

?

?

D 1

?

?

D 3

u(�)

�i(�i)

�j(�j)

@

@
@
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@
@

@

@
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BS1

Figure 1:Proposed experim entalcon� guration.

re ect50% ofthe incidentphotonsand let50% ofthem pass. W hen pho-
tonsare re ected,the m irrorsadd a phase of�=2 to the expected density,
whileno phaseisadded to theexpected density when photonspassthrough
BS1,BS2 or BS3. Itiseasy to devise a way to have the expected density
ofphotons changed by a �=2 phase by justdelaying the photons that are
re ected,and hence have interacted with the m irror,by a tim e T=4,where
T isthe period ofthe photon source.W e willlook forcorrelationsbetween
the pairsofphoton detectors(D 1;D 2)and (D 3;D 4).

Theexpected density of� -photons,generated by the sourceu(�)is:

h
u
� (�)=

�

2
(1� cos(!t+ �)): (10)

Theexpected density com ing from u(�)ateach detectoris:

h
D 1

� (�)=
�

8

�

1� cos
�

!t+ �+
�

2

��

; (11)
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h
D 2

� (�)=
�

8
(1� cos(!t+ �+ �)); (12)

h
D 3

� (�)=
�

8

�

1� cos
�

!t+ �+
�

2

��

; (13)

h
D 4

� (�)=
�

8
(1� cos(!t+ �)): (14)

Note thatwe neglected factors ofthe form k � x com ing from path contri-
butions to the phase. W e can do so considering the problem com pletely
sym m etricand rem em bering thatonly phasedi� erencesarerelevantforthe
m easurem entswe are proposing.

In sim ilar fashion,the expected density of� -photonsgenerated by the
coherentsources�i,with phase�iand am plitude�=2,and � j,with phase�j
and am plitude�=2,in each detector,isgiven by the following expressions:

h
D 1

� (�i)=
�

4

�

1� cos
�

!t+ �i+
�

2

��

; (15)

h
D 2

� (�i)=
�

4
(1� cos(!t+ �i)); (16)

h
D 3

� (�j)=
�

4
(1� cos(!t+ �j)); (17)

h
D 4

� (�j)=
�

4

�

1� cos
�

!t+ �j+
�

2

��

; (18)

where we again neglected path contributions to the phase and considered
only therelevantphaseatthe detectors.

W e should pointout that in equations (10)| (18) � and � are splitin
halfateach sem i-m irror,becauseeach tim ea photon reachesa m irrorthere
isa probability of1=2 thatthe photon passesthrough and a probability of
1=2 thatthe photon isre ected by the m irror.

Theprobability ofabsorption in each detector,consistentwith equation
(7),isgiven m ostsim ply by the following equations.Som e alternativesare
form ulated in equations(40)| (47)attheend ofthissection.

pD 1
=
C

4

�

2+ cos
�

!t+ �i+
�

2

�

+ cos
�

!t+ �+
�

2

��

; (19)

pD 2
=
C

4
(2+ cos(!t+ �i+ �)+ cos(!t+ �)); (20)

pD 3
=
C

4

�

2+ cos(!t+ �j)+ cos
�

!t+ �+
�

2

��

; (21)
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pD 4
=
C

4

�

2+ cos
�

!t+ �j +
�

2

�

+ cos(!t+ �)
�

; (22)

where C is a constant that corresponds to the e� ciency ofthe detection
process.

The expected num berof� photonsin each detectorisgiven,according
to equation (8),by thefollowing expressions:

E t(D
�
1
)=

D�

h
D 1

� (�i)+ h
D 1

� (�)
�

pD 1

E

; (23)

E t(D
�
2
)=

D�

h
D 2

� (�i)+ h
D 2

� (�)
�

pD 2

E

; (24)

E t(D
�
3
)=

D�

h
D 3

� (�j)+ h
D 3

� (�)
�

pD 3

E

; (25)

E t(D
�
4
)=

D�

h
D 4

� (�j)+ h
D 4

� (�)
�

pD 4

E

: (26)

Equations(23)| (26)usethefactthattheexpected num berofphotonsata
detectorissim ply thesum ofthenum berofphotonsfrom allsources.Also,
in the equations above hF (t)i= 1

T

RT
0
F (t)dt,represents a tim e average of

the random variable F (t),wheretistim e and (0;T)isa tim e intervalsuch
that !T � 1. Itis straightforward to obtain the expressions for the total
expected num berofphotonsin each detectorfrom equations(3),(9),(15)|
(18),(19)| (22),and (23)| (26),which wewriteasIk,fork = 1;:::;4,with
Ik a function of� and �i or�j:

I1 =
�
�
�E t(D

+

1
)� Et(D

�
1
)
�
�
�=

C

16

�
�
�
��+

�

2
+ (�+

1

2
�)cos(�� �i)

�
�
�
�; (27)

I2 =
�
�
�E t(D

+

2
)� Et(D

�
2
)
�
�
�=

C

16

�
�
�
��+

�

2
� (�+

1

2
�)cos(�� �i)

�
�
�
�; (28)

I3 =
�
�
�E t(D

+

3
)� Et(D

�
3
)
�
�
�=

C

16

�
�
�
��+

�

2
� (�+

1

2
�)sin(�� �j)

�
�
�
�; (29)

I4 =
�
�
�E t(D

+

4
)� Et(D

�
4
)
�
�
�=

C

16

�
�
�
��+

�

2
+ (�+

1

2
�)sin(�� �j)

�
�
�
�: (30)

The expressions on the right hand side of(27)| (30) are nonnegative,in-
dependentoftaking theirabsolute value,and so we subsequently drop the
absolute values.

W e are interested in the correlation between the two pairsofdetectors.
Firstwe need the variances

Var�(I1 � I2)= E �((I1 � I2)
2)� (E�(I1 � I2))

2
; (31)
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Var�(I3 � I4)= E �((I3 � I4)
2)� (E�(I3 � I4))

2
; (32)

and covariance

Cov�((I1� I2)(I3� I4))= E �((I1� I2)(I3� I4))� E�(I1� I2)E �(I3� I4); (33)

whereE �(Ik)=
1

2�

R
2�

0
Ikd�,fork = 1;:::;4,isan expectation with respect

to �,with � uniform ly distributed on [0;2�].Thus

Var�(I1 � I2)=
1

512
C
2(� + 2�)2; (34)

Var�(I4 � I3)=
1

512
C
2(� + 2�)2; (35)

and

Cov�((I1 � I2)(I3 � I4))= �
1

512
C
2(� + 2�)2sin(�i� �j): (36)

Thecorrelation isgiven by

��(I1 � I2;I3 � I4)=
Cov�((I1 � I2)(I3 � I4))

p
Var�(I1 � I2)Var�(I3 � I4)

; (37)

or
��(I1 � I2;I3 � I4)= � sin(�i� �j): (38)

Itiseasy toshow that(38)violatesBell’sinequalitieswhen fourappropriate
phasesare chosen.

An exam ination of the derivation of (38) shows that without serious
change it holds sim ply for a classical� eld as (5). Details and discussion
can be found in [9]. In the case ofboth Var� and Cov�,itisim portantto
notethatifwecom puted thecorrelation with respectto tratherthan �,we
would getdi� erentresults.Itiseasy to show,forexam ple,that

Var�E t(D
�
1
)6= VartE �(D

�
1
): (39)

In contrast,the orderof� and tdoes notm atter in analyzing the data of
discrete photon counts,in Section 3.

An attentive readerm ay objectto ourexpression forthe probability of
detection,becauseweassum ethatthedetectorhasthesam eprobability to
oscillate in phasewith thenoncoherentsourceasithasto oscillatewith the
coherent source,and that m ay bring som e non-localcharacteristics to the

7



m odel. W e can respond to this by exam ining the following probability for
absorption.

pD 1
=
C

2

�

1+ cos
�

!t+ �i+
�

2

��

; (40)

pD 2
=
C

2
(1+ cos(!t+ �i)); (41)

pD 3
=
C

2
(1+ cos(!t+ �j)); (42)

pD 4
=
C

2

�

1+ cos
�

!t+ �j+
�

2

��

: (43)

Theprobabilitiesabovehaveno term on �,butdepend only on thephaseof
the coherentsources. Thisfacthave the e� ect ofwiping outallin uences
thatthenon-coherentsourcehaveon thedetectors,and henceputting only
localparam eters,like�ior�j,depending on thedetector,in theprobability
for detection. If we redo the com putations for the correlation with the
probabilitiesabove,weend up with thesam ecorrelation function fora pair
ofhom odynedetections.In fact,to pointouttherobustnessoftheresultin
faceofthechoiceofprobability fordetection,wem ay exam inethefollowing
setofprobabilities.

pD 1
=
C

2

 

1+
�cos

�
!t+ �i+

�

2

�
+ �cos

�
!t+ �+ �

2

�

�+ �

!

; (44)

pD 2
=
C

2

�

1+
�cos(!t+ �i+ �)+ �cos(!t+ �)

�+ �

�

; (45)

pD 3
=
C

2

 

1+
�cos(!t+ �j)+ �cos

�
!t+ �+ �

2

�

�+ �

!

; (46)

pD 4
=
C

2

 

1+
�cos

�
!t+ �j+

�

2

�
+ �cos(!t+ �)

�+ �

!

: (47)

The above expressions would have a di� erent physicalinterpretation from
the previoustwo presented. Each phase isgiven a probability thatispro-
portionalto theam plitudeofthesourcewith thecorresponding phase.The
stronger the source,the m ore probable to � nd the detector with the sam e
phase.Itisagain easy to show thatifweusethese probabilitieswe getthe
sam e correlationsasbefore.
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3 Photon C ounts that V iolate B ell’s Inequalities

In this section we are going to use the previous result to m odeldiscrete
photon countsin such a way thatthey violate Bell’sinequalities. Forthis,
we de� ne two new discrete random variablesX = � 1 and Y = � 1. These
random variablescorrespond tonearly sim ultaneouscorrelated countsatthe
detectors,and are de� ned in the following way.

X =

(

+ 1 ifa photon isdetected atD 1

� 1 ifa photon isdetected atD2
(48)

Y =

(

+ 1 ifa photon isdetected atD 3

� 1 ifa photon isdetected atD4.
(49)

To com pute the expectation of X and Y we use the stationarity of the
processand do the following.First,letusnote that

I1 � I2 = N X � P (X = 1)� NX � P (X = � 1); (50)

where N X isthe expected totalnum berofphotonsdetected atD 1 and D 2

and P (X = � 1) isthe probability thatthe random variable X has values
� 1.Thesam e relation holdsfor

I3 � I4 = N Y � P (Y = 1)� NY � P (Y = � 1): (51)

To sim plify we putasa sym m etry condition thatN X = N Y = N ,i.e.,the
expected num ber ofphotons hitting each hom odyne detector is the sam e.
Butwe know that

I1 + I2 = N � P (X = 1)+ N � P (X = � 1)= N ; (52)

and
I3 + I4 = N � P (X = 1)+ N � P (X = � 1)= N : (53)

Then we can conclude from equations(27)| (30)that

E d(X j�)=
I1 � I2

I1 + I2
= cos(�� �i); (54)

E d(Y j�)=
I3 � I4

I3 + I4
= sin(�� �j); (55)
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whereE d representstheexpected valueofthecounting random variable.It
isclearthatif� isuniform ly distributed we have atonce:

E (X )= E �(E d(X j�))= 0; (56)

E (Y )= E �(E d(X j�))= 0: (57)

W e can now com pute Cov(X ;Y ).Note that

Cov(X ;Y ) = E (X Y )� E (X )E (Y )

= E �(E d(X Y j�))� E�(E d(X j�))E�(E d(Y j�)) (58)

and so

Cov(X ;Y ) =
1

2�

Z
2�

0

E d(X Y j�)d�

�
1

2�

Z
2�

0

E d(X j�)d��
1

2�

Z
2�

0

E d(Y j�)d�: (59)

In ordertocom putethecovariance,wealsousetheconditionalindependence
ofX and Y given �,which isourlocality condition:

E d(X Y j�)= Ed(X j�)Ed(Y j�); (60)

becausegiven �,theexpectation ofX dependsonly on �i,and ofY only on
�j.Then,itiseasy to see that

�(X ;Y )= Cov(X ;Y )= � sin(�i� �j): (61)

Thecorrelation equalsthecovariance,sinceX and Y arediscrete� 1random
variables with zero m ean, as shown in (56) and (57), and so Var(X ) =
Var(Y )= 1:Itfollowsatoncefrom (61)thatfora given setof�i’sand �j’s
Bell’sinequalitiesare violated.
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