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Abstract: We report two-photon interference with continuous-wave
multi-mode coherent light. We show that the two-photon riiet@nce,

in terms of the detection time difference, reveals two-phobeating
fringes with the visibilityV = 0.5. While scanning the optical delay of the
interferometer, Hong-Ou-Mandel dips or peaks are measigpdnding on
the chosen detection time difference. The HOM dips/peaksrepeated
when the optical delay and the first-order coherence reyigabd of the
multi-mode coherent light are the same.
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1. Introduction

Interference is one of the most fascinating topics in opfitgsics. Since its first implemen-
tation by Young[[1], many interesting phenomena have bagdiesd [2]. Both in classical and
guantum physics, the key notion to understand interfer&tiee superposition principle. In
classical physics, light is considered as electromagmeties and the superposition of these
waves explains the interference effects. On the other hahen a photon, a light quantum, is
considered in quantum physics, the superposition of pritityedimplitudes describes the inter-
ference. Despite the different analogies, both classimélgantum descriptions typically give
the same results for first-order or single-photon interfeee For example, a Young’s double-
slit interference experiment performed with either cohetight or single-photon states show
the same interference fringes.

These results, however, become different when seconda-orde/o-photon interference is
explored|[3]. Let us consider a typical two-photon inteefere scenario, the Hong-Ou-Mandel
(HOM) interference[4]. When two identical optical pulses aombined at a beamsplitter (BS),
the photons (or optical pulses in classical physics) arénied to be detect at the same output
of the BS, thus resulting in suppression of coincidencewden the two outputs of the BS.
This phenomenon is referred as a HOM dip, and the visibilftthe HOM dip is defined as
the relative depth of the dip compared to the non-interfet@mms. Using single-photon states,
the coincidences can be completely suppressed, so thdigisin reachv = 1. On the other
hand, classical electromagnetic waves superpositiomyhprovides that a HOM dip with only
V < 0.5 [5]. Thus, the visibility of = 0.5 in HOM interference is usually considered as the
border between classical and quantum physics.

Because of the fundamental interest in theantumnature of light, there has been a lot of
research on two-photon quantum interference. These iadiud-photon coherencel [6], quan-
tum beating[[7. 8.19, 10], induced interfererncé[11], andsoltne rapidly developing quantum
information science has also boosted research on two-plgotntum interference [112,113,114].
Note that two-photon quantum interference is essentiaffany quantum information proto-
cols including linear optics quantum computation|[15, 16].

Recent research shows that the two-photon interferen¢eahdssical light can sometimes
imitate quantum interference and thus it can be useful fantum information science. For
example, ghost imaging or ghost interference, which wasidened as a result of two-photon
guantum interference, can be implemented with classight Bources [17, 18, 18, 20]. Since



the implementation of classical light sources is much edisan that of quantum light sources,
these results show the practical benefits of two-photorsidakinterference for quantum in-
formation science. Thus, the study of two-photon classitakrference is not only important
for a better understanding of the nature of interferencealsd for applications in quantum
information science.

In this paper, we theoretically and experimentally study-photon interference with
continuous-wave (CW) multi-mode coherent light. The rerdar of the paper is organized
as follows: we first introduce our scenario of two-photoreiférence with CW coherent light
and provide a qualitative discussion. Then, we provide atiiadive theoretical analysis based
on the superposition of electromagnetic waves. The theovgiified by experimental demon-
stration and results that follow. Finally, we will summagriaur work and conclude.

2. Two-photon interference with CW coherent light

Fig.[d (a) shows our scenario of two-photon interferencé @ coherent light. The multi-
mode property will be considered in the next section. Tweratated CW coherent light beams
interfere at a BS and are measured at the outputs of the BStwidhphoton measurement is
accomplished by two single-photon detectors, D1and D2 aatimie-correlated single-photon
counter (TCSPC) which registers the detection time diffeeebetween two inputs; start and
stop. For the interferometric measurement, we introduoe/awiablesAt andAT which denote
the optical delay and the detection time difference at th&RC, respectively. Note that the
optical delayAt can be changed by varying the optical length of an input.

Let us first consider the interference in termg\f This two-photon interference is usually
configured with optical pulses and the coincidences at D1Gihgield a HOM interference.
Since the timing is well defined for optical pulsé, would introduce an optical delay with
respect to the reference optical pulke(t) in Fig.[d (a). Thus, by varyindt, one can expect
to see two-photon interference with either single-photates or coherent pulsed [4,121]. Our
interest in this paper is, however, CW coherent light. For GyHt, the timing is not well
defined, and therefore the meaning of the optical delay isiguolis. Without varying the
optical delay, it is hard to envision the interference phmanon. For arbitrary CW coherent
light inputs, the varying oAt does not change the arbitrary nature of the inputs and threref
it would not introduce interference. However, in contrasirttuition, we will show that the
two-photon interference can be observed if a certain cmdi$ satisfied.

The intuitive understanding of the two-photon classic&iiference in terms kT is diffi-
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Fig. 1. (a) The schematic of two-photon interference with Cdtierent light. (b) Exper-
imental setup of two-photon interference with CW coherégtitlwith a single laser. The
degree of first-order coherentgAt)| can be maintained to be nonzero while the phases
between two inputs are randomized by two independent azaymic modulators, AOM1
and AOM2.



cult. However, similar experiments with single-photortetacan provide a hint. Legeret al
investigated the two-photon interference in termA®fwith single-photon states and observed
two-photon quantum beating when the spectral frequentiagle-photon states are different
[8,[9,[10]. The beating fringes show a sinusoidal oscillatidth the visibility ofV = 1. Based
on this result, we can expect sinusoidal beat fringes fotwlrephoton classical interference
with respect ta\T. As the visibility of two-photon classical interferencdimited byV = 0.5,

we also can presume the visibility of the fringes wouldwbg 0.5. We will see the two-photon
beating can indeed be observed with CW coherent light.

3. Theoretical analysiswith the super position of electromagnetic waves

Since we are dealing with classical light, we can descrileevoton interference phenomena
by the superposition of electromagnetic waves. To this &id)s consider the electric fields
Ei(t) at the inputsi(= 1, 2) and outputsi(= 3,4) of the BS as depicted in Figl 1 (a). Assuming
that the amplitudes oE;(t) andE;(t) are the saméeEy|, the two inputs of electric field are
represented by _

Ej(t) = |Eole @it ®), (1)

wherej = 1,2, w; andg; are the angular frequencies and phase;ofThe unitary transfor-
mation of a BS gives the output electric fields as

1

Es(t) = _Z[El(t —t1) +iEa(t — )],
Ealt) = %[Ez(t t) +iEs(t—t)], @)

wheret; is the time of flight fromE; (t) to E3(t) and/orE4(t). Note that the relative time differ-
ence between andt, can be defined as the relative optical defy-=t, —t;.

Although we represented the equations with the assumptigingle-mode inputs, i.e., single
frequenciesw; for each input, there is typically non-zero spectral barmidwi The non-zero
spectral bandwidth produces a finite coherence length,wikidetermined by the degree of
first-order coherence € |y(At)] < 1 betweenE;(t) and Ex(t + At), where|y(At)| = 0 for
incoherent inputs whilgy(At)| = 1 for completely coherent inputs. With the degree of first-
order coherencgy(At)| and Egs.[{lL) and[2), the output intensities at D1 and D2 arengi
as

I3(t) = (E5(t)Es(t)) = [Eol* {1+ |y(A)|(sinwptz — cnts — At — Ag)) },
la(t) = (E2()Ea(t)) = [Eol*{1~ |y(At)|(sinwstz — wrts — Awt —Ag])}, ©)

whereAw and Ag refer the frequency and phase difference between two inpatsAw =
w, — wy andA@ = @ — @ . Here,(x) represents the averagebver many events. Whel
andE; have the same frequencies, = w, = ax, the intensitiess andl, can be represented as

I3(t) |Eol* {1+ y(At)|(sinaot — Ag)) },
la(t) = |Eol*{1—|y(At)|(sinwnit —Ag])}. (4)

When the two inputs are coherent such thatis a constant, Eq[{4) shows sinusoidal oscilla-
tions with respect tét with an envelope defined Hy(At)|. This is single-photon interference.
For incoherent inputs in whichg randomly varies, the sinusoidal oscillations will be wakhe
out since(sin[Ag]) = 0.

When the inputs are very weak, the coincidences between BiD&ncorrespond to the
correlation measurement betwde(t) andl4(t). For a general description, let us consider that



the detection time3; at D1 andT, at D2 are arbitrary. The detection time differen€E is
related to these two detection timég, = T, — T;.
The intensity correlation between two detectors can beutztied as

(13(T1)l4(T2)) = [Eol {1+ |V(A)|(sinl«/ — AwTy]) — |y(At)[(sin«/ — AwTy)])

S _ (5)
— |y(At)|“(sin[«/ — AwTi]sin[e/ — AwT,)}.

where .« = wyty — wit; — Ag. For incoherent inputs, the second and third terms of Eq. (5)
vanish sincésin#) = 0. Note that the last term of EdLl(5) does not disappear asialsguare
of sinZ term. Dropping the constafiy|*, Eq. [8) can be simplified as

(15(T2)1a(T2)) ~ 1 3[V(0) 2(COSAGAT)). ©)

Let us first determine the influence of Hg. (6) on the degreesttdirder coherencey(At)|. If
two inputs of CW coherent light are completely independedtiacoherent to each other from
the beginning|y(At)| = 0 at all times. In this case, no interference can be attaiimex: she
second term of EqL16) disappears. If, however, the inputsebow have a non-zero first-order
coherencely(At)| £ 0, and have randomized phases, we can see interferencecortuiion
can be achieved if, for instance, the two inputs originaterhfa single laser and their phases are
randomized after they are separated.[Hig. 1 (b) shows adypiy to implement this condition.
Note that two independent acousto-optic modulators, AOMd AOM2, disturb the phase
coherence between two inpuls,(t) andE;(t), and thugsinjA¢]) = 0.

When the frequencies & (t) andE;(t) are the samedw = 0, the cosine term in EqL](6)
goes to 1 for anyAT. Assuming|y(At)| has a Gaussian distribution function, one can expect
to observe a HOM dip with a visibility 0¥ = 0.5 while scannind\t. It is remarkable that the
HOM dip originated from the first-order coherence betweenttto inputs, even though the
single-photon interference is erased by the randomizesigsh®ote that the HOM dip can be
measured for anAT, even whemAT is much larger than the coherence titgef the light
source. This result is somewhat counter-intuitive sineedincidences fa, < AT originate
from photons that are temporally separated at the BS. Ag tplestons did not have temporal
overlap at the BS, one can naively think the electric fieldsxdbinterfere, thus they should
not show interference. Ed.1(6) shows that this intuitionnisoirrect and the electric fields do
interfere even if they do not have temporal overlap. A sindligcussion with coherent optical
pulses can be found in Ref. [21].

WhenAw # 0, one can measure a sinusoidal oscillation with respekTtdt is notable that
the coincidences always have the minimunA@t= 0 because Eq[]6) is independent/a.
The visibility of the oscillation is determined Hy(At)|?. When|y(At)| = 1, one can measure
the sinusoidal oscillation withV = 0.5. As the frequency of the oscillation is determined by
the difference between the frequencieg€pfandE,, Aw, the origin of the oscillation is a two-
photon beating. As we qualitatively investigated earliee, two-photon interference in terms
of AT indeed reveals beating fringes with limited visibility.

From Eq. [[®), one can expect an infinite sinusoidal osailiatiith respect téAT as long as
|y(At)] # 0. In practice, we can consider a finite oscillation by coesity a finite coherence
time in terms ofAT. If we can somehow regulate the coherence betviigér) andE; (t +AT),
we can consider the degree of first-order coherence betgantimet andt + AT as, 0<
[T (AT)| <1, and it gives a finite interference in terms&f. Using | (AT)|, Eqg. [6) can be
modified as

(I3l4) (A, AT) ~ 1— %|V(At)|2|l'(AT)| COSAWAT]. ©)

Note that we express Ed.](7) as a functionMfand AT rather thanT; and T, since it is
dependent on these variables.



Fig. 2. Simulations of two-photon interference. Gaussi@tridutions of |y(At)| and
[T (AT)| with the full width at half maximums of 87 ps and 118 us, respectively, are
assumed. The periodic first-order coherence function forodedlaser with period of
Tp = 10.57 ps is also assumed. (a) R = 0, HOM dips with visibility of 0.5 can be
shown whemAT = 0 andAt = nLp, wheren = 0,41,42,---. (b) ForAw = 2 x 3 MHz,
the coincidence shows the sinusoidal two-photon beatitlynespect té\T with envelopes
defined by the two coherence functions.

Equation [[¥) is affected byy(At)| and | (AT)|. An interesting model for the first-order
coherence of the inputg(At)| is that it can be revived for a certain condition. It is knowatt
multi-mode diode lasers show this property and the revieaigul is related to the finite cavity
length of the diode laser. With the recurrence perio@ipive can find the recurrence relation of
the first-order coherency(At)| = |y(At + Tp)| wherete < Ty [22]. Note that down-converted
photons pumped by a multi-mode diode laser have a similgrgoty [23]. With the recurrence
property, let us assume that both the degrees of cohergfie)| and|I" (AT)|, locally have a
Gaussian shape with the conditiongg(f0) = | (0)| = 1.

The numerical results of E.I(7) are visualized in Elg. 2 ¢af¥fco = 0 and (b) forAw = 21T x
3 MHz. The full widths at half maximum (FWHM) of the GaussigriAt)| and |l (AT)| are
assumed to be.67 ps and 118 us, respectively, ant, = 10.57 ps. Whe\w = 0, we can see
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Fig. 3. (a) The spectrum of CW multi-mode diode laser. (b)g&irphoton interference
registered at D1 with synchronized AOMs.

repeated HOM dips while varyingf. The visibility of the HOM dips is a maximum &T =0,
and asAT increases, the visibility decreases. Pap # 0, we can see sinusoidal oscillations
rather than simple dips with respectA®. It is remarkable that we can attain either HOM peaks
or dips while scanning of optical deldy according to the detection time differen&e: If AT

is chosen so as to have minimum(maximum) coincidences, HPB{kaks) would appear in
terms ofAt. Note that the repeated two-photon interference is exgegtenAt are multiples

of Ty, for both theAw = 0 andAw # 0 cases.

4. Experiment and result

In order to experimentally investigate the two-photoniifaeence with CW coherent light, we
built an experimental setup as shown in Eig. 1 (b). A multidediode laser at the wavelength
of 845 nm was used. The FWHM of the wavelength is about 1 nmFgeé (a). In order to
maintain a non-zergy(At)| while randomizing their phases, we built a Mach-Zehnder \MZ
interferometer with two BS and an optical delay. Two indeget AOMs disturb the phase
coherence between the two inputs while maintainifdt)|. After the phases are randomized,
Fig.[d (b) can be considered as Hifj. 1 (a) by considering tbeskBS of Fig[ll (b) as the BS
of Fig.[ (a).

One can consider the interferometer as a regular MZ intrieter if AOM1 and AOM2 are
synchronized since they conserve the phase coherencedrethetwo arms of MZ interfer-
ometer[[21]. Under this condition, we measured the singletgn interference while scanning
At, see Fig[B (b). It shows a clear recurrence of the MZ interfee envelops with a period of
Tp =1057+0.07 ps [22].

When the driving radio frequency (RF) signals of the two AOAMe independent, the phase
coherence between the two inputs would be disturbed. Itigrkable that unsynchronized RF
signals can also introduce non-zero frequency differert@den the two input&w # 0, since
an AOM adds the spectral frequency to the deflected beamdingao the driving RF signal
frequency. The RF signal frequency difference between AGIYId AOM2,Af, introduces
Aw = 2rAf. Note that additional frequency modulation (FM) noise inpuan AOM will
disturb the phase within the same arm, thus degraldli(iT )| asAT increases [21].

While the single-photon interference is washed out, we orealsthe coincidences between
D1 and D2 under various conditions. First, we measured tireicence as a function of the
detection time differencAT while At is fixed at 0. Fig[#% presents the coincidence for (a)
Aw =0, and (b)Aw = 21mx 3 MHz. The TCSPC window is chosen to be 10 ns. We also present
the data with different FM noise signals which degrdld@\T )| whenAT is large. The FM
noise signals are quantified by the standard deviationseoRth signal frequencygy. Note
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Fig. 4. Two-photon coincidences as a function of the deateetime differenceAT. The
optical path length differencét = 0 during the measurement. @ = 0, (b) Aw = 21T x

3 MHz. (a) and (b) are measured at the various FM noises foriftalsof AOM1 that
introduces limitedl" (AT)|.

that we present the data with coincidence counts normasinetthat the coincidence without
two-photon interference is 1. Since the simulation reseticked in Fig[R is also normalized
in the same manner, this data presentation is convenienhtpare theory and experiment.

Let us first discuss the result in Fig. 4 (a), in whity = 0. In general, the coincidences show
a regular HOM dip regardless &T. Note that each data point can be considered as a HOM
dip sinceAt = 0, corresponding to the optical path length difference wlaedOM interference
occurs. The only exception to this general statement isvtheh ogy is sufficiently large, the
visibility of the HOM dips decrease dsT increases and the visibility decreases faster when
orwm is larger. From Fidg 13, we can calculate the coherence tinmuptliode laser to be about
tc = 2.4 ps. Noting that the time scale in Fld. 4 s, we find that two-photon interference
occurs even wheir < AT. Interestingly, this holds even if we input FM noise in order
degraderl (AT)].

WhenAw # 0, the coincidences show a sinusoidal oscillation whichiesggronds to a two-
photon beating fringe as depicted in Hig. 4 (b). Similar te ffw = 0 case, the oscillation
continues even wheig < AT. The envelop of the oscillation is determined by the FM noise
and they are identical to thtew = O case. The oscillation frequency is found to be 3.02 MHz
which corresponds to the RF signal frequency difference.

After observing the two-photon interference in terma®df we measured HOM interference,
that is a two-photon interference as a function of the optiekayAt at a certain fixed detection-
time differenceAT. We plot the normalized coincidences at four differait in Fig.[5. We
measured the coincidences under variadiswhich is related tadAw and/orogy. Let us first
consider the case wheiil = 0 which is depicted in Fid.]5 (a). Since the two photons which
cause the coincidences at D1 and D2 are close to each otheseinbles a regular HOM
interference. Regardless of the conditions, in this casecan always observe the repeating
HOM dips withV < 0.5. The recurrence period of the interferencdjis= 10.60+0.10 ps,
which is the same as the single-photon interference reccerperiod shown in Fidl] 3. It is
interesting to note that with down-converted photons puirpea multi-mode diode laser, the
two-photon interference revival does not occur althoughsingle-photon interference revives
23].

For AT +# 0, we can see either HOM dips or peaks depending on the conslitin particular,
whenAw = 0, we can always observe the HOM dips although the visibilitthe interference
decreases agry increases. On the other hand, we can measure either HOM dgesaks for
Aw # 0. These phenomena actually come from the oscillation ofghoton interference in
terms ofAT. If we chooseAT to correspond to a maximum coincidence, eAJ.,= 0.16 us
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Fig. 5. Two-photon coincidences as a function of the oppedh differencelt for various
detection-time differences (AT = 0, (b) AT = 0.16 us, (c)AT = 0.32 us, and (AT =

1.49 us. HOM dips/peaks are measured depending on the condifitvesdips/peaks are
repeated everfp = 10.60+ 0.10 ps which is the same for the single-photon interference
repeating period.

or 1.49 us, one can see the HOM peaks rather than dips while scatirigpr aAT which
corresponds to a minimum coincidences, &\d.,= 0.32 us, HOM dips appear. Note that the
visibility of the HOM dips/peaks are affected by the FM noitaus for a largesgy, the HOM
dips/peaks are suppressed. It is worth noting that the tieyggaroperty of HOM dips/peaks is
preserved.

5. Conclusion

We report two-photon interference with CW multi-mode camdight. Even though the two-
photon interference with CW light is nonintuitive as theitignis not well defined, the non-zero
first-order coherence function can provoke two-photorrfatence. We show that two-photon
interference as a function of the detection time differeca reveal two-photon beating with
the visibility V < 0.5. While varying the optical delay of the interferometer, M@ips or
peaks are observed depending on the chosen detection fifmesdce. The HOM dips/peaks
are repeated whenever the optical delay are multiples dfifsteorder coherence revival pe-
riod of multi-mode coherent light. These results help toansthnd the nature of two-photon
interference and also can be useful for quantum informastbince.
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