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ABSTRACT

We investigate the effect of backscattering on the Hong-Ou-Mandel manifold (HOMM) that manifests in double-
bus mircoring resonators (MRRs). The HOMM represents higher-dimensional parameter solutions for the com-
plete destructive interference of coincident detection in the HOM effect. To model the backscattering, we intro-
duce a set of internal ‘beam splitters’ inside the ring that allow photons to ‘reflect’ into new counter-propagating
modes inside the MRR. We find that the one-dimensional HOMM in MRRs investigated here is extremely robust
against deterioration due to backscattering, even in a linear chain of identical MRRs. Further we find that a
small amount of backscattering introduced into a chain of non-identical MRRs connected in parallel could be
desirable, causing them to behave more like chain of identical MRRs.

Keywords: Quantum interference, Hong-Ou-Mandel interference, Microring resonators

1. INTRODUCTION

It has been shown,1–6 that the microring resonator (MRR) provides an enhancement to the parameter space
for achieving the Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM) effect7 in comparison to a simple beam splitter (BS) or directional
coupler. A BS can only achieve the HOM destructive interference effect for coincident outputs at a single
operational point (a balanced 50/50 BS). The higher dimensional space present in MRRs provides an entire
manifold of solutions for tunable parameters that yield the HOM effect. We will refer to this manifold of
solutions as the Hong-Ou-Mandel Manifold (HOMM). The HOM effect continues to be a fundamental tool in
a variety of quantum applications8 and this extension allows the HOM effect to be achieved more readily for a
large range of tunable MRR parameters.

The double-bus MRR (or add-drop MRR) can be thought of as taking a beam splitter (single parameter)
and expanding it into (in general) three parameters: two directional couplers (BS) and an internal phase angle
(somewhat analogous to a Mach-Zehnder Interferometer)∗. These three parameters are coupled together to
form higher dimensional manifolds in which the HOM destructive interference condition can be met, which we
denote as a HOMM. We simplify the MRR by allowing the two directional couplers to have the same coupling
parameters (identical). As a result, we reduce our MRR to two tunable parameters, τ and θ. Here, τ represents
the coupling between the MRR and the waveguides via both directional couplers, and θ is the round-trip phase
shift of the MRR. In the case of the MRRs investigated in this paper, the HOMM is a one-dimensional curve,
τ(θ).4 The increased flexibility of MRRs in combination with the ability to achieve the HOM effect for a wide
range of parameters (HOMM) makes the MRR a powerful tool in achieving the HOM effect.

In this work, we investigate the HOMM in MRRs subject to backscattering which allows photons circulating
in one direction, to back scatter into a counter circulating mode. Backscattering is commonly investigated in
MRRs using a temporal coupled mode theory9–14 and backscattering in MRRs is modeled from two main sources:
either (1) “sidewall roughness” inside the MRR or (2) backscattering at the directional couplers. In this paper

corresponding author: Peter Kaulfuss. E-mail: plk3729@rit.edu
∗The relationship between an MRR and a conventional beam splitter is discussed in detail in Appendix C of Kaulfuss,

et al. (2022)4
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we propose a simple model for backscattering due to the sidewall roughness inside an MRR and focus our results
on the HOMM achieved in MRRs. We investigate the effect of backscattering on the HOMM and determine
for what level of backscattering the HOMM in MRRs persists. It is easy to imagine that the introduction of
backscattering in a resonant device could have a destructive effect, especially on something like the HOM effect
which is inherently an interference effect.

The overview of the paper is as follows: in Section 2 we describe the theory of our backscattering MRR
model. We define new modes and set up boundary condition equations that lead to our overall transfer matrix
for the MRR, which we then use to define the HOMM condition. In Section 3 we show the results on the HOMM
for a single MRR with backscattering. In Section 4 we investigate some input/output combinations other than
our standard ABoutABin to see if it is possible to obtain the HOMM on backscattered modes. In Section 5 we
show the results on the HOMM for parallel linear chains of identical MRRs with backscattering. In Section 6 we
show the results on the HOMM for parallel linear chains of non-identical MRRs and highlight the upside of a
small amount of backscattering in non-identical MRR chains. Lastly, in Section 7, we conclude that the HOMM
in MRRs is extremely robust against backscattering because the optimal operating region for the HOMM in
MRRs is off resonance. In Appendix A we provide a helpful mnemonic for interpreting interference effects in the
input/output MRR transfer matrix.

2. THEORY

We model backscattering where coupling arises between clockwise and counterclockwise propagating modes in a
MMR, which can arise from imperfections in fabrication or dust accumulation in the evanescent field mode. As
such, we must create new modes in the waveguides to allow for photons to travel in both circulating directions in
each waveguide. We label the inputs and outputs for counter clockwise propagating modes as: âin, âout, b̂in, and
b̂out. We now add ĉin, ĉout, d̂in, and d̂out for the clockwise propagating modes, where the ĉ and d̂ mode inputs
are located at the â and b̂ outputs, and the ĉ and d̂ mode outputs are located at the â and b̂ inputs (see Fig.(1)).
We must also create a second set of interior modes to allow photons to also travel in the both directions within
the MRR. We designate the interior modes of the MRR by r̂, and employ four interior mode locations: r̂0, r̂L

2 ,−
,

r̂L
2 ,+

, and r̂L. The interior modes are labeled by subscripts indicating their location (distance z ∈ [0, L]) inside

the MRR (measured in the counter clockwise direction) as shown in Fig.(1). In order to relate the interior modes
in our boundary conditions, we use a superscript to denote whether the mode is for a photon traveling in the
clockwise (cw) or counterclockwise (ccw) direction.

b̂†inb̂†out

d̂†outd̂†in

â†outâ†in

ĉ†inĉ†out

τ

τ

θγ γ

r̂0

r̂L
2 ,−

r̂L
2 ,+

r̂L

Figure 1: Diagram of a double-bus MRR with backscattering.
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The interior modes are required so that at each junction we have a BS-type interaction with two modes entering
and two modes exiting the BS. The modes r̂0 and r̂L are the interior modes immediately inside and just before
exiting the MRR for the counter clockwise modes r̂ccwz . Similarly, r̂L/2,− and r̂L/2,+ are the modes just inside
and just before exiting the MRR for the clockwise circulating modes r̂cwz . Phase accumulation within the MRR
occurs, in general, as r̂z = eiθ(z−z0)/Lr̂z0 for z − z0 > 0 in both circulating modes. In the following, the interior
modes will be eliminated in order to obtain the algebraic relationship between the input and output modes
directly.

In general, τ and κ are coupling parameters between the MRR and the waveguide via the directional coupler,
where τ represents transmission and κ represents reflection into/out of the MRR. We will assume that both
directional couplers are identical. We choose τ to be a real valued parameter (without loss of generality15) to
represent the coupling, and to satisfy the reciprocity relations of the directional coupler, we take κ to be

κ =
√

1− τ2. (1)

Thus, we define the unitary beam splitter (BS) transfer matrix between input to output modes as(
τ κ
−κ τ

)
. (2)

We have assumed that the transition elements at the directional couplers are the same regardless of which
direction photons are traveling around the ring (i.e. the τ and κ at the directional couplers are the same
regardless of whether the photon is traveling in the counterclockwise or clockwise direction, the only difference
is which mode it will output into).

To model the backscattering, we assume that each photon has a chance to backscatter at every point inside the
MRR. We condense these infinitely-many possible backscattering events into two effective internal beam splitters.
Transmissions through these internal beam splitters will keep the photon circulating in the same direction and
reflections cause the photon to circulate in the opposite direction. This is the only mechanism in this model for
photons to change their propagation direction in the MRR. The clockwise and counterclockwise sets of interior
MRR modes have different coupling relations at the directional couplers which determines the output modes
that they will exit. Specifically, if a photon couples out of the MRR while traveling in the counterclockwise
direction it will output into either âout or b̂out. However, if a photon couples out of the MRR while traveling in
the clockwise direction it will output into the ĉout or d̂out modes.

We have modeled the backscattering as effective reflections at an internal beam splitter, where we have
chosen γ to be the real transmission value of the inner-ring beam splitter. This means that the value of γ is
the actual percentage of photons that continue to transmit around the ring in the same direction they started
in (i.e. the corresponding equivalent transmission and reflection coefficients for the interior backscattering beam
splitter would be

√
γ and

√
1− γ). That is, the BS for the backscattering is given by the input/output unitary

transfer matrix
( √

γ
√

1 − γ
−
√

1 − γ √
γ

)
. With this in mind the transmission/reflection (BS) equations in terms of the

annihilation operators are as follows:

âout = τ âin + κ r̂ccwL , r̂ccw0 = −κ âin + τ r̂ccwL ,

b̂out = τ b̂in + κ r̂ccwL
2 ,−

, r̂ccwL
2 ,+

= −κ b̂in + τ r̂ccwL
2 ,−

. (3)

These first four equations are the familiar directional coupler equations for the counter clockwise circulating
â and b̂ modes. These next four equations are for the clockwise circulating ĉ and d̂ modes and are formally the
same, except that they travel through the MRR in the opposite direction:
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ĉout = τ ĉin + κ r̂cw0 , r̂cwL = −κ ĉin + τ r̂cw0 ,

d̂out = τ d̂in + κ r̂cwL
2 ,+

, r̂cwL
2 ,−

= −κ d̂in + τ r̂cwL
2 ,+

. (4)

The interior mode equations that traverse through the beam splitters and allow for backscattering are as
follows:

r̂ccwL =
√
γ ei

θ
2 r̂ccwL

2 ,+
+
√

1− γ ei θ2 r̂cwL , r̂cwL
2 ,+

=
√
γ ei

θ
2 r̂cwL −

√
1− γ ei θ2 r̂ccwL

2 ,+
,

r̂ccwL
2 ,−

=
√
γ ei

θ
2 r̂ccw0 +

√
1− γ ei θ2 r̂cwL

2 ,−
, r̂cw0 =

√
γ ei

θ
2 r̂cwL

2 ,−
−
√

1− γ ei θ2 r̂ccw0 . (5)

These equations also include the phase propagation of the internal modes within the MRR between the
designated modes. By convention we have introduced minus signs when photons reflect from counterclockwise
modes into clockwise modes or when photons cross from the waveguide into the MRR. Now it should be clear
that γ represents the actual transmission through the internal beam splitter. As we present results for various
values of γ, keep in mind that a plot with γ = 0.95 means that 95% of the photons are transmitting through the
internal beam splitter and 5% of photons are backscattering into the counter-propagating modes.

The above set of coupled mode equations produces, in general, a 4× 4 unitary transfer matrix S with overall
transition amplitudes, in terms of the annihilation operators, of all the output modes resulting from the input
modes.


âout
b̂out
ĉout
d̂out

 =


A1 A2 A3 A4

B1 B2 B3 B4

C1 C2 C3 C4

D1 D2 D3 D4



âin
b̂in
ĉin
d̂in

 = S


âin
b̂in
ĉin
d̂in

 (6)

For propagation of quantum states through the MRR, we follow the work of Skaar, et al. (2004)16 and
rearrange this matrix equation to obtain the transition amplitudes, in terms of the creation operators, for the
input modes in terms of the output modes. 

â†in
b̂†in
ĉ†in
d̂†in

 = ST


â†out
b̂†out
ĉ†out
d̂†out

 (7)

In practice, we will only use a 2 × 2 sub-matrix of this general 4 × 4 matrix at any time (see Appendix A).
In this work, we will always input photons on two different modes, and similarly detect on only two distinct
output modes. We will first consider the case of inputting one photon each into â†in and b̂†in and looking for

coincidence counts on â†out and b̂†out. These are the original input and output modes used when there is no
backscattering, and we will examine the effect on the crescent shape1–4 of the HOMM when we change the
value of the backscattering parameter γ. We will focus on â†out and b̂†out outputs with â†in and b̂†in inputs (AB
input/output), which is equivalent to (CD input/output). In this section, we will analyze the AB input/output
results (note: CD input/output results are identical) since the HOM effect is present without backscattering,
and we will investigate the effect backscattering has on the HOMM. It is possible to achieve the HOM effect
for different input/output combinations, but it requires a high level of backscattering that would be unrealistic
to expect without specific design and fabrication for intentional backscattering. We will discuss these other
combinations of inputs and outputs and how the HOM effect can be achieved in Section 4. As a brief summary:
in our current backscattering model the overall transfer matrix relating the inputs to the outputs is, in general,
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a 4× 4. For the case of both inputs and outputs on the AB modes, we will focus on only the 2× 2 sub-matrix
relating â†in and b̂†in with â†out and b̂†out, involving the MRR transfer matrix elements A1, A2, B1, and B2.(

â†in
b̂†in

)
=

(
A1 B1

A2 B2

)(
â†out
b̂†out

)
. (8)

Note that the above matrix is the transpose of the upper left quadrant of the full unitary transfer matrix S in
Eq.(6). The transfer matrix describes the relationship between the inputs and outputs and the matrix elements
are calculated by solving the system of boundary condition equations outlined above. The probability of detecting
a particular output state with a given input state will be denoted as P{out|in}. The probability of a coincident
output (one photon in each output mode) with a single photon input on each input mode will therefore be
written as: P{1,1|1,1} and is the permanent of the 2× 2 sub-matrix squared.

P{1,1|1,1} = |A1B2 +A2B1|2 (9)

The HOM effect occurs when P{1,1|1,1} = 0. In the case of MRRs, this equation yields a 1D manifold of
solutions which we call the HOMM.

3. SINGLE MRR RESULTS

3.1 Preliminaries

We begin by checking our model against MRR and backscattering results discussed in the literature. A very
commonly reported effect of backscattering in MRRs is resonance splitting.10,11,13 A simple test of our model
that demonstrates that it does capture the resonance splitting phenomena is shown in the normalized transmission
plots in Fig.(2). These plots examine the output on â†out for a single photon input on â†in when τ = 0.95 for (a)
γ = 1 (no backscattering) and (b) γ = 0.99 (1% backscattering).

Figure 2: Transmission plots of â†out with 1 photon input on â†in and τ = 0.95 for (a) γ = 1 (no backscattering)
and (b) γ = 0.99 (1% backscattering).

It is clear to see from Fig.(2) that the MRR is resonant at θ = 0, 2π, 4π . . .. This backscattering model
produces symmetric resonance splitting, which is expected of internal ring backscattering due to sidewall rough-
ness.10,17 However, for the purposes of investigating the effect of backscattering on the HOMM we instead focus
on the θ range where the MRR is off resonance (around θ = π).3,4 The transmission plot is unaffected by
backscattering at θ values where the MRR is off resonance.

Since photons can escape the system to alternate output modes, we must be careful about how we define
the HOMM. Note that the condition P{1,1|1,1} = 0 is trivial if there are no photons exiting the relevant detector
output ports and is not indicative of the HOM effect. It is also important to keep in mind that even when an
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HOMM is present it may not occur with 100% probability. Therefore, we must also ensure that for a given set of
parameters there are photons being detected at the chosen output modes with nonzero probability (blue curve
in figures below) in addition to the HOMM condition P{1,1|1,1} = 0.

For the above reasons we have created probability plots (see Fig.(3)), which are a slice across θ = π (off
resonance), to compare the relevant probabilities and be used in combination with the contour plots (see Fig.(4)).

Figure 3: Probability plot for a single MRR with AB inputs and AB outputs and no backscattering (γ = 1).

In Fig.(3) the black solid line is the overall probability considering all possible outputs across all four output
modes, and should therefore always be unity. The solid blue line (which overlaps the black line here) is the
overall cumulative probability of detecting all possible outputs on the two modes considered (here, AB). The
solid orange line is the probability of detecting a {1, 1} output on the two detected modes, and the solid gray
and dashed black lines are the probabilities of detecting {2, 0} and {0, 2} outputs on the two detected modes.
The most important characteristic to look for to identify the HOMM is a dip to zero in the orange curve, while
the gray and dashed black curves (and subsequently the blue curve) are non-zero, indicating that there are still
photons exiting the detected modes in the form of {2, 0} and {0, 2} states.

The contour plots in this section are for the probability P{1,1|1,1} of detecting a 1,1 output coincidence
measurement in the AB outputs, with a 1,1 input in the AB inputs. The abscissa τ is the linear coupling
between the waveguide and the MRR, and the ordinate θ is the round-trip phase shift of the MRR. These are
the two variables that differentiate the rings when we assume that the directional couplers are identical. In the
contour plots, the contours are in probability, namely P{1,1|1,1}. The darkest blue region is where the coincidence
probability is between 0 and 0.05, which is the experimentally relevant region to find the HOM effect. Based on
previous work, the optimal area to operate this device to obtain the HOM effect is in the center of the dark blue
region, at θ = π and τ = τc = 0.4142 for a single MRR.3,4 In the following example, the solid black curve on
the contour plot is the exact HOMM for a lossless single MRR (the exact analytic solution for the black curve
is given as Eq.(4) in Kaulfuss, et al. (2022)4) and the orange line on the contour plot across θ = π (see Fig.(4))
coincides with the orange curves in the probability plot (see Fig.(3)), which shows the relationship between the
two plots.
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Figure 4: Contour plot of P{1,1|1,1} on AB output/inputs with γ = 1. Black line is the exact HOMM curve and
orange line represents the slice across P{1,1|1,1} at θ = π, coinciding with the orange curve in each probability
plot.

In addition to backscattering, we also model the effects of radiative loss along the MRR. Fig.(5) shows an
example probability plot of P{1,1|1,1} on AB output/input ports with γ = 0.9 for no loss (α = 1) and 10% internal
radiative loss (α = 0.9):

Figure 5: Probability plots of P{1,1|1,1} on AB output/inputs with γ = 0.9 and α = 1 (left) and α = 0.9 (right).

Here we have added phenomenological round-trip radiative loss 0 ≤ α ≤ 1, to each exponential term (i.e.

eiθ −→ ei(θ+i θ̃) ≡ α eiθ) as described in Yariv (2000).18 As shown in Fig.(5), loss simply causes all the curves
to shift downwards as some probability goes undetected (modeling scattering into undetected internal modes
within the MRR). This loss is weighted towards lower τ values because it represents propagation loss in the
MRR and as τ increases more photons are transmitting through the waveguide without coupling into the MRR.
This does not cause any difference to the darkest blue (HOM effect) regions in the contour plots, but it should
be kept in mind that this would cause an experimenter to have to detect for a longer time in order to observe
the HOM effect due to the reduction of the overall probability of detecting photons on the measured outputs
(blue curve). A full quantum mechanical treatment of loss on the HOMM for MRRs was presented in Alsing, et
al.2 and showed that the phenomenological loss model of Yariv is adequate for simulating loss. As such, for the
rest of this investigation into the effect of backscattering on HOMM in MRRs we will consider only the lossless
situation here, α = 1.

3.2 Contour plots of HOMM probability for a single MRR

We will now show probability and contour plots for a single MRR across a range of γ values: 1, 0.99, 0.95, and
0.9. A realistic level of backscattering is around or less than 1%,10,12,13 but we have also included 5% and 10%
backscattering as extreme examples to show the robustness of the HOMM in MRRs.
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Figure 6: Contour (left) and probability (right) plots for a single MRR with γ = (1, 0.99, 0.95, 0.9). These plots
show the effect of backscattering on the HOMM for a single MRR with AB inputs/outputs. The red contour is
a probability of 10−3.
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Notice in Fig.(6), that the HOMM dip of P{1,1|1,1} (orange curve, right column) is maintained and the
probability is only qualitatively reduced by backscattering at very low τ values, where most (or all) of the
photons are coupled into the MRR at the directional couplers. Also, the overall detection probability in the AB
outputs (blue curve) is reduced as γ is increased, representing more photons being ‘lost’ to output modes we are
not detecting on. Practically, this means that the HOM effect would still be seen detecting on the AB outputs,
one would simply have to wait longer to see a successful event.

These contour plots represent P{1,1|1,1} across the entire range of τ and θ values, and the orange curve in
the probability plots represents a slice across θ = π on these contour plots as shown in Fig.(4). The contour
plot for γ = 1 is identical to our original single MRR identical contour plot (with no backscattering).3 As it
should, because as the backscattering approaches γ = 1, we should recover the ideal single MRR results with
no backscattering. The γ = 1 plot in (Fig.(6)) has a single black curve representing the exact analytic HOMM
solution for a single MRR.3,4 However, once backscattering is introduced to the system we can no longer achieve
an exact analytic solution for the HOMM, so we plot a red contour at a very low probability, P{1,1|1,1} = 10−3.
The HOMM (where the probability is zero exactly) is a one dimensional line bounded by the red contour in each
contour plot.

A γ value of 0.9 (10% backscattering) is already beyond what we would expect to see in experiment. In
Fig.(7) we show an example with extreme backscattering of γ = 0.5, which means that half of the photons are
backscattering at each internal beam splitter. The fact that the HOMM experimental region persists, even in
this extreme case, is clear evidence of the robustness of the HOMM in MRRs against backscattering.

Figure 7: Single MRR Contour and probability plots with backscattering γ = 0.5. The red contour is a probability
of 10−3.

The contour plots of Fig.(6) and Fig.(7) show that as the backscattering increases the HOMM shrinks from
a 1D manifold (curve) at γ = 1 (no backscattering), to an effective 0D manifold (point) as γ → 0 (100%
backscattering).

Notice that even as backscattering is increased to extremely high values, the optimal operating region of the
crescent (θ = π and τ = τc)

4 is preserved, just shifted to slightly larger τ values. The only regions that are lost
are at the edges of the crescent, which are also at the edges of the θ range and high τ values, where we wouldn’t
expect to be experimentally operating regardless.4 Note that the HOMM curve is shifted to slightly higher τ
values for high levels of backscattering, but for the experimentally relevant levels of backscattering shown in
(Fig.(6)) the shift is very small.

4. ALTERNATE INPUT/OUTPUT COMBINATIONS

We now investigate some other combinations of inputs and outputs for a single MRR (Fig.(1)) using our general
4×4 matrix and see if the HOM effect can still be achieved for combinations other than ABoutABin or CDoutCDin.
Particularly, we want to investigate if the HOM interference effect can occur when detecting on backscattered
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modes. Remember that the notation for probability is the probability to detect an output with a given input is
denoted as P{out|in}.

4.1 CDoutABin: ccw input, cw output

If we input on the traditional AB (ccw) input , but detect on the new backscattered CD (cw) outputs we

Figure 8: Entire range probability plot (left) and zoomed probability plot between 0 and 0.05 (right) of P{1,1|1,1}
with AB input and CD output for various γ values (0.001, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 0.999).

find that the HOM effect can still be detected, but high levels of backscattering are required. Keep in mind that
we expect normal levels of backscattering to be around or less than 1%.10,12,13 The amount of backscattering
required in this section to detect the HOM effect for different input/output combinations is far beyond what we
would reasonably expect to see in a normally fabricated MRR, as shown in Fig.(8). Notice that dips to zero
probability exist in Fig.(8) for various γ, but high levels of backscattering are required for this interference effect
to be detectable.

In Fig.(8) notice that there is no probability curve for γ = 0.999 because as γ −→ 1 there is no backscattering
in the MRR and all the photons transmit through the interior beam splitters. Therefore, in our model when
γ −→ 1 there is no way for photons input on the AB modes to backscatter and output to the C or D outputs.
Conversely, when γ −→ 0 the interior beam splitters act as mirrors and all photons are backreflected into the C
and D outputs, so the probability is 1 for all τ values, until a sharp drop off as τ −→ 1, because at τ ≡ 1 the
photons input at the A and B modes transmit straight through the waveguide without coupling into the MRR
and have no chance to interact with the backscattering beam splitters.

The curves in Fig.(8) (right) exhibit dips to zero probability for P{1,1|1,1}, i.e. a τ value for which the HOM
effect will be obtained when θ = π. However, even though the HOM effect will always occur at that set of
(τ, θ, γ) as long as photons exit the C and D outputs, we must construct the full probability plots to obtain an
understanding of how often this would actually occur, since it is possible for photons to output at modes we are
not detecting on. Fig.(9) shows the full probability plots corresponding to Fig.(8),including all output states for
γ = 0.75 and γ = 0.25.
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Figure 9: Full probability plots of AB input and CD output for γ = 0.75 (upper) and γ = 0.25 (lower). The
entire range is plotted on the left and a zoomed view to see where P{1,1|1,1} = 0 is plotted on the right (notice
the range of probability values on the vertical axis).

The full probability plots of Fig.(9) give a much clearer picture of how often one should expect to see the
HOM effect on the backscattered modes. The blue curve is the probability that when you input photons on A
and B modes that you will detect photons on C and D modes in any of the three possible output states. The
orange curve is the P{1,1|1,1} plotted above in Fig.(8) and the solid gray and dashed black lines are the {2,0}
and {0,2} output states on the CD output. The most important information obtained from these plots is the
probability value of the blue curve at the τ value where the orange curve has a dip in probability to zero. For
example in the upper right plot of Fig.(9), for γ = 0.75 (25% backscattering) the blue curve has a probability
value of about 0.025 at the τ value where the orange curve dips to 0 probability. This means that if the photons
output at the C and D modes for these parameter values (τ, θ, γ) you will achieve the HOM effect with certainty,
but this only occurs 2.5% of the time. For an extreme level of 75% backscattering (bottom right plot of Fig.(9)),
the HOM effect could be detected with a probability of about 15%. So for realistic levels of backscattering, less
than 1% (γ ≥ 0.99), the chance of detecting the HOM effect on the backscattered modes is effectively zero. In
order to achieve the HOM effect on the backscattered modes with a noticeable probability an MRR would have
to be designed and fabricated with greater than 50% backscattering.

4.2 ADoutADin: ccw and cw in, ccw and cw out

Similarly, for a different input/output combination, AD inputs and AD outputs, the HOM effect can only be
achieved for even higher levels of backscattering. Whereas in Fig.(8) for CDoutABin we see dips in P{1,1|1,1} to
zero beginning at γ = 0.75, for ADoutADin (Fig.(10)) the first dip to zero occurs for γ = 0.25.
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Figure 10: Entire range probability plot (left) and zoomed probability plot between 0 and 0.05 (right) of P{1,1|1,1}
with AD input and AD output for various γ values (0.001, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 0.999).

Figure 11: Full probability plot of AD inputs and AD outputs for γ = 0.25. Zoomed to show relevant probabilities
for the HOM effect.

For ADoutADin 75% backscattering is required to obtain the HOM effect, which is even harder to achieve than
CDoutABin. This is because the HOM effect requires the complete destructive interference of the {1,1} state. In
the case of CDoutABin there is no way for photons to reach the outputs without the presence of backscattering.
However, for ADoutADin photons can reach the outputs without backscattering via direct transmission. This
difference manifests in higher P{1,1|1,1} values for ADoutADin, thus requiring more backscattering in order for
sufficient destructive interference to occur and result in the HOM effect.

This concludes our investigation of alternate input/output combinations. The conclusion is that it is possible
to achieve the HOM effect for different combinations of forward propagating and backscattering modes, but for
all combinations the level of backscattering required is far beyond current physical devices. Even for the extreme
γ = 0.9 (10% backscattering) we propose in Section III, these alternate input/output combinations would not
achieve the HOM effect with any detectable probability. MRR based devices would have to specifically be
designed and manufactured with unrealistic levels of backscattering to see the HOM effect on these alternate
modes.

5. CONTOUR PLOTS FOR A (PARALLEL) LINEAR CHAIN OF TWO IDENTICAL
MRRS

We will now investigate the effect of backscattering on a linear chain of identical MRRs in parallel† as shown
in Fig.(12) to investigate if the noise due to backscattering is compounded causing the HOMM to deteriorate
faster, or if the HOMM continues to persist against backscattering even in linear chains. For 2 MRRs in parallel
we obtain the contour plots as shown in Fig.(13).

†Note that the circuit shown in Fig.(12) was previously referred to by the authors of this paper as connected in
“series”,3,4 but we are altering our terminology to match the literature and will now refer to circuits like these as
connected in “parallel”.19
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Figure 12: Diagram for 2 MRRs connected in parallel.

Figure 13: 2 MRR Parallel Contour with backscattering γ = 1, 0.99, 0.95, 0.9 (red contour is a probability of
10−3). The HOMM is a 1D curve bounded by the red contour plot.

Similar to the contour plots for the single MRR in Fig.(6), for two MRRs in parallel the edges of the contour
plot of Fig.(13) are degraded, but the optimal operating area of the crescent shapes HOMM is preserved even
for unrealistically high levels of backscattering. Once again, we include an extreme example with γ = 0.5 for 2
identical MRRs in parallel. The HOMM persists even in a linear chain of MRRs in parallel, again showing a
similar contraction of the 1D HOMM to a 0D HOMM for high levels of backscattering as γ → 0.
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Figure 14: 2 MRR Contour with backscattering γ = 0.5, α = 1.

This trend in continues for 3 MRRs in parallel (not shown), maintaining the optimal operating region of
the crescent but losing the edges as backscattering is increased. For higher numbers of MRRs in parallel the
HOMM curves and subsequent contour crescents are shifted to higher values of τ .3 A table of ‘figures of merit’
of the HOMMs, including τ values, for up to 10 MRRs in parallel has been calculated using the exact analytic
solution.4 Therefore, we conclude that the HOMM is extremely robust against backscattering even in a linear
chain of multiple backscattering MRRs as long as the MRRs are operated ‘off-resonance’ (θ = π).

6. RESULTS FOR A CHAIN OF TWO NON-IDENTICAL MRRS

For this section we return to ABoutABin for comparison against our previously reported results.3 The net result
of adding backscattering on the HOMM probability contour plot is a degradation of the edges of the plot. We
have previously found that in linear chains of non-identical MRRs the effect of one of the MRRs in the chain
having a larger (or smaller) round trip phase shift relative to the other is the shifting of the main crescent
structure and the creation of a ‘spike structure’ on the edge of the contour plot at either high or low θ values,
near where the MRR is on resonance.3 It is possible that backscattering can eliminate those spike structures
and cause the parallel chains of MRRs to behave more like a chain of identical MRRs even if there are small
differences in the design/production that cause small θ shifts in the chain. However, this also means that if one
chooses to operate at these ‘spike structures’ near MRR resonance, interference causes light to preferentially
occupy cavity modes instead of waveguide modes and as a result the device is much more susceptible to the
degradation of backscattering.
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Figure 15: 2 MRR Non-Identical parallel, θ shift of π
4 , with γ = 1 (left) and γ = 0.99 (right). Contour labels

have been removed from the γ = 1 plot, so the ‘spike’ near θ = 2π is visible. The red contour is a probability of
10−3.

As an example we have included a 2 MRR parallel chain with θ1 = θ and θ2 = θ + π
4 in Fig.(15). This is a

larger phase shift than one would expect for fabrication differences, but it illuminates the effect of backscattering
on the ‘spike structure’. As shown in Fig.(15), an experimentally feasible value of 1% backscattering (γ = 0.99)
destroys the HOMM in the ‘spike structure’ and causes splitting.

However, these ‘spike structures’ only exist at the edges of the contour plots, where the MRR is on resonance,
far from the optimal operating regime of the HOMM at the center of the dark blue crescent, at θ = π and
τ = τc. These small differences in round-trip phase shift between rings would never be noticed unless the device
is operated near resonance, at θ = 0 or θ = 2π. If, for some reason, the device is to be operated at the edges of
these contour plots, the inclusion of a small level of backscattering would cause any ‘spike’ effects due to small
differences between sequential MRRs to be removed and cause them to behave more like a chain of perfectly
identical MRRs.
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7. CONCLUSION

From the results obtain from our model of backscattering, we can see that the HOMM is very robust against
backscattering in MRRs, preserving the optimal operating region even in cases with extremely high backscatter-
ing, which would be uncharacteristic of a device fabricated within experimental tolerances. This is because the
optimal operating region for the HOMM in MRRs is off resonance and the backscattering only has a destructive
effect at θ values where the MRR is on resonance. Backscattering only deteriorates the areas where the MRR
is on resonance, where you would not operate experimentally to achieve the HOMM, and therefore, we believe,
these small levels of backscattering can be ignored when operating the MRR off resonance. Allowing MRRs to
have a small level of backscattering does not destroy the HOMM in the optimal operating region (θ = π and
τ = τc) and actually removes edge effects (on resonance) that occur due to slight differences between successive
MRRs connected in a parallel chain. Overall, if an MRR-based device is operated off resonance to achieve the
HOM effect the device is extremely robust against backscattering. However, if an MRR-based device is operated
on resonance even a small amount of backscattering will completely destroy the HOM effect.

We realize it appears somewhat counter-intuitive to operate an MRR completely “off-resonance.” However,
the reason for doing so is because this is the optimal area to achieve the HOM effect. The main strength (or
weakness depending on the application) of a resonator is its sensitivity to the environment; this is what allows
resonators to make such good sensors. In our current investigation, where we are trying to obtain and maintain an
interference effect, we want to be as stable as possible and therefore we want to operate the MRR not necessarily
as a resonator, but as an extended beam splitter with more tunable parameters, which is what the MRR can be
thought of when operated off resonance. The model we employed currently only considers backscattering from
sidewall roughness inside the MRR. In future work, we plan to incorporate backscattering at the directional
couplers (where external optical fibers couple to MRR device) to better model what is happening in actual
experiments.

Lastly, the work considered here explored the multidimensional solution space (HOMM) of the conventional
HOM effect with a pair of photons input to the BS (one in each input port). Recently, some of the authors of
this present work considered the interference effects for an arbitrary number of photons input into each port of
a conventional BS. The conclusion of that work was that for any odd parity state (containing only combinations
of odd number of photons) entering the A port of a 50:50, then for any state, pure or mixed, entering the B
input port, there would be line of zeros along the output joint probability distribution for coincidence detection
(i.e. the HOM effect would occur for any coincidence of an equal number of photons in each of the two output
ports). They termed this effect the extended HOM effect (eHOM).5,6 In future work, we will investigate further
extending the eHOM effect by replacing the conventional BS with a MRR.
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APPENDIX A. INTERPRETATION OF MRR INPUT/OUTPUT
TRANSFER MATRIX

â†in
b̂†in
ĉ†in
d̂†in

 =


A1 B1 C1 D1

A2 B2 C2 D2

A3 B3 C3 D3

A4 B4 C4 D4



â†out
b̂†out
ĉ†out
d̂†out

 (10)

We take this opportunity to illuminate the power of the matrix element naming scheme we have chosen for
the MRR input/output transfer matrix S in Eq.(10). Notice that all entries in the same row all contain the same
subscript index, and all entries in the same column all contain the same alphabetic letter. This allows us to
quickly transcribe the conditional probability for a set of given inputs and outputs. We can do this because now
the Fock state input determines the subscript number(s) that must be present in each term of the probability
and then the output state determines the letter(s). To obtain the full probability we them simply sum up all
combinations of distributing the possible subscripts across the letters present in each term.

As an example: using the general 4× 4 transfer matrix S above in Eq.(10), let the output state be given by
|1, 2, 0, 2〉out. Looking down columns, this tells us that all of our probability terms will take the form ABBDD,
that is 1A, 2Bs, 0Cs, 2Ds. The input state, say |1, 3, 1, 0〉in, tells us what subscript numbers we can distribute
amongst the previous letters, in this case: 1 1-subscript, 3 2-subscripts, 1 3-subscript and 0 4-subscript. Therefore,
in this example, the first term in the conditional probability would be A1B2B2D2D3, and all other terms could be
constructed by summing all possible ways to distribute one ‘1’, three ‘2’s, and one ‘3’ across the letters ABBDD,
that is P = |A1B2B2D2D3 +A2B1B2D2D3 +A2B2B1D2D3 + . . . |2.

As a relevant example, the AB input state |1, 1, 0, 0〉in indicates that there must be 1 1-subscript and 1-2-
subscript. If we look for the AB output state |1, 1, 0, 0〉out, then the output must be of the form AB. Distributing
the allowable subscripts over all letters yields the probability amplitude A1B2 + A2B1, which is the permanent
of the upper left-hand corner of S. The HOMM probability condition is then P = |A1B2 + A2B1|2 = 0, which
is Eq.(9). If we instead were to consider coincidence on the CD output modes i.e. |0, 0, 1, 1〉out, the only thing
that would change is that the above mnemonic would indicate that AB → CD. Thus, the HOMM probability
condition would then instead be P = |C1D2 + C2D1|2 = 0, involving the square of the permanent of the upper
right-hand corner of S. This was used in Section 4.1. Finally, in Section 4.2 we considered the AD input state
|1, 0, 0, 1〉in indicating 1 1-index and 1 4-index. We considered the AD output state |1, 0, 0, 1〉out indicating that
output terms of the form AD. This then yields the HOMM probability condition P = |A1D4 + A4D1|2 = 0,
which is the permanent of the outer four corner terms of S.

The conventional HOM effect using a standard 50:50 (balanced) beam splitter (BS) occurs because the
amplitude for the output coincident state |1, 1〉AB contains two terms: one for both photons transmitting through
the BS, and the other for both photons reflecting off the BS. For a 50:50 BS, both amplitudes have the same
magnitude, but opposite sign, and hence cancel, yielding a zero output probability. For the BS transfer matrix
Eqn.(2) UBS =

(
τ κ
−κ τ

)
the HOM condition occurs at the condition Perm(UBS) = 0. Defining τ = cos(ϕ/2)

and κ = sin(ϕ/2) for 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ π, the above condition occurs for cos(ϕ) = 0 ⇒ ϕ = π/2, i.e. the 50:50 BS
condition (τ = κ). When we generalize from a conventional BS to a MRR (or parallel array of MRRs), the HOM
condition continues to be defined by the zero value of the permanent of the relevant transfer matrix, as discussed
above. Since each MRR contains 3 parameters {τupper, τlower, θ}, the transmission amplitudes for the upper and
lower BS coupling junctions (into/out of the MRR from the waveguide bus) and the MRR round trip phase
accumulation angle, the Perm(UMRR) = 0 condition gives rise to a multidimensional manifold of (parameter)
solutions, vs the single point (0D manifold, θ = π/2) solution of the conventional BS.
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