
Single-photon phase spectrum recovery from the Hong-Ou-Mandel dip

Yuhang Lei,∗ Wen Zhao, Liang Cui,† and Xiaoying Li
College of Precision Instrument and Opto-Electronics Engineering,

Key Laboratory of Opto-Electronics Information Technology, Ministry of Education,
Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, People’s Republic of China

(Dated: August 16, 2024)

Characterizing the temporal-spectral profile of single photons is essential for quantum information
protocol utilizing temporal mode for encoding. Based on the phase retrieval algorithm, we present a
method to reconstruct the phase spectrum difference between two wave packets from their Hong-Ou-
Mandel dip, and intensity spectra. Our confirmatory experiment with weak coherent wave packets
demonstrated the accuracy of the reconstructed phase spectrum difference to within ± 0.1 rad. This
method is generalizable to the measurement of unknown single-photon wave packets with the aid of
a reference wave packet, requiring only the collection of one-dimensional data, which simplifies and
expedites the process.

I. INTRODUCTION

The mode profile of single photons fully determines
their characteristics and interference phenomena, en-
abling quantum information protocols to encode in-
formation across different degrees of freedom [1–6].
The temporal-spectral degree of freedom supports high-
dimensional encoding frameworks [7], which can enhance
the capability of information encoding [5, 8]. This feature
necessitates the characterization of the temporal profile
of single photons, which can be represented by the inten-
sity spectrum and the phase spectrum. While the inten-
sity spectrum has mature measurements at the single-
photon level [9, 10], the phase spectrum, is harder to
characterize. The phase spectrum measurement usually
requires nonlinear-based techniques, such as frequency-
resolved optical gating [11] and and phase spectrum in-
terferometry for direct electric field reconstruction [12],
which, however, can not be extended to the single-photon
regime directly to the weak nonlinear effects [13]. Re-
cently, measurment of the temporal-spectral profile of
single photons has been demonstrated through nonlinear
methods that project them to the orthogonal temporal
modes [14, 15], or using linear interferometry [13, 16–
19]. As the most fundamental measurement techniques
in quantum optics, both homodyne detection [15, 18, 19]
and photon counting [16–19] are utilized in these meth-
ods.

The Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM) interference can be used
to analyze temporal-spectral properties of single photons.
HOM interference is the bunching effect when identical
photons incident a beam splitter (BS) from different di-
rections and is depicted by the reduction of coincidence
rate [20]. The visibility of HOM interference is affected
by the photon statistic feature and indistinguishability
between incident photons [21], including their polariza-
tion, frequency, intensity, etc. The change of coincidence
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rate with respect to relative delay between incident pho-
tons is called the HOM interference pattern or HOM dip.
As the dip is a curve in the time domain, its profile is af-
fected by the temporal mode matching of the incident
photons. In the specific case of HOM interference be-
tween two independent photons, the profile of the in-
terference pattern is determined by the mode matching
degree [22], a parameter defined as the square magnitude
of the cross-correlation function between their temporal
modes. Many studies have investigated the impact of
mode mismatch on the HOM dip, particularly in scenar-
ios where dispersion is introduced into wave packets in
different states, such as the thermal state, single-photon
state, and coherent state [23–25]. However, the extrac-
tion of mode information is currently limited to specific
and simplified conditions, such as measuring the linear
chirp [26] and pulse width [25, 27] of the incident wave
packets in Gaussian modes. Further research is to de-
velop methods for obtaining a complete profile of the tem-
poral mode, transcending the extraction of coefficients
associated with specific functions.

In this letter, we present a method to measure the
phase spectrum difference (PSD) between two indepen-
dent wave packets. We found and utilized the phase re-
trieval problem [28] inherent in HOM interference, that
is, the attempt to reconstruct the PSD from the HOM
dip and intensity spectra of the incident wave packets.
The algorithms we adapted are the Gerchberg-Saxtion
(G-S) algorithm [29] and the generalized projection (GP)
algorithm [30], two of the most basic phase retrieval algo-
rithms that have been used in the field of image recovery
[29, 30] and frequency-resolved optical gating [11, 31],
and special modification was employed to suppress the
impact of the system noise from photon counting. The
confirmatory experiment was implemented using weak
coherent wave packets, where the PSD is introduced by a
programmable filter (PF), comparing the reconstructed
PSD with the preset PSD, we could gauge the feasibility
of our method. Furthermore, this method allows for the
full characterization of an unknown single-photon wave
packet by utilizing a fully known wave packet and the
single-photon intensity spectrum measurement[9, 10]. As
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of HOM interference between inde-
pedent photons. Two photons with different temporal mode
ψ̃1 (t), ψ̃2 (t− τ) incident the BS, from different directions
with a relative delay τ , and two SPDs are placed at both of
the out port of the BS respectively. Photon detection events
will be recorded, allowing the calculation of the normalized
coincidence rate Nc (τ). BS, beam splitter; SPD, single pho-
ton detector (b) Schematic of the relationship between the
intensity spectra I1,2 (ω), normalized coincidence rate Nc (τ),
the magnitude of cross-correlation function G (τ) and cross-
spectral density g (ω) and the uncharacterized PSD ∆ϕ (ω).

the other methods using photon counting systems and
interferometry [16–19] require the measurement of two-
dimensional data, our phase retrieval method, which only
requires the collection of one-dimensional data, could
speed up the data collection process.

II. THEORY

The expression of a single-photon wavepacket can be
written as

|1⟩ψ =

∫
dωψ(ω)â†(ω)|vac⟩, (1)

where ψ(ω) is a normalized function representing a spe-
cific temporal-spectral mode, with the Fourier transform
relation:

ψ̃ (t) =
1√
2π

∫
dωψ (ω) e−iωt. (2)

ψ̃ (t) is usually seen as the wave function of a single-
photon wave packet in the time domain.

The HOM interference between independent single-
photon wave packets is shown in Fig. 1(a). Assuming
that the mode in other dimensions, such as the polarizing
and transversal spatial modes of the two incident beams,
matches perfectly, the possibility of detecting both pho-
tons is

PAB(τ) = ηAηB (1− V (τ)) , (3)

where η is the efficiency of photon detection and V (τ) is
the mode matching degree, defined as

V (τ) = |G (τ)|2 =

∣∣∣∣∫ dtψ̃∗
1 (t) ψ̃2 (t− τ)

∣∣∣∣2. (4)

G(τ) represents the cross-correlation function between
the two incident wave packets in the time domain, and
V (τ) is the square modulus of it.
In this research, the normalized coincidence rate Nc(τ)

is used to depict the interference pattern to better reflect
the relation between the interference pattern and tempo-
ral modes matching of incident photons. This relation is
shown as follows:

Nc(τ) =
PAB(τ)

PAB(∞)
= 1− V (τ). (5)

Taking the scenario of coherent wave packets (which are
analogous to pulses from a mode-locked laser) into con-
sideration, due to their photon statistical characteristics,
it is possible that both SPDs detected a photon from
the same incident port, decreasing the global visibility of
HOM interference. The factor of V (τ) in Eq. (5) should
be modified to 1/2 when both the incident wave packets
are in the coherent state with the same magnitude and
2/(|A|2+2) when interference happens between a single-
photon wave packet and a coherent one, with |A| as the
relative magnitude. The detailed derivation for all these
conditions mentioned above is provided in Appendix A,
and we can find that V (τ), as the square modulus of the
cross-correlation function G(τ), can be measured from
photon counting in HOM interference.
According to the generalized Wiener-Khinchin theo-

rem, G(τ) can be rephrased in the integration in the fre-
quency domain as

G (τ) =

∫
dωψ∗

1 (ω)ψ2 (ω) e
iωτ

=

∫
dωg (ω) eiωτ , (6)

where g (ω) is the cross-spectral density. Rewriting ψ(ω)
and g(ω) in terms of magnitude and argument, we have:

ψ(ω) = |ψ (ω)| eiϕ(ω), (7)

g (ω) = |g (ω)| ei∆ϕ(ω). (8)

ϕ (ω) is the phase spectrum of ψ (ω) and ∆ϕ (ω) is the
phase spectrum difference(PSD), defined as ∆ϕ (ω) =
ϕ2 (ω)−ϕ1 (ω). In this paper, we regard |g (ω)| as a mea-
surable function as it can be characterized by measuring
the intensity spectrum of the two incident wave-packets,
as |g (ω)| =

√
I1 (ω) I2 (ω).

According to the previous discussion, the magnitudes
of both functions in the Fourier transform pair, g (ω) and
G (τ), are directly measurable, while the phase terms of
this pair cannot be measured. The challenge of recon-
structing the phase from the intensities of the two func-
tions that forms a Fourier transform pair is called the
phase retrieval problem [28]. Following this concept of
phase retrieval, the PSD ∆ϕ (ω) is possible to be recon-
structed from the spectrum I1,2(ω) and the interference
pattern Nc(τ), as is shown in Fig. 1(b).
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We used a composite algorithm to finish the phase re-
covery process, including the G-S algorithm[29] and the
GP algorithm[30]. We implemented a little adaption on
them to reduce the impact of noise in the last few iter-
ations. These basic algorithms follow a similar process,
which requires iterative Fourier transform between the
two domains. Iteration procedure of the G-S algorithm
is shown in Fig. 2 as example. Specific iteration proce-
dures with formulas and simulation results can be found
in Appendix B.

III. EXPERIMENT

Experiments were implemented to demonstrate the
availability of our method. We chose the interference
between coherent wave packets for the confirmation ex-
periment for the following reasons: first, the source, read-
ily available from a mode-locked laser, can be directed
through attenuators (ATT) to achieve the single-photon
level required for photon counting detection; second, con-
versely, the spectrum of the coherent source can be di-
rectly measured using a spectrometer when the ATTs
are removed from the optical path, offering a more con-
venient alternative to direct measurement at the single-
photon level.

Fig. 3 illustrates our experimental setup, where a
mode-locked fiber laser generates coherent wave pack-
ets, filtered by a dense wavelength division multiplexer
to produce a 1.2 nm-wide spectrum. Passing through
two ATTs, the intensity of the wave packets is attenu-
ated for photon-counting detection, ensuring a direct pro-
portionality between the counting rate and intensity. A
polarization beam splitter then polarizes the wave pack-
ets. On the signal arm, a Finisar 4000A WaveShaper
is functioning as the PF to apply an arbitrary phase
function ∆ϕA(ω), which corresponds to the PSD. On
the reference arm, an electronic translation stage with
a right-angle prism serves as the optical delay line. This

( )'kg ω ( )kg ω
k = k+1

For the kth Iteration

( )kG τ( )'kG τ

( )1,2I ω

( )cN τ

FFTIFFT

Intensity Substitution

( )kφ ω∆

( )0φ ω∆

For the kth Iteration FFTIFFT

Intensity Substitution

FIG. 2. Principle of the G-S algorithm. The functions with
a k subscript represent the current guess of cross correlation
function G (τ) and cross-spectral density g (ω). The iteration
starts with a initial guess of phase spectrum difference ∆ϕ (ω).
Intensity spectrua I1,2 (ω) and normalized coincidence rate
Nc (τ) are used to correct the guess functions in their domain
respectively . FFT, fast Fourier transform; IFFT, inverse fast
Fourier transform
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FIG. 3. Experimental setup. DWDM, dense wavelength di-
vision multiplexer; ATT, attenuator; PBS, polarization beam
splitter; BS, beam splitter; PZT, piezoelectric ceramic trans-
ducer; FPC, fiber polarization controller; OSA, optical spec-
trum analyzer; PF, programmable filter; ODL, optical delay
line; SPD, single photon detector

setup allows for precise and programmable control over
the relative delay τ . Additionally, a Piezoelectric Trans-
ducer (PZT) is positioned as a phase modulator (PM).
The PZT is driven by a periodic triangular voltage sig-
nal, resulting in a phase modulation with an ampli-
tude corresponding to a 6π phase shift, to ensure that〈
exp

(
iΦPM

)〉
pulses

= 0 over a long period of counting

time. Consequently, the wave packets meeting at BS-2
are effectively phase-independent. According to the ex-
periment set up, the interference pattern is

Nc (τ) = 1− 1

2

∣∣∣∣∫ dω
√
I1 (ω) I2 (ω)e

i∆ϕ(ω)eiωτ
∣∣∣∣2. (9)

The PSD ∆ϕ (ω) is considered equal to ∆ϕA (ω) under
the condition that the two wave packets overlap at τ = 0.
In the experiment, we first applied a phase function

by the PF, and then measured the spectrum and inter-
ference pattern. Our algorithm can produce a recon-
structed PSD ∆ϕk (ω) with the measured data. Com-
paring it with ∆ϕA (ω), we can assess the applicability of
this method. The measurement is divided into two steps:
In Step I, with the ATTs not engaged in the optical path,
the spectra of the wave packets on both arms need to be
measured, as the PF may introduce a significant insertion
loss spectrum, particularly when the slope of ∆ϕA(ω) is
steep, resulting in a difference in the spectra on the two
arms. The magnitude of g(ω) is then characterized by

|g (ω)| =
√
I1 (ω) I2 (ω). In Step II, pairs of wave pack-

ets at the single-photon level incident on BS-2, which
is connected to two SPDs, where counting rates will be
recorded at different relative delay τ and a normalized
coincidence Nc (τ) rate will be calculated to derive the

magnitude of G(τ) with |G(τ)| =
√

2− 2Nc (τ).
Enhancing the counting rate and sampling duration

can raise the accuracy of measured patterns. However,
if the counting rate is too high, the nonlinear relation-
ship between the counting rate and intensity will be obvi-
ous, resulting in a reduced expected value for the single-
channel counting rate and an increased expected value
for the normalized coincidence rate. In order to ensure
the accuracy and efficiency of the measurement, in our
experiment, the counting rate of SPD is about 1.3 MHz,
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while the repetition rate of the laser source is about 36.88
MHz, and dead time of SPD is about 80 ns on average.
It takes 30 s to measure the Nc at each sampling point
for the first experiment and 90 s for the second one.
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FIG. 4. Experiment result when ∆ϕA (ω) = 0. (a) Com-
parison between |Gk (τ)|2 in triangular dotted red line and
Nc (τ) in circle dotted blue line. (b) Comparison between re-
constructed phase function ∆ϕk(ω) in solid red line and and
equivalent spectrum I (ω) in gray line.

Fig. 4 shows the HOM dip and reconstructed phase
function when ∆ϕA (ω) = 0. As shown in Fig. 4(b), the
reconstructed phase function ∆ϕk(ω) is the smooth curve
close to zero at frequencies with strong intensity. As
the intensity spectrum decreases at frequency outside the
central region, the phase function increasingly resembles
a random value. This randomness is due to the minimal
contribution of the weaker intensity frequency compo-
nents to the interference pattern, leading to less accurate
reconstruction of the phase at corresponding frequency.

Unmatched polarization and intensity differences be-
tween the incident wave packets will reduce the global
visibility of the interference pattern, which means that
the overall amplitude of the measured function |G(τ)|
will be smaller. However, as our algorithm is an iter-
ative Fourier transform method, the overall amplitude
wouldn’t affect the ∆ϕk(ω). Reversely, The iteration
outcomes can be used to correct the measured HOM dip.
The lowest point of the reconstructed HOM dip is 0.505,
which is close to 0.5, indicating that the different of dis-
persion between the two arms due to the length differ-
ence in fibers and other elements are negligible. Further-
more, we manually aligned the lowest point of the HOM
dip with τ = 0. This manual calibration serves as a
reference for the relative delay, assisting in the detrend-
ing of the reconstructed phase function. This deliberate
calibration helps to reduce the need for further manual
manipulation when making comparisons, allowing for a
more scientific and less subjective comparison between
∆ϕA (ω) and ∆ϕk(ω).
Fig. 5 shows the HOM dip and reconstructed phase

function when introducing an ”inverted N-shaped” func-
tion ∆ϕA (ω). Prior to the experiment, we simulated
the effects of counting noise by incorporating the bino-
mial distribution characteristic of single-channel count-
ing. Our simulations revealed that the majority of the re-
constructed ∆ϕk(ω) fall within the interval ∆ϕA(ω)±0.1
rad between 193.13 ∼ 193.25 THz. As the reconstructed
PSD in Fig. 5(b) is in this confidence interval, the noise
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FIG. 5. Experiment result when applied an ”inverted N-
shaped” function on PF. (a) Comparison between |Gk (τ)|2
in triangular dotted red line and Nc (τ) in circle dotted blue
line. (b) Comparison between reconstructed phase function
∆ϕk(ω) in solid red line and applied phase function ∆ϕA(ω)

in dash blue line, with the equivalent spectrum
√
I1 (ω) I2 (ω)

in gray line.

from the counting distribution dominates the error, prov-
ing that our method can successfully reconstruct the PSD
∆ϕ(ω) between the two incident wave packets.
In both simulation and experiment, we found that the

specific phase retrieval problem we processed presents a
double solution problem: the reconstructed ∆ϕk(ω) may
converge to −∆ϕA(ω0 − ω), which is centrally symmet-
ric to ∆ϕA(ω), this phenomenon is particularly evident
when the spectrum is symmetric or the noise is high.
However, the mode matching degree corresponding to
the incorrect convergence results |Gk (τ)|2 will show a
greater difference compared to the correct convergence
results when compared to the actual mode matching de-
gree V (τ). Therefore, we run the algorithm with varied
initial values and compare the results to address the dou-
ble solution issue.
The scenario in our last experiment can be likened to

measuring the phase spectrum of an unknown single-
photon wave packet from its intensity spectrum and
HOM dip with a known reference wave packet in the
coherent state, as the interference pattern is still deter-
mined by V (τ). Ideally, the intensity spectrum of the
reference wave packet should be marginally wider than
that of the unknown one to fully reconstruct the phase
spectrum.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we present a method for reconstructing
the PSD between two wave packets at the single pho-
ton level from their HOM dip and intensity spectra, by
an adapted phase retrieval algorithm. Our composite al-
gorithm integrates the G-S and GP algorithms, and is
modified to reduce the impact of system noise inherent
in the photon counting system. To assess the effective-
ness of our method, we performed experiments using co-
herent wave packets. The experiment results indicate
that the reconstructed PSD ∆ϕk(ω) approximated the
applied PSD ∆ϕA(ω) introduced by the PF, with a dis-
crepancy within ±0.1 rad. Our method is also capable of
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fully characterizing the single-photon wave packet with a
known wave packet, requiring only one-dimensional data,
that is the intensity spectra of the wave packets and the
HOM dip. However, it should be noted that this method
does not facilitate the determination of a density matrix
for undefined states, making it only suitable for the char-
acterization of pure states rather than mixed states.
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Appendix A: Equation Derivation about HOM
interference

Here, we provide detailed derivations of the HOM dip
expression used in the main text, for incident wavepack-
ets in different states. As mentioned in the main text,
the single-photon wave packet is

|1⟩ =
∫

dωψ (ω) eiωt0 â† (ω) |0⟩, (A1)

where â† (ω) represents the creation operator at ω and
the expression of the electromagnetic operator is

Ê(+) (t) =
1√
2π

∫
dωâ (ω) e−iωt. (A2)

Applying it on the single-photon wave packet, we have

Ê(+) (t) |1⟩ = ψ̃ (t− t0) |0⟩ . (A3)

The coherent state wave packet is a coherent superposi-
tion of single-mode coherent states as

|α⟩ =
∫

dωψ (ω) eiωt0 â† (ω) |α (ω)⟩. (A4)

Applying an Electromagnetic operator on it, we get

Ê(+) (t) |α⟩ = Aψ̃ (t− t0) |α⟩ . (A5)

According to Glauber’s theory of detection, the possibil-
ity of detecting a photon when a wave packet arrive the
detector is

P = η

∫
dt ⟨ψ|Ê(−) (t) Ê(+) (t) |ψ⟩ , (A6)

where η is the efficient of the detector. And the possibil-
ity of two detectors detect a photon is

PAB = ηAηB

∫
dtAtB ⟨α1, α2| Ê(−)

A (tA)Ê
(−)
B (tB)

Ê
(+)
B (tA)Ê

(+)
A (tB) |α1, α2⟩ . (A7)

To derive the relationship between the HOM dip and
the temporal mode of the incident wave packets, we uti-
lize the equations of a beam splitter in the Heisenberg
picture. Here, we apply an idealized model of a beam
splitter, represented by the following equations:

Ê
(+)
A,B(t) =

√
2

2

(
Ê

(+)
1 (t)± Ê

(+)
2 (t− τ)

)
. (A8)

The demonstration of the HOM dip between two
single-photon wave packets requires the derivation of
PAB (τ). When one or both of the incident beams are
coherent wave packets, the ensemble average ⟨PAB (τ)⟩
is required. This derivation involves the use of the ex-
pressions ⟨A⟩n = 0 and ⟨A1A2⟩n = 0. The later one is
applicable when the phase of A1 and A2 are independent
of each other. Applying Eqs. (A1 ∼ A5) to Eq. (A7), the
HOM dip for the aforementioned three conditions can be
derived as follows:
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PAB (τ) =
1

4
ηAηB

∫
dtAtB ⟨1|1 ⟨1|2

(
Ê

(−)
1 (tA) + Ê

(−)
2 (tA − τ)

)(
Ê

(−)
1 (tB)− Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ)

)
(
Ê

(+)
1 (tB)− Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ)

)(
Ê

(+)
1 (tA) + Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

)
|1⟩2 |1⟩1

=
1

4
ηAηB

∫
dtAtB ⟨1|1 ⟨1|2 Ê

(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tA)

+ Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

− Ê
(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

− Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tA) |1⟩2 |1⟩1

=
1

4
ηAηB

∫
dtAtB[ψ̃

∗
1 (tA) ψ̃

∗
2 (tB − τ) ψ̃2 (tB − τ) ψ̃1 (tA) + ψ̃∗

2 (tA − τ) ψ̃∗
1 (tB) ψ̃1 (tB) ψ̃2 (tA − τ)

− ψ̃∗
1 (tA) ψ̃

∗
2 (tB − τ) ψ̃1 (tB) ψ̃2 (tA − τ)− ψ̃∗

2 (tA − τ) ψ̃∗
1 (tB) ψ̃2 (tB − τ) ψ̃1 (tA)]

=
1

2
ηAηB

(
1−

∫
dt

∣∣∣ψ̃∗
1 (t) ψ̃2 (t− τ)

∣∣∣2) , (A9)

⟨PAB (τ)⟩ = 1

4
ηAηB

∫
dtAtB ⟨α|1 ⟨1|2 Ê

(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tA)

+ Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

− Ê
(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

− Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tA)

+ Ê
(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tA) |1⟩2 |α⟩1

=
1

4
ηAηB

(
2 |A|2 − 2 |A|2

∫
dt

∣∣∣ψ̃∗
1 (t) ψ̃2 (t− τ)

∣∣∣2 + |A|4
)
, (A10)

⟨PAB (τ)⟩ = 1

4
ηAηB

∫
dtAtB ⟨α|1 ⟨α|2 Ê

(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tA)

+ Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

− Ê
(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ)

− Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
1 (tA)

+ Ê
(−)
1 (tA) Ê

(−)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tB) Ê

(+)
1 (tA)

+ Ê
(−)
2 (tA − τ) Ê

(−)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
2 (tB − τ) Ê

(+)
2 (tA − τ) |α⟩2 |α⟩1

=
1

4
ηAηB

(
2 |A1|2 |A2|2 − 2 |A1|2 |A2|2

∫
dt

∣∣∣ψ̃∗
1 (t) ψ̃2 (t− τ)

∣∣∣2 + |A1|4 + |A2|4
)
. (A11)

The corresponding normalized coincidence rate is

Nc(τ) = 1− V (τ), (A12)

Nc (τ) = 1− 2

(|A|2 + 2)
V (τ) , (A13)

Nc(τ) = 1− 2 |A1|2 |A2|2

2 |A1|2 |A2|2 + |A1|4 + |A2|4
V (τ). (A14)

Appendix B: The iteration procedures of the
algorithms and the simulation result

As is shown in Fig. 2, the G-S algorithm iterates in
the following steps,


Gk (τ) =

∫
gk (ω) exp (−iωτ) dω

Gk
′ (τ) = |G (τ)|Gk (τ)/|Gk (τ)|

gk
′ (ω) = 1/2π

∫
Gk

′ (τ) exp (iωτ) dτ
gk+1 (ω) = |g (ω)|gk′ (ω)/|gk′ (ω)|

(B1)
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which can be summarized as two Fourier transformations
and two substitution steps. In practice, the transforma-
tion of discrete data was performed by the fast Fourier
transform algorithm.

The GP algorithm follows a similar procedure to the
G-S algorithm. However, the step generating gk+1 (ωi) is
replaced by a gradient descent step. gk+1 (ωi) is defined
as

gk+1 (ωi) = |g (ωi)| ei∆ϕ(ωi), (B2)

where ϕ (ωi) are undetermined coefficients. The corre-
sponding distance function is given by:

Z =
∑
i

(
|g (ωi)| ei∆ϕ(ωi) − gk

′ (ωi)
)2

. (B3)

The calculation of the corresponding partial derivatives
is presented in Eq. (B4).

In the HOM interference, the counting noise is posi-
tively correlated to the counting rate itself, which means
that in the shallow part of the HOM dip, where |G (τ)|
is small, the signal-to-noise ratio does not decrease ac-
cordingly. To reduce the impact of counting noise, in the
final iterations of our algorithm, we used an adapted G-S
algorithm, where the second line in Eqs. (B1) is replaced
by Eq. (B5) for the points where |G (τi)| is smaller than
a certain value.

∂Z

∂∆ϕ (ωi)

∣∣∣∣
∆ϕ(ωi)=∆ϕk(ωi)

= 2 |gk′ (ωi)| I (ωi) sin
(
∆ϕ (ωi)−∆ϕk

′ (ωi)
)
. (B4)

Gk
′ (τ) =

(
1

2
|G (τ)|2 = +

(
1− 1

2
|G (τ)|

)
|Gk (τ)|

)
Gk (τ)

|Gk (τ)|
. (B5)

Appendix C: simulation result

To assess algorithm convergence amidst noisy inter-
ference patterns, we conducted a simulation that takes
into account the binomial distribution characteristic of

photon counting. We executed 1000 independent sim-
ulations with parameters identical to those used in our
second experiment. From the noisy interference pattern
and the spectra, we successfully reconstructed the phase
functions. The heatmap corresponding to the simulation
results is displayed in Fig. 6. These outcomes serve as
benchmarks for establishing confidence region.
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