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In this paper, we study two-photon interference of broadband chaotic light in a Michelson inter-
ferometer with two-photon-absorption detector. The theoretical analysis is based on two-photon
interference and Feynman path integral theory. The two-photon coherence matrix is introduced to
calculate the second-order interference pattern with polarizations being taken into account. Our
study shows that the polarization is another dimension, as well as time and space, to tune the
interference pattern in the two-photon interference process. It can act as a switch to manipulate
the interference process and open the gate to many new experimental schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Michelson Interferometer (MI), as an important instru-
ment to study the temporal coherence of electromagnetic
(EM) fields, has been applied to many important scien-
tific research projects including the well known Laser In-
terferometer Gravitational-wave Observatory (LIGO) [1].
A two-photon absorption(TPA) detector can be triggered
by a pair of photons when the difference of their arriving
time is in the order of a few femtoseconds [2–4]. The com-
bination of a MI with a TPA detector is used to study the
Hanbury Brown and Twiss (HBT) effect of chaotic ther-
mal light. For ordinary detectors the coherence time of
chaotic light which is at the order of femtoseconds is too
short. The MI provides the interference paths and TPA
detector responses in ultra-short coherence time. Many
state-of-the-art researches has been done with the setups,
such as measuring photon bunching effect of real chaotic
light from a black body [5], observing the interference
between photon pairs from independent chaotic sources
[6], finding the polarization time of unpolarized light [7]
etc. The similar setup has also been used to recover the
hidden polarization [8] and form ultra-broadband ghost
imaging [9] etc. Instead of chaotic sources, the quantum
light source like entangled photon pairs and ultra-bright
twin beams has also been studied by using this kind of
setups [10, 11].
In Ref.[12] the super-bunching effect of photons of true

chaotic light was experimentally demonstrated in the
similar setup by cascading the interferometer. Moreover,
we proposed to explore the super-bunching effect to en-
hance the sensitivity of weak signal (such as gravitational
wave) detection. To do so it is critical to manipulate the
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two-photon interference in the setup to increase the in-
terference effect. According to previous studies, we real-
ized that polarization is a parameter as same as space
and time in the two-photon interference phenomenon.
It could help us to manipulate the two-photon interfer-
ence in a MI. A theory based on two-photon interference
and Feynman path integral which also taking polariza-
tion into consideration is necessary for future research.
However, the two-photon interference theory reported in
previous publication does not take polarizations of EM
fields into considerations [10, 12]. Some of the previous
studies on polarization in a MI are from angle of classical
coherence theory [13, 14].

Therefore in this paper we analyze a polarized MI with
broadband chaotic light detected by a TPA detector with
quantum theory. The theoretical model is based on quan-
tum two-photon interference and Feynman path integral
theory. In the analysis we expand the scalar model [12] to
vector model by taking polarizations into consideration
and introduce a two-photon covariance matrix to describe
the transformation of two-photon coherence in the MI.
We analyze the four components of the TPA detection
in the scalar model and connect them with interference
between different two-photon probability amplitudes. It
is found that in the vector model polarizations work as
a switch to control the coefficients of the four compo-
nents of TPA detection output where in a scalar model
the coefficients are all equal. By adjusting the polariz-
ers in the MI we can make some component to be zero
or dominating. For example, we can choose to observe
only the HBT effect (with constant background), observe
sub-wavelength effect by removing ω oscillation compo-
nent, or make ω oscillation component dominate over 2ω
oscillation component etc. The model suggests new ex-
perimental schemes. It can also help us to further study
the manipulation of two-photon interference to explore
super-bunching effect in weak signal detection [12]. This

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.09719v1
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FIG. 1. A Michelson interferometer with polarizers. The po-
larizers P0 can change the unpolarized chaotic light into linear
polarized light. P1 and P2 are in arms 1 and 2 respectively.
P3 is in front of the detector and can erased the which path

information. The mirror M1 is fixed and mirror M2 can scan
in the longitudinal direction.

model can also be applied to study the MI with polar-
ized quantum sources such as entangled photon pairs or
squeezed light etc.

II. THEORY

The HBT effect can be described as the results of inter-
ference between two different but indistinguishable two-
photon probability amplitudes [15]. The interfering phe-
nomenon in a MI with broadband chaotic light detected
by a TPA detector can also be understood in the same
way. The detection scheme is shown in Fig. 1.
A continuous amplified spontaneous emission (ASE)

incoherent light is used in the configuration. The ASE
is completely unpolarized light just like natural light[5].
The wavelength of the ASE is center at 1550nm with
30nm bandwidth. ASE is coupled into the MI which
consists of two mirrors (M1 and M2) and a beam splitter
(BS). There are four polarizers P0, P1, P2 and P3 could
be put in or taken away from the MI depends on different
experiments. P0 could be put at the input of the inter-
ferometer . P1 and P2 could be put at two arms of the
MI in front of mirrors M1 and M2 respectively. The out-
put beam of the interferometer goes into a semiconductor
photomultiplier tube (PMT) operated in two-photon ab-
sorption (TPA) regime. The TPA detector measures the
second order correlation function of the light field,

G(2) ≡ 〈E(−)(t)E(−)(t+ τ)E(+)(t+ τ)E(+)(t)〉, (1)

where E(−)(t) is the negative frequency part of quantized
EM field reaching the TPA detector at time t; E(−)(t +
τ) is the negative frequency part of quantized EM field
reaching the TPA detector at time t+ τ [16]. E(−)(t) =

M1
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FIG. 2. In the scalar model, there are four paths (probabil-
ity amplitudes), AI , AII , AIII and AIV , to trigger an TPA
detection event. In the vector model, we can manipulate the
coefficients before each probability amplitudes by applying
different polarizers combinations.

E
(−)
1 (t) + E

(−)
2 (t) signifies that each E field in Eq. (1)

comes from both arm 1 and 2 of the MI.
From the quantum mechanical point of view, the sig-

nal of TPA detector in Eq. (1) can be calculated using
the coherent superposition of four different and indistin-
guishable probability amplitudes. Assuming the light is
at single photon level, Eq. (1) can be written as [17],

G(2) = |〈0|E
(+)
2 (t+ τ)E

(+)
1 (t)|1a1b〉|

2, (2)

where |1a1b〉 stands for the state of two photons a and

b; E
(+)
1 (t) and E

(+)
2 (t + τ) signify E fields come from

arm 1 and 2 respectively. As shown in Fig. 2, there are
four probability amplitudes involved in Eq. (2) which are
AI = Aa→1

b→1 , AII = Aa→1
b→2, AIII = Aa→2

b→1 and AIV =
Aa→2

b→2 from which we have,

G(2) = |AI +AII +AIII +AIV |
2, (3)

where AI to AIV are four probability amplitudes shown
in Fig. 2 [12]. The expansion of Eq. (1) has 16 terms with-
out taking polarizations into consideration. In general,

each term has the form of 〈E
(−)
ai E

(−)
bj E

(+)
bl E

(+)
ak 〉 where

i, j, k, l = 1, 2 stand for through which arms photons pass.
For example,

A∗
IIIAII = 〈E

(−)
a2 (t+ τ)E

(−)
b1 (t)E

(+)
b2 (t+ τ)E

(+)
a1 (t)〉. (4)

In Ref. [12] a theoretical model based on the Feyn-
man’s path-integral and two-photon interference theory
was developed to describe the Hanbury-Brown and Twiss
effect (HBT) of multi-spatial-mode thermal light at ultra-
short timescale by two-photon absorption. The theory is
applied to interpret experimental results and shows that
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the output of the TPA detector is composed by four com-
ponents which come from interference between different
two-photon probability amplitudes. In brief, the expan-
sion of Eq. (3) is comprised of four parts: the constant
background which comes from |AI |

2 + |AII |
2, the HBT

term which come from |AII +AIII |
2, the oscillation part

with frequency ω and the oscillation part with frequency
2ω.
If polarizations are taken into consideration, there are

E
(+)
1 (t) = E

(+)
1x (t) + E

(+)
1y (t)

E
(+)
2 (t+ τ) = E

(+)
2x (t+ τ) + E

(+)
2y (t+ τ), (5)

where E
(+)
1x (t) stands for the positive frequency part of

E field of x polarization from channel 1 which arrives the
detector at time t, others terms have similar meanings.
Combining Eq. (2) and Eq. (5) we can see that each 16
terms in Eq. (1) has the form of

〈(E
(−)
aix +E

(−)
aiy )(E

(−)
bjx +E

(−)
bjy )(E

(+)
blx +E

(+)
bly )(E

(+)
akx+E

(+)
aky)〉

(6)
where i, j, k, l = 1, 2 stand for through which arms pho-
tons pass and x, y stands for the polarizations. For ex-
ample, Eq. (4) changes into,

A∗
IIIAII = 〈(E

(−)
a2x + E

(−)
a2y )(E

(−)
b1x + E

(−)
b1y )

(E
(+)
b2x + E

(+)
b2y )(E

(+)
a1x + E

(+)
a1y)〉, (7)

in which there are 16 terms after expansion. There are
total 256 terms in Eq. (1) after expansion.
However, not all the terms survive the expectation val-

uation 〈. . .〉 in all 256 terms because in general photon
a and b from different polarization mode have different
initial phases for chaotic light. The two-photon state of
photons a and b can be written as,

|1a1b〉 = |1a〉e
iδa ⊗ |1b〉e

iδb , (8)

where δa and δb are random phases of photons a and b due
to random excitations times of atoms respectively[18].
For photons from the same polarization, for example both
photons come from x polarization, we have 〈ei(δa−δb)〉 =
1 which means that the initial phases of photons from
the same polarization mode are completely correlated. If
two photons are from orthogonal polarization, we have
〈ei(δa−δb)〉 = 0 which means that the initial phases of
photons from the orthogonal polarizations are completely
uncorrelated.
Under this assumption, only 6 out of 16 terms survive

in every terms in the expansion of Eq. (6), for example
the expansion of Eq. (7) is,

A∗
IIIAII

= 〈E
(−)
a2xE

(−)
b1xE

(+)
b2xE

(+)
a1x〉+ 〈E

(−)
a2yE

(−)
b1yE

(+)
b2yE

(+)
a1y〉

+ 〈E
(−)
a2xE

(−)
b1yE

(+)
b2xE

(+)
a1y〉+ 〈E

(−)
a2yE

(−)
b1xE

(+)
b2yE

(+)
a1x〉

+ 〈E
(−)
a2xE

(−)
b1yE

(+)
b2yE

(+)
a1x〉+ 〈E

(−)
a2yE

(−)
b1xE

(+)
b2xE

(+)
a1y〉,

(9)

where only in these 6 terms initial phases would cancel
each other and have non-zero values and other 10 terms
equal to zeros. Since polarization is an independent di-
mension to describe the EM field as same as time and
space, the Eq. (6) can be factorized into the product of
polarizations part and temporal part (all the calculation
is assumed to be done in the same spatial mode) and
written as,

A∗
IIIAII

= [〈E
(−)
2x E

(−)
1x E

(+)
2x E

(+)
1x 〉+ 〈E

(−)
2y E

(−)
1y E

(+)
2y E

(+
1y 〉

+ 〈E
(−)
2x E

(−)
1y E

(+)
2x E

(+)
1y 〉+ 〈E

(−)
2y E

(−)
1x E

(+)
2y E

(+
1x 〉

+ 〈E
(−)
2x E

(−)
1y E

(+)
2y E

(+
1x 〉+ 〈E

(−)
2y E

(−)
1x E

(+)
2x E

(+)
1y 〉]

× 〈E
(−)
a2 E

(−)
b1 E

(+)
b2 E

(+)
a1 〉,

(10)

where 〈E
(−
a2 E

(−
b1 E

(+
b2 E

(+
a1 〉 corresponds to the temporal in-

terference term in the scalar model [12] and the sum of
6 terms in [..] correspond to the polarization interference
only found in the vector model. From Eq. (10) we can see
that in the vector model polarizations determine the co-
efficients of interference terms in the scalar model. Since
other 16 terms in the expansion of Eq. (2) have the sim-
ilar form as shown in Eq. (10), in the vector model we
have,

VTPA = C ⊗ STPA, (11)

where VTPA is the probability density matrix in vector
model, C is the coefficients matrix which will be defined
lately, ⊗ stands for Hadamard product and STPA is the
probability density matrix derived in scalar model which
is defined as [12],

STPA =









A∗
IAI A∗

IAII A∗
IAIII A∗

IAIV

A∗
IIAI A∗

IIAII A∗
IIAIII A∗

IIAIV

A∗
IIIAI A∗

IIIAII A∗
IIIAIII A∗

IIIAIV

A∗
IV AI A∗

IV AII A∗
IV AIII A∗

IV AIV









, (12)

where terms like A∗
IIAIII stand for the interference term

in the scalar model in which only temporal interference
is taken into consideration. The coefficients matrix C is
defined as,

C =







c1111 c1112 c1121 c1122
c1211 c1212 c1221 c1222
c2111 c2112 c2121 c2122
c2211 c2212 c2221 c2222






, (13)

where

cijkl

= 〈E
(−)
ix E

(−)
jx E

(+)
lx E

(+)
kx 〉+ 〈E

(−)
iy E

(−)
jy E

(+)
ly E

(+)
ky 〉

+ 〈E
(−)
ix E

(−)
jy E

(+)
lx E

(+)
ky 〉+ 〈E

(−)
iy E

(−)
jx E

(+)
ly E

(+)
kx 〉

+ 〈E
(−)
ix E

(−)
jy E

(+)
ly E

(+)
kx 〉+ 〈E

(−)
iy E

(−)
jx E

(+)
lx E

(+)
ky 〉,

(14)
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where i, j, k, l = 1, 2 stand for through which arms pho-
tons pass and x, y stand for polarizations.
To make the calculation easier we define a second-

order covariance matrix or two-photon covariance ma-

trix (TCM) J (2) since it describes the annihilation of
two-photons with polarizations [16],

J (2)(i, j, k, l) =







Jxxxx Jxxxy Jxxyx Jxxyy
Jxyxx Jxyxy Jxyyx Jxyyy
Jyxxx Jyxxy Jyxyx Jyxyy
Jyyxx Jyyxy Jyyyx Jyyyy






, (15)

where i, j, k, l = 1, 2 have the same meanings defined in
Eq. (13), x, y stand for the polarization and the posi-
tions of subindexes of J are define as: the first and the
fourth indexes correspond the EM field of photon a and
the second and third indexes correspond the EM field
of photon b. For example the element Jxyyx(i, j, k, l) ≡

〈E
(−)
aixE

(−)
bjy E

(+)
bly E

(+)
akx〉 stands for the second order corre-

lation function of E fields of x polarization of photon a
through path i, E fields of y polarization of photon b
through path j, E fields of y polarization of photon b
through path l and E fields of x polarization of photon
a through path k. The connect between Eq. (13) and
Eq. (15) is,

cijkl = J (2)[1, 1] + J (2)[2, 2] + J (2)[2, 3]

+ J (2)[3, 2] + J (2)[3, 3] + J (2)[4, 4], (16)

where in Eq. (15) only the 6 red terms (color online) are
not zero and contribute to G(2).
One of the advantages of defining the two-photon co-

variance matrix is that the setup shown in Fig. 1 is a
linear system and the EM field operators and the two-
photon coherence matrix at the TPA detector relate to
those at the input of the MI by a linear transformation
matrix which is determined by the experimental setups
[16]. The polarized MI we studied is comprised of po-
larizers, non-polarized beams splitter and mirrors. The
connection between the TCM J (2) at the TPA detector
and the TCM J

(2)
0 at the input of the MI is [16]

J (2) = (T1T2 . . . T
†
n)J

(2)
0 (T1T2 . . . Tn), (17)

where T1T2 . . . Tn stands for the cascade transformation
matrix for the MI. Once the two-photon coherence ma-
trix is determined the G(2) function of the polarized MI
could be calculated using Eq. (11) in which the coeffi-
cients matrix C is calculated using Eq. (16).

III. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we will employ the method above to
study two-photon interference in different schemes and
show how to manipulate the interference. In simulations,
all the figure plot the normalized second order correlation

functions g(2) = G(2)

〈E
(−)
1 E

(+)
1 〉〈E

(−)
2 E

(+)
2 〉

[16].

A. Unpolarized chaotic light as input

We start with the unpolarized chaotic light. In this
case, polarizers are absent in the MI shown in Fig. 1.
Without polarizers involved, there are four kinds of in-
terference patterns in the outcomes of the TPA detection
as mentioned in Sec. II. They are constant background,
HBT effect, the oscillation pattern with frequency ω and
the oscillation pattern with frequency 2ω respectively
[12]. The output of the TPA detector is the sum of each
elements of probability density matrix STPA as shown
in Eq. (2). All the four different components are mixed
together and shown in Fig. 3(a).

To have a better understanding of the structure of in-
terference patterns, the probability density matrix STPA

are visualized by using a 3D barchart in which the height
of bars are proportional to their relative probabilities of
each element. In STPA, many terms are complex num-
ber and their real parts are taken as their relative prob-
abilities. In the barchart, the constant background part
which corresponds to the two-photon probability that
two-photons come from either arm 1 or 2 is visualized
by two magenta bars in Fig. 3(b). This component does
not change with the relative arrival time difference τ be-
tween two photons. The second component corresponds
to the well known HBT effect. It describes that pho-
tons a and b trigger the TPA detector in two different
ways : photon a comes from arm 1 and photon b comes
from arm 2 which corresponds to two-photon amplitude
AII ; photon a comes from arm 2 and photon b comes
from arm 1 which corresponds to two-photon amplitude
AIII as shown in Fig. 2. The probability of HBT effect
is |AII + AIII |

2. This component is visualized by four
red bars in Fig. 3(b). The third component of TPA de-
tection can be factorized into the product of intensity
and first oder interference and it is visualized by eight
blue bars in Fig. 3(b). The fourth part is interesting be-
cause it stands for that photon a and b interference with
themselves as one entity. In the expansion of Eq. (2) it
is signified by the term of A∗

IAIV + AIA
∗
IV , two pho-

tons can come from either arm 1 or 2 as one entity, the
two probability amplitudes interfere with each other and
leads to sub-wavelength effect. The fourth component is
visualized by two black bars in Fig. 3(b). In an ordinary
HBT interferometer, only the HBT effect is measured be-
cause other parts are ruled out by the detection scheme
of an ordinary HBT interferometer [19]. However, in a
MI with a point TPA detector all these four kinds of
TPA events exit and mix together. In previous research,
people usually concentrated on the HBT effect part plus
the inevitable constant background which are signified
by four red bars and two magenta bars in the proba-
bility matrix and filter out the third and fourth parts
which is signified by eight blue bars and two black bars
in the probability matrix [5, 7–9]. In this paper, we will
take every parts into consideration and find the method
to manipulate the interference process using two-photon
interference theory which leads to interesting results.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 3. (a) is the simulated output of the TPA detector
without polarizer in the MI. (b) is its visualized probability
density matrix. The two megenta bars stand for the constant
background. The eight blue bars stand for oscillation patterns
with ω frequency. The four red bars stand for HBT effect.
The two black bars stand for oscillation patterns with 2ω
frequency. Each bar is from different probability amplitudes
interference which is labelled on the top of the bar.

When the input of the MI is unpolarized chaotic light
the outcome of the TPA detector is shown in Fig. 3(a)
which was measured in almost every previous researches
using similar detection schemes [5, 7–9]. It is propor-
tional to the sum of 16 different probabilities to trigger
a TPA event which are shown in Fig. 3(b) and we can
see that each 16 probabilities are equal. The sum of all
these probabilities lead to the g(2) function as shown in
Eq. (3).
Next we simulate the two-photon interference of pho-

tons from orthogonal polarizations in two different cases.
Two polarizers, P1 and P2, which are orthogonal to each
other are inserted into arm 1 and 2. In the first case
polarizer P1 is set to 0 in arm 1 and polarizer P2 is set
to π

2 in arm 2 as shown in Fig. 1, the output of the TPA
detector is shown in Fig. 4(a).
In the second case P1 is set to π

4 in arm 1 and P2 is
set to −π

4 in arm 2, the output of the TPA detector is
shown in Fig. 4(b).
Comparing (a) with (b) in Fig. 4, we can see that they

are both flat in the center of g(2) function, g(2)(0) = 1.
This means that the two-photon interference generates
no bunching effect if photon a and b come from orthogo-
nal polarization modes (in (a) they are set to 0◦/ 45◦ and
in (b) they are set to 90◦/135◦). This can be explained as
that photons from orthogonal polarization modes has un-
correlated initial phases. The terms which lead to bunch-
ing effect A∗

IIIAII+AIIIA
∗
II = 0. However, no bunching

effect does not mean no two-photon interference. The
two-photon interference leads to the possibility distribu-
tion of triggering a TPA events different in two cases.
There are four possibility to trigger a TPA event in both
two cases: photon a and b can both come from arm 1 or
2 which are |Aa1b1|

2 and |Aa2b2|
2 respectively and corre-

spond to two magenta columns in Fig. 4; photon a from
arm 1 and photon b from arm 2 which corresponds to
|Aa1b2|

2; photon a from arm 2 and photon b from arm

1 which corresponds to |Aa2b1|
2, the last two possibility

correspond to two red columns in Fig. 4.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. Comparison between 0◦/90◦ and 45◦/135◦ schemes.
The output of 0◦/90◦ scheme is shown in (a) and that of

45◦/135◦ scheme is shown in (b). The have the same g(2)(t)
function but they have different components distribution in
the function. In 45◦/135◦ scheme, the two-photon is more
likely coming from the same arm of the interferometer.

We notice that in the two schemes the possibilities dis-
tribution for a TPA detection is different. For 0◦/90◦

scheme, all the possibilities is the same and equal to 1
4 .

However, for 45◦/135◦ scheme, the possibility for both
photons come from the same arm (either arm 1 or 2) is
3
8 ; the possibility for both photons come from different

arm is 1
8 . This result is non-intuitive. Even the g(2) func-

tion is the same, the contributions from four possibilities
are different.

As shown in Eq. (11), polarizations can be used to
manipulate the two-photon interference in the MI. In the
45◦/135◦ scheme if a polarizer P3 which is set to 0◦ is
added in front of the TPA detector, and set one of the
polarizer say P1 deviate from the 45◦ a few degree, ω
oscillation part of two-photon interference will dominate
comparing with the 2ω oscillation part. It is shown in
Fig. 5 in which the probability term of |AI |

2, |AII |
2,

|AIII |
2 and |AIV |

2 are removed to make a comparison
between only ω and 2ω terms. In the next subsection
there is a detection scheme in which the ω terms are
removed and only 2ω terms is detected which leads to
sub-wavelength effect.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 5. In the 45◦/135◦ scheme if a polarizer P3 which is
set to 0◦ is added in front of the TPA detector, and set one
of the polarizer say P1 deviate from the 45◦ a few degree,
ω oscillation part of two-photon interference will dominate
comparing with the 2ω oscillation part. (a) shows the output
of the TPA detector. (b) shows the probability density matrix
in which the constant backgrounds are removed.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6. When the input of linear polarized chaotic light is
set to 45◦ and polarizers are set to 0◦ and 90◦ in two arms
respectively, all the oscillation patterns are removed. Only
HBT effect and background are observed.

B. Polarized chaotic light and its sub-wavelength

effect

Now we put a linear polarizer P0 in front of the beam-
splitter as shown in Fig. 1, it turns the unpolarized
chaotic light into linear polarized light before into the
MI. When there is no polarizer in both arms the g(2)

function and two-photon detection possibility matrix are
the same as those in unpolarized light case as show in
Fig. 3.
If we set the polarizer P0 to 45◦, P1 to 0◦ and P2 to

90◦ the g(2) function and its two-photon detection pos-
sibility matrix are shown in Fig. 6. We can see that
there is bunching effect but there is no ω and 2ω oscil-
lation terms. The reason is that from the point of view
of quantum interference the TPA detector can in princi-

ple identify from which arms(paths) photons come from
because of the two polarizers in arms 1 and 2. Since the
whichpath information is known, there is no correspond-
ing two-photon interference. However, the probability
amplitudes AII and AIII are stilled indistinguishable and
the interference between them leads to the HBT effect as
shown in four red columns in Fig. 6.
If we set the polarizer P0 to 0◦, P1 to 45◦ and P2 to

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. When the input of linear polarized chaotic light is
set to 0◦ and polarizers are set to 45◦ and 135◦ in two arms
respectively, the oscillation pattern with ω frequency is re-
moved. The oscillation pattern with 2ω frequency remains.
As shown in probability density matrix(2 black bars), photon
a and b interferes with themselves as one entity which leads to
the sub-wavelength effect. HBT effect and background also
remain.

135◦ the situation is more interesting. The g(2) func-
tion and its two-photon detection possibility matrix are
shown in Fig. 7. We can see that there is bunching effect
and no ω oscillation terms. Surprisingly there is 2ω oscil-
lation terms as shown in two black columns in the figure.
From the point view of quantum optics, photon a and b
form one entity which interferes with itself. The inter-
ference patterns have 2ω frequency of oscillation. This is
a sub-wavelength effect. The corresponding experimen-
tal phenomenon has been observed and the details are
reported in another paper [20].
With another polarizer P3 is put before the detector, it

could acts a which path information eraser. For example,
when polarizer P0 is set to 45◦, P1 to 0◦ and P2 to 90◦

and the output is shown in Fig. 6. With polarizer P3

is set to 45◦ before the TPA detector, the output of the
detector and the probability matrix is resumed as same as
those shown in Fig. 3 because the whichpath information
is erased by polarizer P3 and interference terms leads to
oscillation is not zero anymore. If P3 is set to 135

◦ instead
of 45◦ the situation is slightly different: the probability
matrix is the same but the g(2)(0) change from maximum
to minimum as shown in

IV. DISCUSSION

First, we notice that the outputs of TPA detection are
slightly different under two different schemes as shown in
Fig. 4. In both 0◦/90◦ and 45◦/135◦ schemes they both
have flat g(2) functions and are comprised of four possibil-
ities |AI |

2, |AII |
2, |AIII |

2 and |AIV |
2. They are different

in the percentages of contributions from the four possi-
bilities. In 0◦/90◦ scheme, each of the four possibilities
contributes 1

4 to g(2). However, in 45◦/135◦ scheme, each

of |AI |
2 and |AIV |

2 contributes 3
8 to g(2); each of |AII |

2

and |AIII |
2 contributes 1

8 to g(2). The reason for the dif-
ference lies in the mirror reflection of the BS. In 0◦/90◦
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FIG. 8. The polarizer P3 in front of the TPA detector can
erase the whichpath information. By controlling the relative
angle between P0 and P3 (0◦ for the top and 90◦ for the
bottom of the figure) we can choose to observe maximum or
minimum of the interference pattern at the balance position
of the MI.

scheme, the reflection of the BS does not change the po-
larizations of light. In 45◦/135◦ scheme, however, there
is a mirror reflection from the BS which changes the left
and right to make the polarization of 45◦/135◦ switch to
135◦/45◦. So in order to make the a 45◦/135◦ detection
scheme as shown in Fig. 4(b) we need to set both P1 and
P2 to 135◦ because the 45◦ polarization of chaotic light
will enter into arm 1 in the angle of 135◦ because of the
reflection of the BS. The reflection of the BS leads to the
difference between the two-photon coherence covariance
(TCM) of 0◦/90◦ scheme and that of 45◦/135◦ scheme
and at last the differences between their TPA detection
probability density matrixes.
The above simulated results can be verified experi-

mentally. In both schemes, we can measure their total
TPA detection rates and assume they are all equal to
1. Then we can block one arm, say arm 2, and only
two-photon probability |AI |

2 is not blocked. In 0◦/90◦

scheme, the TPA detection rates should drop to 1
4 . In

45◦/135◦ scheme, the TPA detection rates should be 3
8 ,

slightly higher than that in 0◦/90◦ scheme.
The reflection of the BS is also the reason for the differ-

ence in polarized chaotic light in Sec. III B. In 45◦/0◦/90◦

scheme, all the ω and 2ω oscillation parts are removed,
only the HBT effect and constant background are left.
On the other hand, in 0◦/45◦/135◦ scheme only the ω
oscillation part is removed and other than the HBT ef-
fect and constant background the 2ω part also exists. In
the point of view of quantum mechanics, the 2ω oscilla-
tion part is a sub-wavelength effect from which an entity

comprised of photons a and b interferes with itself [21–
23]. The momentum of the entity is twice that of a single
photon and the DeBroglie wavelength is half of a single
photon. The sub-wavelength effect can be used to in-
crease the resolution of imaging or quantum lithography
[23]. The sub-wavelength effect predicted by the vector
model has been observed in our following experiments
and reported in another paper [20].
In Sec. III B it is found that by controlling the relative

angle between polarizer P0 and P3 the value of g
(2)(0) can

be manipulated as shown in Fig. 8. When P0 is set to par-
allel to P3 g(2)(0) reaches its maximum value and when
P0 is set to orthogonal to P3 g(2)(0) reaches its minimum
value. This scheme could be applied in our previously
proposed weak signal detection MI by exploring super-
bunching effect of chaotic light [24]. In a LIGO-like weak
signal detection interferometer, to have higher sensitiv-
ity and save energy the detector is made to observe the
dark fringe [1]. In our proposed new weak-signal detec-
tion scheme dark fringe can be manipulated by adjusting
the relative angle between polarizers P0 and P3.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a vector model is developed to theoret-
ically describe the two-photon interference phenomenon
of chaotic light in a MI with polarizers. The model is de-
veloped by using two-photon interference and Feynman
path integral theory. The model shows that the polariza-
tion as an independent dimension in phase space can act
as a switch to manipulate the two-photon interference in
the MI. The components of two-photon interference pat-
terns which are mixed together in previous studies can
now be picked out one by one by adjusting polarizers in
the MI. The vector model could help us in further study
in a cascaded MI which explores super-bunching effect
of chaotic light to increase the sensitivity on weak sig-
nal detection [24]. It may help us to design a new type
of weak signal (including gravitational wave) detection
setup with higher sensitivity.
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