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The Influence of Non Monochromatic Light Source

on the Young Interference Fringe Visibility

Zhang Yan Zhai Ying Hou Yunlang Zhu Kun

(Department of Physics and Electronic Science,Liupanshui normal university, Liupanshui, Guizhou 553004)

Abstract: The monochromatic light source affects its coherence. The visibility of interference fringe was
directly affected by linewidth. what generally comprise wave trains shows light source quality. In this paper,
Youngs double — slit interference device produces interference fringes by Non — monochromatic light source is
analysed and simulated,It’s show that the Relationship between Spectral Line Width and Visibility of
Interference,from which we obtain the following conclusions. It’s a result for the light interfering method has the
realistic meaning.
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