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Fig. 1 Schematic of multimode laser subject to optical
feedback and injection. v;: frequency of mode i, f;:
frequency of injection laser for mode i, BS: beam
splitter, ISO: isolator, VA: variable attenuator.
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Fig. 2 (a) Comparisons of correct decision rate when one

of the modes is assigned to the slot machine with the

maximum reward probability of 0.6. (b) Dominant mode

ratio of mode 3 when the optical feedback phase @3 of

mode 3 is changed.
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