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The Heisenberg uncertainty principle suggests that it {gossible to determine the trajectory of a quantum
particle in the same way as a classical particle. Howevermag still yield insight into novel behavior of
photons based on the average photon trajectories (APTsg Wi explore the APTs of optical fields carrying
spin angular momentum (SAM) and orbital angular momentum\{punder the paraxial condition. We define
the helicity and dferential helicity for unveiling the three-dimensionalrspistructures of the APTs of optical
fields carrying the SAM anfdr the OAM. We clarify the novel behaviors of the APTs causgdhe SAM and
OAM as well as the SAM-OAM coupling. The APT concept is alsoneelpful for profoundly understanding
the trapped particle motion and has the potential to elteidther physical systems.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Tx, 42.25.Ja, 87.80.Cc

Heisenberg’s statement that “The more precisely the positi conversion caused by the induced additional helical phfise o
is determined, the less precisely the momentum is known ithe longitudinal field component [22-24]. A new class of pho-
this instant, and vice versa’|[1], conveys the fact thatdtiesr ton OAM associated with the curl of polarization indepertden
a limit to the precision to which the position and momentumof phase has been predicted and demonstrated, whikgrgi

of a quantum particle can be known simultaneously; that isfrom the well-known OAM associated with the phase gradi-
the trajectory of a single quantum particle cannot be as presnt independent of polarization in that this novel OAM can be
cise as that of a classical particle. As the motion of a ata$si carried by a radial-variant vector field with hybrid polariz
particle is governed by Newtonian mechanics, knowledge ofion states [25]. Although a quantum particle is not allowed
the position and momentum allows the past, present, and funove along a definite path due to its nonlocalization, the &APT
ture states of the particle to also be known. Although the trarelated to large-scale properties in the quantum systeiibiéxh
jectory of an individual quantum particle isficult to define  signatures of underlying the classical dynamics [26]. heze
because any measurement of the position (momentum) irrelevote to unveil the photon AM based on the APT concept,
vocably perturbs the momentum (position), we may still gainincluding the SAM and the OAM as well as the SAM-OAM
some information without appreciably perturbing the fetur coupling, under the paraxial condition.

evolution of the quantum system through a weak measurement Under the paraxial approximation, a scalar Laguerre-
and determine a precise mean value for the observable of ilGaussian (LG) field propagating along the direction will
terest by averaging over many weak measurements [2]. Fdrave a transverse electric field component that can be writte
instance, the average trajectories of single photons has bein a cylindrical coordinate system ¢, 2) as

investigated in a double-slit interferometer [3].

Besides the linear momentum, photons can carry the angu- EL(r.¢.2) = u(r, ¢, 9)[(cos¢ + i sing)&
lar momentum (AM), which is classified into spin angular mo- + (—sing + iocosp)g,], (la)
mentum (SAM) and orbital angular momentum (OAM)|[4—6]:
the SAM is always associated with the polarization (SAM of with
+#, —h and 0 per photon for the right-circularly, left-circularly - )
and linearly polarized light, respectively ahds the reduced u(r, ¢,2) oc —— [_} exp[—r—}
Planck constant) [4+6], while the OAM is associated with a . w2 (W@ W2(2)
helical or twisted wavefront of expty) (OAM of mi per k2 ]
photon, wherem is the topological charge) [4-9]. The pho- X eXp['f(z) +ikz+ '4(2)] expimg),  (1b)
ton AM has attracted considerable interest in various realm

in optical manipulatiop [10-12], optical communicatiolffl  \yhere W2 = vvg(l " 22/2(2)) is the field radiusR@) =
13], and quantum optics [16-19]. (2 + 2)/zis the radius of curvature of the wavefrotiz) =

In optical tweezers experiments, the photon AM can be ob{|m| + 1) arctang/z,) is the Gouy’s phaseyp = kwg/z is the
served through the rotation of the trapped microscopid-part Rayleigh rangew, is the waist radius of the fundamental
cles. The SAM causes a trapped particle to rotate about it§aussian mode, anu is the topological charge& andé,
own axis [20], while the OAM induces an orbital motion of are two transverse unit vectors in the radial and azimuthal d
the trapped particles [21]. In particular, under the noagar rections, respectivelyo describes the polarization state of
ial condition, a focused circularly polarized field couldvédr  the LG field: o = +1 for right- and left-handed circular po-
the orbital motion of the particles owing to the SAM-to-OAM larization,o € (0, +1) for right-handed and € (-1, 0) for
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left-handed elliptical polarization, and = 0 for linear polar-

ization, respectively. For any LG field in Eq. (1), the single dr r

photons carry the OAM ofivi [4-9] and the intensity pattern o= R (6a)
is always a doughnut shape unless= 0. The radiufRy(2) dZ @)
of the brightest intensity ring iR(z) = VIM/2w(2) in the d¢ 4o Mo M e

plane with a distance affrom the waist plane = 0 (in par- dz =~ (1+0)kw?(d) (1+o?)kr2  kr?
ticular, Roo = Ro(2lz=0 = VImi/2wp at the waist), which is it Eq. (6a) and with the aid of the above expressioR(dj,

independent of the SAM or the polarization. When= 0,  he radial coordinate(z) of the APT can be solved by
the LG field degenerates into the well-known Gaussian field

and the corresponding doughnut-shaped intensity pateern b r(2) = ro(1+ 2/3)"?, (7)

comes into a round Gaussian profile with(z) = 0 because

the phase singularity at the field centre has disappeared. whererg is the initial radial coordinate of the photon in the
Since the wave vector is always normal to the wavefront, atPut planez = 0. Substituting Eq. (7) into Eq. (6b) yields

LG field should have a longitudinal field component. Undereasily ananalytical solution of the cumulative spiral @xifr)

the paraxial approximation, for any optical field, the glbba ©f the APT during the propagation over a distaace

electric and magnetic fields are o0 |m|‘7Wc2> r‘nvvg 7
arcta %) (8)

$(2) =
E=E. +E&=E +ik'(V. E&, (2a) Equation (8) indicates that the spiral angi@) of the APT
H=H, +H8& < &xE, +ikV,-(&xE.&, (2b) originates from the contributions of three parts: the SAN&(fi
term), SAM-OAM coupling (second term), and OAM (third
whereg, is the longitudinal unit vector an¥l, is the trans- term). To quantitatively characterize the spiral degrethef
verse gradient operator. For adeal plane wave, imply- APT, we define a parametgelicity H to represent the aver-
ing thatwy — oo or u(r, ¢, 2) is space invariant in Eq. (1), age change ig(2) overz The global helicityH can also be
the longitudinal field components, andH; are null due to  divided into three partd]l = ¢(2)/z = Hsam + Hsoc + Hoam
V,-E,=0.
In the Bialynicki-Birula hydrodynamical frame, the elec- Hsam = 2—‘7 arctar(i), (9a)
tromagnetic energy flows along streamlines described hly [27 (1+0%)z )

1+0) (L+or2 212

Imjowg z
dR 19R) @) Hsoc = “Arodnk arcta %) (9b)
— == 0
ds cU(R) 02 ,
: . Hoawm = —- arctarn| —|. (9c)
wherec is the speed of lights labels the envelope across the 2r5z 7

space of the corresponding streamlinB, € dr& + rd¢g; + o . )
dz8,, U(R) is the time-averaged electromagnetic energy denThe helicity thus reveals the correlations of the APT wité th

sity, andS(R) is the time-averaged Poynting energy flow vec- SAM, OAM, and SAM-OAM coupling. The periodicity af
tor in the azimuthal dimension means that an APT will exhibit a

helical propagation path, much like the shape of a vine. We
S(R) « Re[E*(R) x H(R)], (4) define a very important parameter agaiifferential helicity

H’ = d¢/dz, which represents the local changesf) for the
APT in the planez. In a similar way toH, H’ can also be

whereRe[ | extracts the real part of the complex quantity. The e o
(] P piexq Y classified into the contributions of three partd-Hs= Hg,,, +

solutions of Eq. (3), the position coordina®r, ¢, 2), give H 4 1
the streamlines or the electromagnetic energy flow lineg, an’ 'SOC OAM

describe also the APTs within a Bohmian-like reinterpietat

of the Bialynicki-Birula hydrodynamical formulation [2.7] 4o

For a paraxial polarized LG vortex field, with Egs. (1), (2) Hsam = 1+ 02)kn2(1 + 2/2) (10a)
and (4), we yield oMo
Hsoc = - ) o (10b)
(1+ odkrd(1+ 22/23)
r(l+o?) 0
S(R) o (L+ 028 + = ——¢ , m

R(2) Hoam = 7 YR (10c)

2 kra(1+ 22/23)

N Ml+c9) 2mo 4o |, 5)
kr kr kw2(2) & In should be emphasized that the angular velocities of the

APTs, caused by the global AM, the SAM, the SAM-OAM
Substituting Eq. (5) into Eq. (3) yieldsfi&rential equations couping and the OAM, should be proportional to thifetien-
for the APTs tial helicities,H’, Hg oy, Hsoc, andHg, . respectively.
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To visually view, we calculate the three-dimensional (3D)of the APTs decrease as its waist radiysincreases. As is
structures of the APTs for LG fields under the paraxial ap-well known, the torque provided by the SAM of the circularly
proximation. In the following calculations (Figs. 1 and®)e  polarized Gaussian field can be transferred into a trapped bi
used parameters are= 633 nm (wavelength) andp = 1 fringent particle to drive its rotation. The speed of raiati
mm, and the waist of any LG field is located at the input planedepends on the torque. The lardégam or Hg,,, will pro-
z=0. With Eq. (1b), the LG field at = 0 should be vide the stronger torque. Hence the highly focused cirbular

- polarized Gaussian field, which has the smaller wagstcon-
tributes significantly to the rotation of the trapped paetidn
u(r, ¢, 0) Wo [WJ EXp{_ﬁ] expimg).  (11) 4 extreme situation when the circularly polarized Gaussia
0 field degenerates into adeal circularly polarized plane wave

Figure 1 depicts the 3D APTs for linearly polarized £  field (implying thatwg — co andV, -E, = 0), its longitudinal
0, zero SAM) LG vortex fields (carrying the OAM afin).  field component will then be null. In this situation, althdug
Form = 1 in Figs. 1(a)-(c) andn = 2 in Figs. 1(d)-(f), the the ideal plane wave field carries an intrinsic SAM, the APTs
LG fields withm > 0 have the right-handed spiral APTs, so do not exhibit a helical structure, and so no angular momen-
the trapped microparticles will exhibit anticlockwise @ad  tum would be transferred to a birefringent particle to catse
motion [28]. Form = -1 in Figs. 1(g)-(i), however, the spiral to rotate. Nevertheless, the particle rotation driven teydin-
APT of the LG field withm < 0 becomes left-handed, so the cularly polarized field has been indeed observed in the Beth’
trapped microparticles will exhibit clockwise orbital nmt ~ famous experiment [20], which seems a paradox. However,
in the opposite sense [28]. Compared Fig. 1(f) with Figs) 1(cthis is in fact only a pseudo-paradox, as a circularly patsdi
and (i), we see that for the projections of the APTs inzhez, ideal plane wave with infinite transverse dimensions doés no
plane form = 2 are denser than those for = +1. This exist. For any LG field (including a fundamental Gaussian
suggests that the helicity of the spiral APT increasegmas field) that is a paraxial solution of the Maxwell's equatipns
enlarges. Therefore, the linearly polarized LG vortex field its wavefront is in general a spherical surface excludirgy th
with a higher OAM should result in the faster orbital motidn o waist plane, so the rotation of birefringent particles byira c
the trapped microparticles. These calculation resultg.(Bi  cularly polarized field is possible due to the presence of the
and the analytic expression in Eg. (9a) show that for the LGspiral APTs.
vortex field carrying OAM only, the helicity of the spiral APT  For a circularly polarized Gaussian field carrying the SAM
will decrease as the field propagates. only and no OAM (n = 0), from the analytical expressions

Figure 2 shows the calculated 3D APTs for polarized LGin Egs. (9) and (10) as well as the calculation results (F2gs.
fields carrying no OAM ifh = 0). In this case, the LG fields and 3),H andH’ are independent of the radial position of the
degenerate into polarized Gaussian fields. Clearly, the SAMphoton. This is very similar to the rotation of the Earth iatth
like the OAM, can also result in the spiral APTs with the sameevery location on the Earth has the same rotation angle and
sense as the SAM. As shown in the second row of Fig. 2, foangular speed.
the linearly polarized field carrying no AM, the APTs do not  The radially-variant termt'™ in Eq. (1b) plays a key role
exhibit a spiral structure. For circularly polarized fieldgh  in the SAM-OAM coupling contribution to the helicitid or
only the SAM, the helicity of the spiral APT will also decreas differential helicityH’ of the APTs. For instance, if the LG
as the field propagates. field (m # 0) becomes a hypergeometric Gaussian field, that

Figure 3 plots the dependence of the helicities of the spirais, if there is nor™ term in Eq. (1b), then there will be no
APTSs caused by the SAM (or OAM) solely on the initial radial SAM-OAM coupling contribution taH or H’ of the APTs in
coordinaterg in thez = z plane, for the dferent LG fields. Egs. (9b) and (10b). Alternatively, if thé™ term in Eq. (1b)
For the circularly polarized Gaussian field (carrying theMBA is modified instead of the powgn| of r, the SAM-OAM cou-
solely) with a given waistvg, the helicity of the spiral APT is  pling contribution toH andH’ will not completely counterbal-
independent ofy, that is to say, the SAM-induced APTs have ance the contribution from the OAM, even though the OAM
the same helicity regardless of the position. These reatdts has the same sense as the SAM. Therefore, the helicity caused
in good agreement with the analytic expression in Eq. (9apy the SAM or the OAM is intrinsic, whereas the helicity orig-
and the 3D APTs shown in Fig. 2. For the linearly polarizedinating from the SAM-OAM coupling is extrinsic.

LG fields carrying the OAM only, in contrast, the helicitiefs 0 If the LG field carries the OAMr # 0) only and no SAM
the APTs decrease linearly gsincreases. This means that (o = 0), from the analytical expressions in Egs. (6)-(10) and
photons far from the field axis have a smaller helicity, whichthe calculation results in Figs. 1 andi,andH’ of the spi-
is in agreement with the analytic expression in Eq. (9c) andal APTs caused by the OAM only depend on the radial po-
the 3D APTs shown in Fig. 1. sition of the photon and decrease rapidly with distance from

In discussion, when the topological chamge= 0, the LG  the field axis [Fig. 4(a)]. This is very similar to the tornado
field described by Eq. (1) becomes into a Gaussian field caia vortex of air), the wind speed decreases from the centre.
rying no OAM. For a circularly polarized Gaussian field car- Very interestingly, we find with Eq. (10) tha&i’ of the spi-
rying the SAM ofo7: only, we can find from Egs. (9a) and ral APTs caused by the OAM solely should B¢ ;)-r,») =
(10a) that the helicitydsam and the diferential helicityHg Hoamlr@=Ro@ = 2(m/Im)k~*w2(2) at the brightest ring [blue
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FIG. 1: (color online) The 3D structures of the spiral APTd émeir projections in the = z, plane for the linearly polarized LG vortex fields
carrying diferent OAM. The waist of any linearly polarized (= 0) LG vortex field is located in the input plarze= 0. First, second, and
third rows show the spiral APTs fon = 1, 2, and-1, respectively. Left and middle columns show the casesg ef 0.3wy andro = 0.5wyp,
respectively. Right column shows the corresponding ptigjes of the spiral APTs in the= z plane.

circle in Fig. 4(a)] with a radius dRy(2) = VIm/2w(2) inthe  2(c/loDk*W2(2) = 2(m/Im)kw2(2) at the brightest ring
planez. FurthermoreH’ reaches its maximuntl’|r=r,, = [blue circle in Fig. 4(b)] with a radius dRy(2) = VIm/2w(2)
Hoamlro=reo = 2M/IMDk2WG2 (||H lrp=roo|| = 2k w52), atthe  in the planez. Of course,H’ reaches also its maximum
brightest ring with a radius doo = Ro(2) = VImM/2wp inthe  H'lro=ry, = H&amlro=reo = 2(0/loNkwp2 = 2(my/|mi)k w2
waist plane £ = 0) along thez direction, and the spiral APTs (||H'|r0:ROO|| = 2k‘1vv52) at the brightest ring with a radius of
has the same sense as the OAM. Roo = Ro(2) = vIml/2wp in the waist planeZ = 0) along the

_ ) ) zdirection. The spiral APTs have the same sense as the SAM
If the LG field carries the SAM and the OAM with the G, the OAM.

same sense, we can find from Egs. (6)-(10) th#t,- coun-

teracts completelyig,,,, andH’ reduces then télg,,,. This If the SAM and the OAM have thepposite sense, we dis-
gives rise to a very interesting phenomenon that, since angover another very interesting phenomenon. With Egs. (6)-
circularly polarized LG field carrying the OAMh{ # 0) ex-  (10), we find aboundary being special radial positiorn(z) =
hibits always a doughnut-shaped intensity pattern, the SAMRy(2) = vImw(2) in the planezor in a special initial radial po-
will drive the orbit-like motion of the particles trappedtine  sitionro = Ryo = vImwg in the waist plane = 0 [green circle
brightest ring. Although the OAM has no direct contribution in Fig. 4(c)], at which the photons have net zero heliciy=

to the orbit-like motion of the trapped particles, the taygd ~ 0) and net zero dlierential helicity €’ = 0). This is quite

cal phase singularity or the OAM plays an indispensable rolelifferent from the cases shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). Photons
in the SAM-driven orbit-like motion or in the SAM-to-OAM-  within the regiornr(z) > Ry(2) in the planezorrg > Ryg in the

like conversion. In this case, the nidt is equal to the SAM-  waist planez = 0 have spiral APTs dominated by the SAM
inducedHg,), (H” = Hg,y,) is independent of the radial posi- (the same sense as the SAM), whereas those photons within
tion [Fig. 4(b)]. Very interestingly, we find with Eq. (10)ah  the regionr(2) < Ry(2) or ro < Ryo are governed by the OAM

H’ of the spiral APT should bB'|;-r,@) = Hsamlr@=Ro@ = (the same sense as the OAM), as shown in Fig. 4(c).roAs



FIG. 2: (color online) The 3D structures of the APTs and tipegjections in thez = z, plane for the polarized Gaussian fields carrying no
OAM. The waist of any polarized Gaussian field is located mitiput planez = 0. First, second, and third rows show the APTsdoe 1,
0, and-1, respectively. Left and middle columns correspond to #ees ofy = 0.3wp andry = 0.5wp, respectively. Right column shows the

corresponding projections of the APTs in the z, plane.
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FIG. 3: (color online) Dependence of the helicity of the AR3rs
the initial radial coordinate, of photons in thez = z, plane. For
the circularly polarizedd = +1) Gaussian fields carrying no OAM
(m = 0) and the linearly-polarizedr(= 0) LG vortex fields carrying
the OAMs &2 and+7).

increases fronRyo to oo , H’ increases from zero thi%,,
because the contribution of the OAM becomes null when
ro — co. Whenrg is gradually decreased froRyo, H’ will

be gradually enlarged from zero. Most of the energy of the
LG field is within the regiom(z) < Ry(2) orro < Roo because
Ro(d = vVImw(2) > Ro(2) = VImI/2w(2) or Roo = vimiwo >

Roo = VIm/2wp [Fig. 4(c)]. Interestingly, we also verify that
photons located in the brightest ring [blue circle@ = Ry(2)
orro = Roo in Fig. 4(c)] haveH’|rz=ry@ = 2(M/Im)k 1w 2(2)

or H'lrg=ry, = 2(M/IM)kw52, s0 thatH’|rz)=ryz OF H'lro=Ry
has the same magnitude as the SAM, but the opposite sense to
the SAM and the same sense to the OAM.

As discussed above, we confirmed that as long as a LG field
carries the OAM, regardless of whether it carries the SAM and
whether the relative sense between the OAM and the SAM,
the spiral APTs of the photons located at the brightest ring
have always an identical fiérential helicity adH’|;;)-r,») =
2(m/Im)k*w2(2) or H'|ry=ry, = 2(m/Im)ktwy2. Clearly, its
magnitude is independent of the OAM (the topological charge
m) and its sense is always the same as the OAM. As a re-
sult, the angular velocity of the APTs of photons located in
the brightest ring should be identical for the LG field carry-



FIG. 4: (color online) Schematic diagrams of the spatidtitigtions of the dfferential helicities of the APTs for three kinds of LG fields) (
First kind of LG fields carrying the OAM solely, which includieree zero-SAM ¢ = 0) LG fields with diferent OAMs (h = +2, +4, +8). (b)
Second kind of LG fields carrying the SAM and the OAM simultaurgly, and the SAM and the OAM have the same senses, where-1
andm = +2, +4, +8. (c) Third kind of LG fields carrying the SAM and the OAM sirtarhieously, and the SAM and the OAM have the opposite
senses, where = +1 andm = -2, -4, -8. Any blue circle indicates the brightest ring of the dosh&ped intensity profile of the LG field.
On any circle with a fixed radius, the direction of any arrowwsh the direction of the local fierential helicity of the APT and the number of
arrows shows schematically the magnitude of the lod& dintial helicity of the APT. Any dark green circle with no@w in (c) indicates the
local differential helicity there to be zero.

ing any OAM (anym); but the linear velocity of the APTs angular velocity of the orbital motion should be independen
linearly increases as/im| because the radius of the brightest of m, implying that the increase ¢rh| cannot raise the angular
ring is in direct proportion toy]m|. The APTs concept should velocity. However, the linear velocity of the orbital matin-

be an dective way for profoundly understanding the motion creases asn or the OAM increases because the radius of the
of the dielectric particles trapped by the LG fields. As islwel brightest ring is directly proportional ta/|m. Therefore, the
known, the dielectric particles will be trapped in the bitiggt  motion is faster when the LG field carries a higher OAM (or
ring of the LG field. The orbital motion of the trapped parti- a largerjm|). It should be emphasized that the moStogent
cles along the brightest ring will depend on two factors: thedriving of the motion of the trapped particles occurs when th
local maximum intensity and the localfférential helicity of  particles are trapped at the waist of the LG field becausether
the APTs. A nonzero local fierential helicity is a necessary the local light intensity and the local’ are both maximum.
condition for providing the torque, and a stronger locaémt In conclusion, although it is impossible to rigorously dis-
Slty is beneficial for driVing the orbital motion. As discess cuss the trajec'[ory of an individual quantum partide’ we ca
above, although the radius of the brightestring increasipd a  obtain the “average photon trajectories.” We define thecheli

or the OAM increased{H’Ir,=r, || is independent dfnl. Under  and diferential helicity for unveiling the 3D spiral structures
the assumption that the viscous resistance can be ignbeed, tof the APTs of the LG fields carrying the SAM aiod the
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