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We explore a subtle and fundamental nature of spin-orbit interaction (SOI) in a general paraxial
beam-field by mathematically characterizing the orbital angular momentum (OAM) flux densities
of the spin-polarized component fields via Barnett’s flux determination formalism. We show the
application of our formalism by considering the special case of a Brewster-reflected paraxial beam,
for which we explore specific details such as non-canonical vortex phase structures and single-
photon interpretation of the field function. The phases of the spin-component fields are interpreted
as geometric phases; and we devise an experimental method of direct measurement of these phases
by transferring the spatial phase information to the polarization domain — thus demonstrating a
classical analog von Neumann measurement. Our complete mathematical characterization of SOI
and its relevance to the direct measurement of geometric phase can find potential application in
future methods exploring OAM and geometric phase characteristics in other general optical systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

More than a century ago, the angular momentum
(AM) of light was first identified by Poynting in the form
of spin angular momentum (SAM), associated to circu-
lar polarizations [1]. This phenomenon was subsequently
verified experimentally by Beth [2]. Decades later, Allen,
Beijersbergen, Spreeuw and Woerdman identified the

∗ anirban.debnath090@gmail.com
† nirmalsp@uohyd.ac.in

presence of orbital angular momentum (OAM) of light
in Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) laser modes [3]. Since then,
the literature has been substantially enriched by many
researchers via fundamentally significant theoretical un-
derstanding on the subject as well as via ingenious ex-
perimental works [4–37].

In the present paper, we aim to explore the SAM and
OAM characteristics of a paraxial beam-field in a spe-
cific way. The general cross-sectional field E of a parax-
ial beam, propagating along ẑ, can be expressed (by ne-
glecting divergence/convergence and the ẑ component of
the field) as the sum of its linearly polarized component
fields Ex x̂ and Ey ŷ; or as the sum of its spin-polarized

component fields E+ σ̂+ and E− σ̂−; or, in general, as
the sum of any pair of orthogonally polarized component
fields. The spin-polarized fields E± σ̂± carry spin angular
momentum (SAM) ±~ per photon; whereas, the general
complex forms of the component fields Ex, Ey, E+, E−
etc. with variable phase structures are associated to or-
bital angular momentum (OAM). Hence, the complete
field structure — which is a single construct containing
a coupling between spin characteristics and orbital char-
acteristics — contains an interplay between SAM and
OAM, giving rise to significant phenomena that cannot
be realized by only SAM or only OAM individually. This
coupling or interplay is known as the spin-orbit interac-
tion (SOI). The SOI phenomena in paraxial as well as
non-paraxial beam-fields have been extensively studied
in the literature [3, 4, 7, 16, 25, 27–31, 33, 34, 36]. The
association of OAM with variable phase structures — es-
pecially with vortex phases — are well understood and
experimentally verified [14, 15, 32, 36–39]. The relation
of SOI with Goos-Hänchen (GH) shift, Imbert-Fedorov
(IF) shift and spin shifts (including spin Hall effect of
light, SHEL) is rigorously analyzed and well-established
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[4, 27–31, 40–63].
However, identification of the variable phase structure

is not sufficient to completely characterize the OAM; and
we emphasize on an exact calculation of the associated
OAM to achieve a complete mathematical characteriza-
tion of SOI in a beam-field. This is especially important
in the case of vortex phases, because a phase vortex of
topological charge t (which is distinguished from the or-
der l of an LG mode) does not generally imply an OAM
t~ per photon [16, 36]. In the present paper, we use
Barnett’s SAM and OAM flux calculation method [25]
to derive a general expression of the OAM flux densities
of the spin-polarized component fields E± σ̂± of a general
paraxial beam-field. We then verify that these individual
OAM flux densities add up to give the OAM flux density
of the complete beam-field — implying that the OAM
of the total field is consistently distributed between the
spin-component fields, with AM conservation satisfied.
This distribution is a subtle and unique nature of SOI
taking place in a general paraxial beam-field — which
we interpret in this paper.

Subsequently, we present a case study involving Brew-
ster reflection of a paraxial beam, whose total SAM and
OAM are zero, but the spin-polarized component fields
carry OAM of equal magnitudes and opposite signs —
consistent with our interpretation. We explore the non-
canonical nature [36] of the associated phase vortices; and
establish a consistent single-photon interpretation of the
beam-field function.

The variable phase structures of the component fields
can be interpreted as geometric phases, which are respon-
sible for SOI [33]. We show that SOI in the considered
general form of the beam-field enables (via appropriate
field-transformations) the transfer of the geometric phase
information (which is in the spatial domain) to the polar-
ization domain — by virtue of which the information can
be extracted via Stokes parameter measurements. This
method thus represents a classical analog von Neumann
measurement [64], by considering the spatial functions as
the measurand system states and the polarization states
as the measuring device states. We verify this method of
geometric phase measurement via simulation and exper-
iment.

In this way, our OAM flux calculation leads to a com-
plete mathematical characterization of SOI by explor-
ing subtle and fundamental details of the beam-field;
whereas, the implementation of our geometric phase mea-
surement method indicates towards the possibility of cre-
ating other future methods utilizing SOI for the transfer
of orbital information to spin/polarization domain, en-
abling convenient ways of extracting the relevant infor-
mation.

II. FORMALISM

We consider the general cross-sectional field

E = Ex x̂ + Ey ŷ (1)

of a paraxial beam, propagating along ẑ (Ex and Ey are
complex in general). The SAM and OAM flux density
functions for this field across a beam cross-sectional area
is given by [25, 37]

Mspin =
ε0
2k

Im
(
E∗xEy − E∗yEx

)
; (2)

Morb =
ε0
2k

Im
[
(∂φEx)E∗x + (∂φEy)E∗y

]
; (3)

where, ε0 is the permittivity of empty space; k is the
wavevector magnitude 2π/λ; Im(Z) denotes the imagi-
nary part of a complex quantity Z; and ∂φ = x∂y − y∂x
denotes partial differentiation with respect to the az-
imuthal coordinate variable φ. The total SAM and OAM
transferred across the entire beam cross-section per unit
time are then obtained as

Lspin=

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

Mspin dx dy; Lorb=

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

Morb dx dy.

(4)
While the total fluxes Lspin and Lorb are the desired
physically relevant quantities, a straightforward physi-
cal interpretation of the flux densities Mspin and Morb

are to be made with caution — because, any function
M , satisfying ∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

M dxdy = 0, (5)

can be added to Mspin and Morb, without altering the
physically relevant Lspin and Lorb results [25, 37].

We now emphasize on finding the OAM fluxes of the
individual σ̂± spin-component fields for a detailed char-
acterization of the SOI phenomena in the beam-field. By
writing x̂ = (σ̂+ + σ̂−)/

√
2 and ŷ = (σ̂+ − σ̂−)/

√
2i,

we re-express the total beam-field E [Eq. (1)] in terms of
the σ̂± spin-polarized component fields as

E = E+ + E− = E+ σ̂+ + E− σ̂−; E± = (Ex ∓ iEy)/
√

2.
(6)

The above complex forms of E± indicate towards variable
phase structures in general — associated to individual
OAM of the spin-component fields E± = E± σ̂±. To find
these individual OAM, we express the fields E± in terms
of x̂ and ŷ components as

E± = E±x x̂ + E±y ŷ; E±x = E±/
√

2, E±y = ±iE±/
√

2.
(7)

Then, by replacing Ex → E±x and Ey → E±y in Eqs. (2)
and (3), we find the SAM and OAM flux densities of the
individual E± fields as

M±spin = ± ε0
2k
|E±|2; M±orb =

ε0
2k

Im
[
E∗±(∂φE±)

]
. (8)

The corresponding individual SAM and OAM fluxes
through the entire beam cross-section are then obtained
as

L±spin=

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

M±spin dx dy; L±orb=

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞

M±orb dx dy.

(9)
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Even though a straightforward physical interpretation
of Mspin is to be restricted in general considering the
case of Eq. (5), the above form of M±spin [Eq. (8)]
can be appropriately interpreted with physical consis-
tency. The intensity of the fields E± are given by
I± = (1/2µ0c)|E±|2; where, µ0 is the magnetic perme-
ability of empty space; and c is the speed of light in empty
space. Considering an energy ~ω per photon (ω = ck),
we find the number of σ̂± spin-polarized photons pass-
ing through a unit area of the beam cross-section per unit
time as n± = I±/~ω. The SAM per photon, correspond-
ing to E±, are then obtained as

l±spin = M±spin/n± = ±~ ; (10)

which is the expected physically significant result, since
the E± fields are purely σ̂± spin-polarized.

While the M±spin flux densities clearly associate ±~
SAM per photon to σ̂± spin-polarizations, the general
form of M±orb [Eq. (8)] requires elaborate case-specific
analysis for further exploration. However, the nature of
SOI in the present context can be readily interpreted. It
is easily verified by using Eqs. (3), (6) and (8) that

M+
orb +M−orb = Morb; (11)

which, via Eqs. (4) and (9), gives

L+
orb + L−orb = Lorb. (12)

The OAM flux Lorb of the total beam-field is thus dis-
tributed between the σ̂± spin-polarized component fields
as L±orb. This distribution of OAM between the spin-
component fields is the true nature of SOI in a paraxial
beam-field — as interpreted from the above result. Since
Eq. (1) represents a general field, this interpretation is
applicable to any general paraxial beam-field. The OAM
remains separately conserved in this distribution process
in addition to the total AM conservation, as understood
from Eq. (12).

The above process of determination of the OAM fluxes
L±orb and the interpretation on their consistent distribu-
tion between the spin-component fields are two central
contents of the present paper. Clearly, an in-depth ex-
ploration of the individual L±orb terms is an integral part
of understanding of this SOI phenomenon — especially
in the cases where L−orb = −L+

orb, and Lorb = 0. In the
next section we present a case study where we analyze
the L±orb terms of a Brewster-reflected paraxial beam-
field; and thus explore their significant contribution in
characterizing the SOI phenomenon.

III. CASE STUDY : SPIN-ORBIT
INTERACTION IN A BREWSTER-REFLECTED

PARAXIAL BEAM

In our earlier work of Ref. [65] we have described an
optical system, where an initial collimated beam with

FIG. 1. The Brewster-reflection experimental setup, with a
He-Ne laser source LL, collimating lens-pair LP , half wave
plate (HWP) H0, Glan-Thompson polarizer (GTP) G0, quar-
ter wave plate (QWP) Q0, diverging lens L1, collimating lens
L2, glass plate GP to set a reflecting surface, and CCD camera
CC for observation.

uniform polarization is diverged through a lens, and sub-
sequently reflected at a plane dielectric interface, with
the central angle of incidence being the Brewster angle
θB [Fig. 1]. The reflected diverging beam is collimated
and observed at a screen (CCD camera). The output
field profile obtained at the screen has the form

E = EX + eiΦEEY ; (13)

where, EX and EY are output fields corresponding to the
individual x̂-polarized and ŷ-polarized input fields; and
ΦE is their phase difference. In particular, if the input
field is purely x̂-polarized, then we get only E = EX ,
which can be straightforwardly expressed in the form of
Eq. (1) by defining (first order approximation)

Ex = A1(x/wR)GR; Ey = A2(y/wR)GR; (14)

where, A1 and A2 are field amplitude terms; wR is the
effective half-width of the output collimated beam; and

GR = e−ρ
2/w2

R (ρ =
√
x2 + y2) represents an overall

Gaussian envelope. The field functions Ex and Ey are
thus first order Hermite-Gaussian (HG) modes.

Using Eq. (14) in Eqs. (2) and (3), we obtain Mspin =
Morb = 0; which, via Eq. (4), gives Lspin = Lorb = 0.
Zero SAM and OAM of the total field E is thus inter-
preted from this straightforward Lspin and Lorb calcu-
lation — where the true nature of SOI remains unex-
pressed.

To explore this nature we now analyze the individual
E± component fields. Using Eq. (14) in Eq. (6), we
obtain

E± =
(
GR/
√

2wR
)

(A1x∓ iA2y) = E0 eiΦ± ; (15a)

E0 =
(
GR/
√

2wR
) (
A2

1x
2 +A2

2y
2
) 1

2 ; (15b)

Φ± = ∓ tan−1[(A2/A1) tanφ]; (15c)

where, φ is the azimuthal coordinate. The total field E
is then expressed by using Eqs. (6) as

E = E0
(
eiΦ+σ̂+ + eiΦ−σ̂−

)
. (16)
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This is a non-separable state that describes a coupling
between the spatial and polarization states. Since the
OAM information is contained in the spatial states, and
the σ̂± polarizations are spin states, Eq. (16) expresses
the true nature of SOI in the field E — indicating towards
the distribution of OAM between the σ̂± spin-component
fields. Clearly, at the origin, E0 = 0 and Φ± are singular
[65]. The topological charges of the phases Φ±, which
are defined in the form [36, 37, 66, 67]

t =
1

2π

∮
C

∇Φ(r) · dr, (17)

are obtained here as t± = ∓1 — physically signifying
that, if φ is increased by 2π, the phases Φ± change by
∓2π. However, here Φ± are not proportional to φ. One
would obtain Φ± = ∓φ for a case of A1 = A2, which
would identify E± as pure Laguerre-Gaussian modes with
l = ∓1. However, for the presently considered Brewster-
reflection case, we have A1 6= A2 [65] — giving rise to
complicated φ-dependencies of Φ± via Eq. (15c). The
Φ± phase vortices of complicated φ-dependencies are
thus non-canonical phase vortices [36] with topological
charges t± = ∓1.

Using Eq. (15a) in Eq. (8), we now obtain the OAM
flux densities of the E± component fields as

M±orb = ∓ ε0
2k

A1A2

2

ρ2

w2
R

G2
R. (18)

Using this in Eq. (9), we obtain the OAM fluxes

L±orb = ∓ ε0
2k
A1A2

πw2
R

8
. (19)

The distribution of OAM between the E± fields is exactly
quantified by this result. Clearly, L−orb = −L+

orb; which
is consistent with the total OAM flux Lorb = 0 (OAM
conservation). Also, it is easily verified by using Eqs.
(9) and (18) that L±orb are independent of the coordinate

system — ensuring L±orb to represent the intrinsic OAM
fluxes. A special-case result of the SOI phenomenon of
distribution of OAM, as interpreted in the present paper,
is thus expressed by Eq. (19).

To obtain an equivalent single-photon interpretation,
we first obtain the powers of the E± fields by using Eq.
(15a) as

P± =
1

2µ0c

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
−∞
|E±|2 dx dy =

1

2µ0c

A2
1 +A2

2

2

πw2
R

8
.

(20)
The OAM per photon corresponding to E± are then ob-
tained as

l±orb = (L±orb/P±)~ω = ∓ 2A1A2

A2
1 +A2

2

~ . (21)

Thus, in the total beam-field E, a photon with spin σ̂±

carries an OAM l±orb given by Eq. (21). These l±orb OAM
are fractions of ∓~, since A1 6= A2. These fractional

-90 -60 -30 0 30 60 90
-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

FIG. 2. Variation of l±orb with respect to θA [Eq. (23)]. The
variation of θA signifies different contributions of Ex and Ey
[Eq. (14)] in the total field E.

OAM are unrelated to any fractional vortex [17, 26], be-
cause the topological charges of the presently considered
vortices are t± = ∓1. Instead, these are related to the
non-canonical nature [36] of the vortices of the phases
Φ± [Eq. (15c)].

To understand the dependence of l±orb on the field am-
plitudes A1 and A2, we express A1 and A2 in terms of a
parameter θA as

A1 = A0 cos θA, A2 = A0 sin θA, (22)

where A0 is an overall amplitude term. The variation
of θA determines the contributions of x̂ and ŷ polarized
components to the total field E via Eqs. (14) and (22).
Using Eq. (22) in Eq. (21), l±orb can be re-expressed as

l±orb = ∓(sin 2θA)~. (23)

The variation of l±orb with respect to θA is shown in Fig.
2. For θA = 0◦,±90◦, either Ex or Ey is non-zero. The
total field E is thus in a pure HG mode; and according
to Eq. (23) [Fig. 2], the component E± fields do not
posses any OAM. For θA = ±45◦, both Ex and Ey have
equal amplitude moduli |A1| = |A2|. The component
E± fields are then in pure LG modes, having OAM per
photon ∓~ or ±~. For other values of θA, other values of
the ratio A2/A1 are obtained, and the OAM per photon
of the E± fields vary according to the graph of Fig. 2 —
while satisfying the relation l−orb = −l+orb for all θA. For
the Brewster reflection case in particular [65], A2/A1 is
obtained in the range 0 < A2/A1 < 1. Consequently, l±orb
are obtained as fractions of ∓~ according to Eqs. (21)
and (23) [Fig. 2].

The non-separable state representation of Eq. (16) can
also be interpreted in terms of the above single-photon
picture. The non-separable state implies that, if a single
photon is detected in a polarization state σ̂±, it is also
readily identified to be in a spatial state E± = E0 eiΦ± .
To verify that the spatial states E± indeed carry OAM
l±orb given by Eq. (21) (without involving a classical OAM

4
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flux calculation, Eqs. (18)–(21) ); we re-express E± [Eq.
(15a)] as (using x = ρ cosφ, y = ρ sinφ)

E± =
(
ρGR/

√
2wR

) (
B1e

∓iφ +B2e
±iφ) ; (24a)

B1 = (A1 +A2)/2, B2 = (A1 −A2)/2. (24b)

The states E± are thus linear combinations of pure LG
modes with l = ±1, with coefficient amplitude terms
B1 and B2. The LG modes with l = ±1 have OAM
per photon ±~. The expectation values of the OAM per
photon associated to the E± states are then obtained as

l±orb =
B2

1(∓~) +B2
2(±~)

B2
1 +B2

2

= ∓ 2A1A2

A2
1 +A2

2

~; (25)

which is the same result as in Eq. (21). In this way the
fractional OAM l±orb is explained from the single-photon
picture. Hence, if a photon is detected in a polarization
state σ̂±, it is readily identified to carry an OAM l±orb —
while the average OAM per photon of the complete non-
separable field-state E is (l+orb + l−orb)/2 = 0, satisfying
OAM conservation.

The calculation of l±orb via Eq. (25) is equivalent to
Berry’s calculation of average OAM per photon [16]. As
explained by Berry, a phase vortex of topological charge
t is not necessarily associated to an OAM t~ per photon,
unless the state is a pure LG mode with l = t — which
is equivalent to the canonical/non-canonical vortex in-
terpretation. The Brewster reflection case considered in
the present paper clearly presents a significant example
of this interpretation.

IV. GEOMETRIC PHASE CHARACTERISTICS

A. Interpretation

It may appear paradoxical that, in the above analysis,
the SOI phenomena are observed in a collimated beam
without considering any wavefront curvature. But the
resolution lies in the fact that the SOI truly occurs at
the dielectric interface, where the spherically diverging
wavefront is reflected. A formal SOI analysis at the in-
terface can be carried out by expressing the diverging
beam-field in the momentum space in terms of helicity
basis states, via which the SOI can be seamlessly inter-
preted as a manifestation of the inherent geometric phase
characteristics of the field [33, 36]. Instead, in the present
analysis, we transform the reflected diverging beam to a
collimated beam and determine the SAM and OAM flux
densities — thus extracting the same SOI information in
a different way by involving Barnett’s formulation [25].

Nevertheless, the involvement of geometric phase in
the present analysis is clearly understood by considering
the equivalence of the variable phases Φ± with geometric
phase (see, e.g., Ref. [33] for a detailed review). The com-
ponent fields E±, expressed in the form E± = E0eiΦ±σ̂±,

are comparable to Berry’s Eq. (5) of Ref. [68]:

|ψ(T )〉 = exp(iγn(C)) exp

{
−i
~

∫ T

0

dtEn(R(t))

}
|ψ(0)〉.

(26)
In this comparison, the polarization states σ̂± are com-
parable to the primary state |ψ(0)〉; the suppressed
time-dependence term e−iωt is comparable to the time-

dependence term exp
{

(−i/~)
∫ T

0
dtEn(R(t))

}
; and the

phase variation term eiΦ± is comparable to the geometric
phase dependence term exp(iγn(C)). By following Pan-
charatnam’s formulation [69], we can then interpret that
the fields E± = E0eiΦ±σ̂± are σ̂±-polarized everywhere
at the beam cross-section; but at different spatial points
the σ̂± polarizations are reached from different equato-
rial points of the Poincaré sphere — giving rise to the
‘overall’ variable phases Φ±. The spatially varying Φ±
phases are thus interpreted as geometric phases. Hence,
the SOI phenomena in the present formalism are indeed
associated to the inherent geometric phase characteris-
tics of the beam-field — as is the case for the curved-
wavefront-based formulations [33, 36].

The geometric phase characteristics discussed above
are associated to the fundamental polarization inhomo-
geneity of the beam-field. Interpreted in terms of Eqs.
(15), the spatially varying field functions E± give rise to
the geometric phases Φ±, which in turn cause the SOI.
Whereas, interpreted in terms of Eq. (8), the field func-
tions E± give rise to non-zero OAM flux densities M±orb,
which cause the considered OAM distribution between
the spin-component fields. The equivalence between the
inhomogeneous polarization description and the geomet-
ric phase description is thus established — which give rise
to the same SOI phenomenon. Though we describe this
equivalence in the context of a Brewster reflection anal-
ysis, an inhomogeneously polarized beam-field can orig-
inate from many physical processes, including reflection
and transmission at dielectric interfaces [4, 27–31, 40–63].
The above-mentioned equivalence between this inhomo-
geneous polarization and geometric phase can be easily
established in all such cases.

B. Experimental Measurement of Geometric Phase

For a field of the form E± = E0eiΦ±σ̂±, a direct exper-
imental measurement of the geometric phase Φ± is not
physically realizable. A measurement of the phase Φ23 of
the complex Stokes parameter S2+iS3 [70] gives only the
phase difference between the x̂ and ŷ components, which
is simply ±π/2 for σ̂±. A widely used method for iden-
tifying a variable phase structure is to superpose it with
a coherent plane-wave beam and to observe the interfer-
ence pattern [9, 13, 14]. However, a plane-wave beam
coherent with the source of the beam under examination
may not be available in all cases, which limits the appli-
cability of this method. Another identification method

5
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FIG. 3. Transfer of geometric phase information to polariza-
tion domain; and the subsequent Stokes measurement. Here,
Q1, Q2, Q3 are QWPs; G is GTP; CC is CCD camera; and
E is the final output beam-field after the lens L2 in the setup
of Fig. 1. It is to be noticed that, to capture the relevant
Stokes measurement images involving Q3, the fast axis of Q3

must be oriented along ŷ; which is equivalent to removing Q2

whose fast axis is oriented along x̂. The experiment can thus
be practically performed without using Q3 at all.

specifically for a vortex phase structure is the generation
of its single-slit diffraction pattern, by observing which
the topological charge t of the vortex can be identified
[71]. However, identification of the charge t is not suf-
ficient to identify the true phase structure, because the
vortex can in general be non-canonical [16, 36].

However, SOI in the complete beam-field E expressed
in the form of Eq. (16) enables a partial extraction of the
geometric phase information in all general cases, and a
complete measurement of it in a specific subset of special
cases — without using any reference plane wave coherent
with the source, and without the ambiguity present in the
single-slit diffraction observations. In this subsection we
first develop our experimental method by considering a
general form of the field E as

E = E0+e
iΦ+σ̂+ + E0−eiΦ−σ̂−; (27)

for which no specially derived form involving Eqs. (1),
(6), (13)–(15) is assumed. After developing a partial in-
formation extraction scheme for this general case, we con-
sider a special case of Eq. (1), for which we extract the
complete information.

In the first stage we aim to measure the geometric
phase difference ∆Φ = Φ− − Φ+, which itself is a vari-
able phase term over the entire beam cross-section. For
this purpose, we first pass the beam-field E (which, for
our purpose, is the collimated output beam-field after
the lens L2 in the setup of Fig. 1) through a quarter
wave plate (QWP) Q1 [Fig. 3], whose fast axis is ori-

ented along d̂+ = (x̂+ ŷ)/
√

2. Due to this, the polariza-
tions σ̂+ and σ̂− transform respectively to e−iπ/4 x̂ and
−eiπ/4 ŷ. Here, the ±π/4 phase terms are additional
geometric phases which are introduced due to the coor-
dinate system rotation associated to the rotated QWP
operation. The complete field E is thus transformed to

EQ1 = E0+e
iΦ+e−iπ/4 x̂− E0−eiΦ−eiπ/4 ŷ

= eiΦ+e−iπ/4
(
E0+ x̂ + E0−ei∆Φe−iπ/2 ŷ

)
. (28)

We now pass this beam-field EQ1 though a second QWP
Q2, whose fast axis is oriented along x̂. This eliminates

-2
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-0.5
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0

1

2

FIG. 4. Geometric phase difference ∆Φ = Φ− − Φ+ at the
beam cross section: (a) simulated and (b) experimental, ex-
pressed in range (−π, π]; (c) simulated and (d) experimental,
expressed in range (−2π, 2π].

the relative phase −π/2 associated to the ŷ component,
and transforms the field EQ1 to

EQ2 = eiΦ+e−iπ/4
(
E0+ x̂ + E0−ei∆Φ ŷ

)
. (29)

The geometric phase difference ∆Φ is thus transformed
to the phase-lead of the ŷ component with respect to
the x̂ component of EQ2, and can be straightforwardly
measured in the form of the phase Φ23 of the complex
Stokes parameter S2 + iS3.

For the simulation and experiment, we consider the
following parameter values in the setup of Fig. 1: re-
fractive indices n1 = 1, n2 = 1.52; laser power 1 mW,
free-space wavelength λ = 632.8 nm; input beam half-
width w0 = 0.8 mm; focal length of lens L1 = −5 cm,
focal length of lens L2 = 12.5 cm; propagation path-
lengths OIOS = 5 cm, OSOR = 2.5 cm. The simulated
and experimentally generated profiles of ∆Φ are shown in
Fig. 4, showing agreement between the two results. An
experimental geometric phase difference measurement is
thus achieved by using the above method.

Since the above method is established based only on
the general expression of Eq. (27) without assuming any
special form of the beam-field, it is applicable seamlessly
to all paraxial beams. The observed ∆Φ profile, how-
ever, gives partial information on the geometric phases,
because the Φ± phases are not measured individually. As
understood from the derivation of Eq. (29), either Φ+ or
Φ− can be separated as an overall phase term, and hence
its direct measurement is a physical impossibility. At this
premise we now proceed towards the second stage of the
computation, where we consider a special case of Eq. (1)
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that both Ex and Ey are real. Any locally linearly po-
larized beam-field, irrespective of any non-uniformity of
the polarization directions over the beam cross-section,
can be expressed in this form. The presently considered
Brewster-reflected beam-field can be considered as an ex-
ample, because, according to Eq. (14), both Ex and Ey
are real everywhere. The phases Φ± are then determined
by using Eq. (6) as Φ± = ∓ tan−1(Ey/Ex); so that a re-
lation Φ+ + Φ− = 0 is satisfied. Considering this along
with the relation ∆Φ = Φ−−Φ+, we obtain the individ-
ual phases

Φ± = ∓∆Φ/2. (30)

Figures 5(a) and 5(b) show the plots of Φ± by using
the expressions of Eq. (15c) for the presently considered
simulated system. Figures 5(c) and 5(d) show the plots
of Φ± by considering Eq. (30), using the experimentally
obtained ∆Φ data of Fig. 4(d). The simulated and ex-
perimental results match well, thus validating our phase
determination method.

In this way, a direct measurement method for geomet-
ric phase is established by using appropriate transforma-
tions and subsequent Stokes parameter measurements —
which is another central content of the present paper.
One may qualitatively visualize that, since spin char-
acteristics and orbital characteristics are coupled in the
system, we have made use of this interaction to transfer
orbital/spatial information to the spin/polarization do-
main; so that subsequently the information is extracted
via polarization measurements. From this perspective,
our experimental method is comparable to a quantum
mechanical measurement process. In a von Neumann
measurement [64], a coupled state of a measurand system
and a measuring device is created, so that the informa-
tion on the measurand system state can be extracted by
observing the measuring device state. In our experiment,
the spatial parts of the field function (which contain the
OAM information) are comparable to measurand system
states; whereas, the polarization states are comparable
to measuring device states. Our geometric phase mea-
surement method is thus a classical analog of quantum
mechanical von Neumann measurement. In this way, at
the core of the effectiveness of our experimental method,
there exists SOI.

The special case consideration of our method also
shows that real Ex and Ey in Eq. (1) lead to the relation
Φ+ +Φ− = 0 between the geometric phases. Also, by us-
ing real Ex and Ey (irrespective of their functional forms)
in Eq. (3), we obtain Morb = 0; which, via Eq. (11),
leads to M+

orb + M−orb = 0. The relations Φ+ + Φ− = 0

and M+
orb + M−orb = 0 are thus equivalent — one repre-

sented in terms of geometric phases and the other rep-
resented in terms of OAM flux densities — represent-
ing a special nature of SOI for locally linearly polarized
fields. An additional method of experimental verifica-
tion of the above nature, specifically for the presently
considered vortex phases, is the observation of topolog-
ical charges via single-slit diffraction patterns. We pass

the complete beam-field E (or equivalently, the field EQ2,
Eq. (29) ) through a single vertical slit of width 0.5 mm,
placed along x = 0. Though a decreased intensity in the
diffraction pattern is observed around the central dark re-
gion of the beam-field, no fringe-dislocation is observed
[Fig. 6(a)] — implying that the topological charge of the
complete beam-field is zero. We subsequently pass the x̂
and ŷ polarized component fields of EQ2 —

EQ2x = E0+ e
iΦ+e−iπ/4 x̂ and EQ2y = E0− eiΦ−e−iπ/4 ŷ

(31)
— through the same slit, by extracting them individually
with appropriate orientations of a GTP. The diffraction
patterns corresponding to EQ2x and EQ2y show appro-
priate opposite fringe-dislocations [Figs. 6(b) and 6(c)],
which are signatures of topological charges −1 and +1
respectively. This observation verifies that, even if the
complete field E does not carry any topological charge,
the spin-polarized component fields E± with phase pro-
files Φ± carry topological charges t± = ∓1.

C. Comments on Beam-shifts and Spin-shifts

Finally, the SOI is in general expected to cause beam-
shifts and spin-shifts. Considering the intensity profiles
I = (n1/2µ0c)|E|2 and I± = (n1/2µ0c)|E±|2 of the fields
E and E±, the GH and IF shifts [4, 27, 28, 40–54] are
obtained as the longitudinal (along x) and transverse
(along y) shifts of the I centroid from the origin; whereas,
the longitudinal and transverse spin-shifts [55–62] are ob-
tained as the longitudinal and transverse shifts of the I±
centroids from the origin. However, for the considered
special case of Brewster reflection, the special forms of
Ex and Ey [Eq. (14)] place all the above centroids at the
origin — thus resulting in zero beam-shifts and zero spin-
shifts. Hence, even though beam-shifts and spin-shifts
are sufficient signatures of SOI, they are not necessarily
its definite outcomes. The presently considered Brewster
reflection case is an example, where SOI causes a distri-
bution of OAM among the spin-component fields without
shifting the beam-centroid and spin-centroid positions.

V. CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we have interpreted that the
OAM of a complete paraxial beam-field is consistently
distributed between its spin-polarized component beam-
fields — which is a subtle and fundamental nature of SOI
in the beam-field. We have used Barnett’s formalism of
calculating SAM and OAM fluxes to derive a general for-
mula expressing the individual OAM flux distributions of
the spin-component fields, and hence have verified that
AM conservation is satisfied in this distribution mecha-
nism. Then we have considered a case study involving
the Brewster reflection of a paraxial beam, and have ex-
plored the OAM characteristics of it spin-polarized com-
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FIG. 5. Geometric phase profiles Φ±, showing topological charges t± = ∓1: (a), (b) simulated; (c), (d) experimental.
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FIG. 6. Single-slit diffraction patterns generated by the beam-fields (a) E [Eq. (27)], showing no fringe-dislocation; (b)
EQ2x [Eq. (31)], showing fringe-dislocation for topological charge t = −1; (c) EQ2y [Eq. (31)], showing fringe-dislocation for
topological charge t = +1.

ponent fields. Consideration of this special case is par-
ticularly important, because the spin-component fields
here contain phase vortices giving rise to fundamentally
interesting special properties, such as non-canonical vor-
tex nature — which we have explored here in detail. In
addition to the classical flux calculations, we have also
explored an equivalent single-photon picture of the beam-
field, by interpreting the spin-orbit-coupled field function
as a non-separable photon state.

The phase structures of the spin-component beam-
fields are equivalent to geometric phases — an interpre-
tation which we have explored subsequently. We have
devised an experimental method, by which the geomet-
ric phase difference is transformed to a phase difference
between the x̂ and ŷ component fields — so that it can
be directly observed via Stokes parameter measurements.
Thus, we have made use of the SOI of the beam field to
transfer the spatial phase information to the polariza-

tion domain — a process which can be interpreted as
a classical analog of quantum mechanical von Neumann
measurements.

To summarize, our formalism explores fundamental de-
tails on the SOI in a general paraxial beam-field by math-
ematically characterizing its OAM distribution; whereas,
our experimental geometric phase measurement method
achieves a convenient way of transferring orbital infor-
mation to spin domain by utilizing the SOI. We antic-
ipate that such a direct geometric phase measurement
method can be significantly upgraded in the future and
be efficiently applied to paraxial as well as non-paraxial
beam-fields.
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[61] J. B. Götte, W. Löffler, and M. R. Dennis, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 112, 233901 (2014).
[62] L. Xie, X. Zhou, X. Qiu, L. Luo, X. Liu, Z. Li, Y. He,

J. Du, Z. Zhang, and D. Wang, Opt. Express 26, 22934
(2018).

[63] A. Debnath and N. K. Viswanathan, J. Opt. Soc. Am. A
37, 1971 (2020).

[64] J. von Neumann, Mathematical Foundations of Quantum
Mechanics (Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1955).

[65] A. Debnath and N. K. Viswanathan, Phys. Rev. A 103,
013510 (2021).

[66] J. F. Nye and M. V. Berry, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 336,
165 (1974).

[67] M. V. Berry and J. H. Hannay, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.
10, 1809 (1977).

[68] M. V. Berry, Proc. R. Soc. A 392, 45 (1984).
[69] S. Pancharatnam, Proc. Ind. Acad. Sci. A 44, 247 (1956).
[70] D. H. Goldstein, Polarized Light, 3rd ed. (CRC Press,

Taylor & Francis Group, FL, 2011).
[71] D. P. Ghai, P. Senthilkumaran, and R. S. Sirohi, Opt

Laser Eng 47, 123 (2009).

9


