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We study magneto-optical coupling in a ferrimagnetic spher e resonator made of Yttrium iron
garnet. We �nd that the resonator can be operated in the telec om band as a polarization-selective
optical modulator. Intermodulation gain can be employed in the nonlinear regime for ampli�cation.

Information is commonly transmitted by modulating a
monochromatic carrier wave. The method of single side-
band modulation (SSM) allows reducing both transmis-
sion power and bandwidth, in comparison with simpler
methods such as amplitude, frequency and phase mod-
ulation [1]. In the radio frequency band SSM can be
implemented using electronic circuits, however, SSM im-
plementation in the optical band is challenging, since it
requires that di�erent out of phase modulation methods
are simultaneously applied [2].

Magneto-optical (MO) coupling [3{9] in ferrimagnetic
sphere resonators (FSR) can be used for optical modu-
lation of signals in the microwave band. Such a modu-
lation has been demonstrated before [10{18] by exciting
individual whispering gallery FSR optical modes using
either a tapered optical �ber or a prism. Here we em-
ployed a modi�ed experimental setup, in which light in
the telecom band is transmitted through the FSR bulk.
Driving the FSR near its resonance generates sidebands
in the transmitted optical spectrum. We �nd that the
FSR can be used as a polarization-selective SSM. The
polarization selectivity is attributed to angular momen-
tum conservation in photon-magnon scattering [19{24].
We demonstrate that intermodulation (IMD) gain can
be exploited in the nonlinear regime for ampli�cation.

The experimental setup is schematically shown in
Fig. 1. Optical components and �bers are red colored,
whereas blue color is used to label microwave (MW) com-
ponents and coaxial cables. A MW cavity made of a
loop gap resonator (LGR) allows achieving a relatively
large coupling between magnons and MW photons [26{
29]. The LGR is fabricated from a hollow concentric alu-
minium tube. A sapphire (S) strip of 260� m thickness
is inserted into the gap in order to increase its capaci-
tance, which in turn reduces the frequencyf c of the LGR
fundamental mode. An FSR made of Yttrium iron gar-
net (YIG) having radius of Rs = 125 � m is held by two
ceramic ferrules (CF) inside the LGR. The angular fre-
quency of the Kittel mode ! m is approximately given by
! m = � 0
 eH s, where H s is the static magnetic �eld, � 0

is the free space permeability, and
 e=2� = 28 GHz T � 1

is the gyromagnetic ratio [9].

The applied static magnetic �eld H s is controlled
by adjusting the relative position of a magnetized
Neodymium using a motorized stage. The static mag-
netic �eld is normal to the light propagation direction
k, and the magnetic �eld of MW drive is nearly paral-
lel to k. The LGR-FSR coupled system is encapsulated

Figure 1: Experimental setup. Optical �bers are installed o n
both sides of the FSR for transmission of light through the
sphere. Optical components [TL (tunable laser), Att (opti-
cal attenuator), PC (polarization controller) and PBS (pol ar-
ization beam splitter)] and �bers are red colored, and MW
components [MWA (microwave loop antenna), S (splitter), C
(circulator), VNA (vector network analyzer), SA (spectrum
analyzer) and SG (signal generator)] and coaxial cables are
blue colored. TL2 together with two PBSs (labelled as PBS1
and PBS2) and two di�erential photo detectors (labelled as
DPD1 and DPD2) operate as a polarization-selective optical
spectrum analyzer (OSA) [25]. A power ampli�er is serially
connected to the SG. The MWA is weakly coupled to the
FSR-LGR system.

inside a metallic rectangular shield made of aluminum.
The LGR is weakly coupled to a microwave loop antenna
(MWA).

The plot in Fig. 2 exhibits a vector network analyzer
(VNA) re
ectivity measurement of the LGR-FSR cou-
pled system. The static applied magnetic �eld H s in this
measurement is varied near the value corresponding to
avoided-crossing between the FSR and LGR resonances.

Optical side bands are observed in the transmission
spectrum when the driving microwave frequency! p=(2� )
is tuned close to the FSR resonance at! m=(2� ). The plot
shown in Fig. 3 exhibits the measured total optical inten-
sity I T = I DPD1 + I DPD2 as a function of the wavelength
� 2 of TL2, where I DPD1 and I DPD2 are the intensities
measured by the two di�erential photodetectors (labelled
as DPD1 and DPD2 in Fig. 1). The primary wave-
length � L of TL1, which is related to the TL1 frequency
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Figure 2: VNA re
ectivity in dB units as a function of mag-
netic �eld H s at applied microwave power of � 30 dBm.
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Figure 3: The transmitted optical spectrum. For this mea-
surement the TL1 is set at optical power of 31 mW and wave-
length � L of 1538:887 nm, and the driving microwave is set at
frequency ! p =(2� ) of 3:79 GHz and power Pp of 20 dBm.

! L =(2� ) by ! L = 2 �c=� L , wherec is the speed of light, is
separated from optical side bands by� SB ' � 2

L ! p=(2�c )
(about 30:0 pm for laser wavelength of� L = 1539 nm,
and FSR driving frequency of ! p=(2� ) = 3 :79 GHz).

Both motorized polarization controllers (labelled as
PC1 and PC2 in Fig. 1) have three optomechanical com-
ponents (paddles), which act as either quarter or half
wave plates. The paddles' angles of PC1 (PC2) are de-
noted by � 1A , � 1B and � 1C (� 2A , � 2B and � 2C ). The in-
cident light state of polarization (SOP) can be manip-
ulated using PC1. We observe that intensity of lower
wavelength � L � � SB anti-Stokes sideband and higher
wavelength � L + � SB Stokes side band depend on the
input SOP. SSM in the transmission spectrum, with ei-
ther single anti-Stokes side band, or with single Stokes
side band, can be obtained by adjusting PC1. The plot
shown in Fig. 4(a) exhibits the measured anti-Stokes
side band intensity as a function of microwave driving
frequency f p = ! p=(2� ) and PC1 angle � 1C near the
avoided-crossing region. The plot shown in Fig.4(c) ex-
hibits simultaneously measured Stokes side band inten-

sity in the same region. We clearly observe appreciable
anti-Stokes and Stokes intensity in Fig. 4 (a) and (c),
respectively, when driving frequency ! p=(2� ) becomes
close to FSR resonance! m=(2� ). However, they are
asymmetric. For a certain range of PC1 position, SSM
is obtained, i.e. only one side band, either anti-Stokes
or Stokes, is observed. Contrary to other experimental
setups, in which the FSR is optically coupled by either a
tapered optical �ber or a prism, for our setup, for which
the measured optical transmission weakly depends on the
input wavelength � L , SSM can be obtained in wide range
of � L .

The plots shown in Fig. 4 (b) and (d) exhibit anti-
Stokes and Stokes intensity, respectively, as a function
of microwave driving frequency f p and static magnetic
�eld H s. The FSR resonance changes as we vary the
static magnetic �eld H s. Accordingly, from Fig. 4(b)
and (d), we see that both anti-Stokes and Stokes inten-
sity gets pronounced when driving frequency! p=(2� ) is
within the bandwidth of FSR resonance and disappear
when driving frequency is away from FSR frequency at
! m=(2� ).

Our experimental setup (see Fig.1) allows measuring
the SOP of both sidebands. While the plots shown in Fig.
4 display the total optical intensity I T = I DPD1 + I DPD2 ,
the intensity I DPD1 (I DPD2 ) is separately displayed in the
top (bottom) row plots shown in Fig. 5. These two in-
tensities I DPD1 and I DPD2 represent two orthogonal SOP,
which can be set by adjusting PC2 (see Fig.1). The left
(right) column plots in Fig. 5 display the measured in-

Figure 4: Side bands. (a) anti-Stokes intensity as a func-
tion of PC1 angle � 1C . (b) anti-Stokes intensity as a function
of magnetic �eld H s. (c) Stokes intensity as a function of
� 1C . (d) Stokes intensity as a function of H s. The mag-
netic �eld H s in (a) and (c) is tuned near avoided-crossing
regime. TL1 is set at optical power of 31 mW and wavelength
� L of 1537:7 nm, and the driving microwave power is set at
Pp = 20 dBm. In (a) and (c), � 1A = 170 � and � 1B = 85 � ,
and � 1C is varied from 0 � to 170� , whereas in (b) and (d)
(� 1A ; � 1B ; � 1C ) = (170 � ; 85� ; 60� ) (for this setting both Stokes
and anti-Stokes peaks are clearly visible near the FSR reso-
nance).
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Figure 5: Sideband SOP. The measured intensity I DPD1

(I DPD2 ) is shown (in dBm units) in the plots labeled by the
letter 'a' ('b'). The intensity at wavelengths � L � � SB , � L

and � L + � SB is shown in the plots labelled by the numbers
'1', '2' and '3', respectively. The TL1 is set at optical powe r
of 31 mW and wavelength � L of 1538:9 nm, the driving mi-
crowave is set at power Pp of 20 dBm.

tensity of the left anti-Stokes (right Stokes) sideband at
wavelength � L � � SB (� L + � SB ), whereas the intensity
at the central wavelength � L is displayed by the central
column plots in Fig. 5. For the measurements shown in

Fig. 5, PC1 is set to a nearly SSM state. By varying the
setting of PC2, we �nd that the central peak at wave-
length � L is maximized (minimized) in the same region
where the sidebands at wavelength� L � � SB are mini-
mized (maximized). This observation implies that in the
region of SSM, the SOP of the sidebands is nearly orthog-
onal to the SOP of the incident light. This orthogonality
can be exploited at the receiver end of a data transmis-
sion system based on our proposed MO modulation, since
it allows demodulation by polarization �ltering-out of the
carrier at wavelength � L .

Magnetic anisotropy gives rise to Kerr nonlinearity in
the FSR response [30]. The nonlinearity can be exploited
for modulation ampli�cation [31]. Modulation measure-
ments in the nonlinear regime are shown in Fig.6. The
results indicate that the Kerr coe�cient is negative (giv-
ing rise to softening). For the plots shown in the top (bot-
tom) row of Fig. 6, the microwave driving frequency is
swept upwards (downwards). The dependency on sweep-
ing direction is attributed to nonlinearity-induced hys-
teresis.

In summary, polarization-selective SSM in the telecom
band is achieved using an FSR strongly coupled to an
LGR. Such a modulator can be integrated with super-
conducting circuits, and can be employed for quantum
state readout.

This work was supported by the Israeli science founda-
tion, the Israeli ministry of science, and by the Technion
security research foundation.
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