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W e dem onstrate a coherent quantum m easurem ent for the detemm ination of the degree of polar-

ization M OP).Thism ethod allow s to m easure the DOP in the presence of fast polarization state

uctuations, di cul to achieve w ith the typically used polarin etric technique. A good precision of
the D OP m easurem ents is obtained using 8 type II nonlinear crystals assem bled for spatialwalk-o

com pensation.

IINTRODUCTION

T he history of the concept of polarization of light is
fascinating and very instructive of the way science pro-—
gresses, see eg. ]. Today, there is a renewed interest
because of the fast developm ents In optics, both on the
applied side for optical com m unication and on the m ore
academ ic side for quantum optics. In this letter we con—
centrate on the D egree O f Polarization O OP) which is
often desired to reach s maxinum value of 1, as well
for closeto-idealclassicalas for quantum com m unication
Z]. W e analyse this problem from a quantum perspec—
tive, and then apply the gained insight to an experin en—
tal m easurem ent of the DOP using classical nonlinear
optics.

Tt is well known that depolarization is due to deco—
herence. A light beam can be (partially) depolarized
D OP < 1) for any com bination of 3 basic causes: m ix—
ture of gpatialm odesw ith di erent polarization, m xture
of tem poralm odes w ith di erent polarization, and m ix—
ture of spectralm odes w ith di erent polarization.

C learly, light propagating In a singlem ode ber can
not su er from depolarization due to the rst cause.
M oreover, one is often not interested in depolarization
due to tim e- uctuations (see eg. the discussion below
about polarization m ode dispersion). C onsequently, one
would lke a m easurem ent technique providing inform a—
tion on the "instantaneous" DOP ofa single-m ode light
beam . Note that "instantaneous" does not refer to an
In niesin al tinm e interval —for w hich polarization is not
even de ned- but to the coherence tin e of the signal.
M easuring the "instantaneous" D O P isa non trivialtask,
since classicalpolarin etersm easure the 4 Stokes param —
eters and then com pute the DOP. In other words, the
usualm easurem ent technique is an indirect one, neces—
sarily requiring som e tin e to average the Intensities on
the 4 detectors providing the Stokes param eters. Let us
ook at this problem from a fundam ental point of view,
considering the quantum nature of light. If one has only
a single photon at disposaland m easures its polarization
along any (linear or elliptical) direction, one cbtains one
out of two possble results. It is easy to convince oneself
(and this can be m ade rigorous [3]) that this single re—
sul provides absolutely no inform ation on the DOP (ot

even probabilistic Inform ation, ie. i doesn’t help at all
to guess the correct DOP) of the beam from which this
photon was extracted. It is only by accum ulating several
results on photons from the sam ebeam that one can gain
som e Inform ation. But accum ulating resuls necessarily
takes som e tin e, hence possbly the DOP m easurem ent
gets spoiled by tin e- uctuations of the state of polar-
ization. Note that classical linear optics does nothing
else than accum ulating m easurem ent resuls on individ—
ualphotons, thusm easuring the DOP in an indirect way.
C onsequently, the only possibility to in prove DOP m ea—
surem ents consists in processing the photons in pairs (or
triplets, etc), ie. accessing directly the DOP.

From quantum inform ation theory we leamed in the re—
cent years that coherent m easurem ents, that ism easure-
m ents represented by selfad pint operators w hose eigen—
states are entangled, do indeed generally provide m ore
Inform ation than successive Individualm easurem ents 4].
This cam e as a surprise, since i applies also to the case
where the m easured system s are not entangled, as for
the case under investigation: the photons of a classical
light beam arenotentangled, but coherentm easurem ents
do provide m ore inform ation. For DOP m easurem ent
[B], the optim al coherent quantum m easurem ent is rep—
resented by the operator profction on the singkt state:
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T his can be understood intuitively. If light is perfectly
polarized, DOP=1, then allphotons are iIn the sam e po—
larization state. C onsequently, the pro fction ofany pair
of photons on the singlet state is zero (recall that the
singlet state is rotationally invariant). But ifthe DOP
is less than unity, then there is a nite probability that
a pair of photon pro gcts during a m easurem ent process
onto the singlet state. Let usm ake this quantitative. Let
£S394= 0;1;2;3 denote the Stokes param eters. T he polar-
ization vectorM’ on theP oincare sphereisthen M 4 = z—; ,
¥1, 2, 3, and the quantum state of polarization is rep—
resented by the density m atrix = %,where ~ are
the Paulim atrices. The DOP is related to the Poincare
vectorby DO P= M j. A coordingly, the probability that a
pairofphotons from a classicallight beam ofpolarization

M’ gets procted onto the singlet state reads:
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T he ocoherent quantum m easurem ent "pro fction onto
the singlet state" provides thus a direct access to the
DOP.In section IT we present a m easurem ent setup, in—
spired by quantum optics experin ents (oro fction onto
the singlkt state is usefiil, am ong others, for the fasci
nating dem onstration of quantum teleportation [€]), but
extended into the classical dom ain using nonlinear op—
tics. However, before this we would lke to present an
exam ple w here a direct and fast DOP m easurem ent is of
great practical value.

P olarization M ode D ispersion (PM D) is presently one
ofthem ain lim itations to high birate ber optics com —
munication []. Consequently, the telecom industry ain s
at developing com pensators. This road has been taken
successfully to ght against chrom atic dispersion. How —
ever, contrary to chrom atic dispersion, PM D isa statisti-
calquantity which uctuateson varioustim e scales, down
tom icroseconds in the worst case. Hence, any PM D com —
pensator needs a fast feedback param eter. Ideally, this
param eter should be the Bi Error Rate BER). How—
ever, today’s BER speci cations of 10 °, or even 10 %2,
Inpose much too long m easurem ent tin es, even at bit
rates of tens of gigabits per second. An often proposed
alemative to the BER as feedback param eteristheD O P
O]. Indeed, when PM D a ects the transn ission of light
pulses, then, In  rst order, one part of the pulse travels
slightly faster than the other, though they do still over—
lap. Hence, the DO P during this overlp is the desired
feedback param eter. C learly, n this case the depolar-
ization is never due to m ixtures of spatial m odes and
the tin e uctuations, eg. from one pulse to another, do
not represent the physical quantity of nterest. This is
a clear exam ple where a direct and fast m easurem ent of
the DOP is needed. In the frequency dom ain PM D can
be understood as follow s. The light elds contains three
dom nant optical frequencies, the carrier and the carrier

the m odulation frequency. Each of these wavelengths
undergo slightly di erent polarization evolutions, hence
the depolarization of interest is clearly due to the third
cause listed in the introduction. For frequency m odula—
tions from giga—to terabits per second, the wavelengths
di erences range from 8pm to 8nm .

ITEXPERIM ENTAL SETUP

T he experim ental in plem entation of the "proction
onto the singlet state" m easurem ent is presented In F ig.
1. The idea is to coherently com bine two stages of para—
m etric upconversion, using 2 type II nonlnear crystals.
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FIG .1:D iagram ofthe set-up. Thetwowalk-o com pensated
stagesof fournonlinear crystalsaretumed by 90 w ith respect
to each other. PC : polarization controller; GR IN : graded—
index lens.
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In the rst stage, the phase-m atching is such that a pho—
ton from the shorter range of the spectrum and one from
the longer range are upconverted to a photon in a hor-
izontal polarization state. The second stage is rotated
by 90 , and consequently, the upconverted photon is ver—
tically polarized. The upconverted photons then pass
a linear polarizer at 45 , which erases the inform ation
w here they were created. Hence, the two processes add
coherently. D epending on the phase between the two
stages, controlled by tilting tw o birefringent plates, the
overall intensity ofthe upconverted signal corresponds to
the desired "singlet-fraction", and is consequently am ea—
sure orthe DOP Eq[d). Note that the probability for
upconvertion is im portant during a tin e intervalgiven by
the coherence tin e of the pum p photons (position uncer—
tainty). Thism eans that the signalam plitude at a given
mom ent com es from pump elds averaged over their co—
herence tin e. A coording to this "resoonse tin e" of the
non-linear interaction, the outcom e ofour D O P -m eter is
the "instantaneous" DOP asde ned In the introduction.
A prelim nary nvestigation using only two, orthogo-—
nally orientated crystals [L1] showed that an undesired
phase-m atching condition co-exists for photons w ith li—
tle wavelength di erence. Forexam ple, in the sam e crys—
tal, the two nonlinear interactions (H 1;V2) ! H3) and
((V1;H,) ! Hs) are possble. This poses a serdous lin —
tation to the scheme. The wavelength separation un-
derw hich this detrim entalphenom enon appears is deter—
m ined by the phasem atching acosptance of the crystal.
Hence, the narrower the wavelength acoeptance of the
nonlinear crystals, the better, contrary to the typicaluse
of such crystals. To reduce the wavelength acceptance,
w e can use longer crystals or choosem aterialshaving bet—
ter characteristics. P rom ising candidates as G aSe, HgS
(C lnnabar) , or Banana are however hard to fabricate or
di cultom anipulate. W e therefore decided to stay w ith
K TP, but to increase the crystal length. This leadsto a
spatialwak-o problem , lin ting the e ective length for
SFG to wellbelow the physical crystal length. U sually



this isdealt w ith by adding linearbirefringent crystals for
com pensation. Here, we com pensate the walk-o using a
second nonlinear birefringent crystal. A s is described In
[L0], tw o denticalnonlinear crystals are com bined so that
their walkk-o angles are opposite and the waves gener—
ated in both are in phase. To realize the desired e ective
length, we use stages consisting of 4 KTP crystals each,
hence our set-up contained eventually 8 nonlinear crys—
tals In serdes. This is an interesting result in itself, since
recently m any experin ents presented con gurations us—
Ing just pairs of nonlinear crystals [i].

A structure of our 3mm KTP elem entsgivesan e ec—
tive length of alm ost 12mm , thereby reducing the wave—
length acosptance by 4 compared to a 3mm crystal as
used In [L1]. The expected wavelength phasem atching
acceptance becom es 4 .5nm , m aking it possible to realize
a proection onto the singlet state for wavelengths sepa—
rated by 1.5nm only. Notice that the spatialwalk-o is
totally com pensated for, so contrary to nom al crystals,
the spatialm odes of ; and , are as well overlapped
before the second stage as before the st one. This
favorizes both identical conversion e ciencies in both
stages and a better spatial overlap of the created waves.

IITRESULTS

In this section we dem onstrate the perform ance of our
progction on the singlt state wih the 8 KTP crys-
tals. To test the set-up, we use a source com posed
of two lasers, one at the wavelength ; and the other
at 2 (gure 1l). M imnicking PM D, the polarization of
each wavelength is adjisted separately wih polariza—
tion controllers. The DOP of such a source is given by
(L + )2 4L Isin?’ 2=+ 1) where2’ istheangle
between the states of polarization ofM ( 1) and M ( ;)
(Poincare sphere). W ith this source, i is very simple
to study the response of our system for m any con gu-—
rations. In the Pllow Ing, we concentrate on the case

1 = 1552nm and , = 1554nm . Sim ilar resuls were
obtained for larger wavelength separations.

F irst, w e characterize the quality ofourpro fction onto
the singlkt state. For any input polarization com bina—
tion, the output of our device has to be proportional to
1 DOP? (Eg. 3). To well cover the possble nputs
w ith a reasonable num ber of m easurem ents, we choose
polarization states on three orthogonal great circles of
the P oincare sphere. For each great circle, M ( ;) is set
to 5 po]an'zai}jon states separated by 40 . For each of
those states, M ( ,) is chosen on the sam e circle so that
2" = 0;10; 2590 , corresponding to ten di erent values
forthe DOP.The measured data are shown in gure 2,
w here the values obtained from the di erent circles are
represented by di erent sym bols (squares, circles, and tri-
angles) . D ue to the choice of polarization states, foreach
circle we have 5 points fora given DOP (corresoonding
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FIG .2: M easured intensity of the profction onto the singlet
state as a fanction of 1 DOP? for ; = 1552nm and » =
1554nm .

to the 5 di erent absolute input polarization directions).
A s expected, the detected intensity re ects the DOP of
our source, and is quasi-independent of the absolute po-
larization states of 1 and ;. The residual uctuations
observed fora given D O P valie are due to m isalignm ents
ofthe set-up. Speci cally, the an allvariationsforaDOP

of 1 are essentially due to a slightly reduced visbility of
the Interferences between the two waves from the two
stages (see [L1] form ore details). W e can estim ate a vis—
bility of m ore than 96% . This is achieved thanks to a
proper spatial overlap of the m odes created in the two
stages due to walk-o oom pensation in the crystals. If
we estin ate the precision of our m easurem ent w ith the
standard deviation of the uctuations, the error of our
device on the determ ination ofthe DOP isa few percent
foraDOP close to 1 and about 15% for a totally depo—
larized source. Figure 2 also show s the m ean valies for
a given DOP (open circles). They ollow very well the
linear-law predicted by the theory (solid line).

So far the analyzed signal was constant in tine. In
order to dem onstrate that we really m easure the "instan—
taneous" DOP, a source w ith constant DO P but rapidly

uctuating state of polarization is required. W e real-
ize this by shaking the ber lnking the source to the
DOP meter ( ber after the coupler n gure 1). This
Jeads to variations in the birefringence axis direction and
Berry’s phase 'J'n this beF, and consequently the polar-
ization statesM ( ;) andM ( ;) willstrongly uctuate in
tim e. Ifthe am ount ofbirefringence is sm allenough com —
pared to the wavelength di erence 21 the relative
polarization angle’ between M ( 1) andM ( ) (e. the
DOP) is conserved even when agitating the ber. In our
experin ent, we arem anually m oving the ber leading to
a tin e scale of the polarization uctuations of 100m s.
A coordingly, an integration tin e ofa few seconds is cho—
sen In orderto be sure that the polarization state strongly
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FIG.3: DOP measured w ith our device (open symbols) and
w ith a polarim eter (solid sym bols) as a function oftim e. The
D OP ofthe source is constant but its polarization state uc—
tuates w ith tin e, except for the rst and last m easurem ent
points of each curve where t was xed.

uctuates during this tin e interval. Figure 3 show s cor—
responding results for 3 di erent valuesoftheDOP (open
sym bols, integration tin e 10s). The berwasnot shaken
for the rst and last m easurem ent points to have 2 ref-
erence values. A s can be seen, the sam e values for the
DOP are obtained when shaking the ber. This clearly
dem onstrates the profction onto the singlet state does
Indeed give the "instantaneous" DOP.
To illustrate that this is not the case for the standard
m easuram ent techniques, we repeated the m easurem ent
using a polarin eterw ith 10s Integration tine AT -9000,
Pro k).0Onthe rstand lastpoint,wem easurethesame
value as w ith the singlet state progction. But when the
ber is shaken the m easured value ofthe DOP strongly
decreasesand also uctuates som ew hat. T hisbehavior is
observed both for 10s ( gure 3) and 1s integration tim es.
C learly, the DOP is no longerm easured correctly. N ote
that although a polarin eter can integrate much faster
than 1 second (eg. 33m s for the PAT -9000), the sam e
problem willbe observed for uctuations of the order of
m illiseconds as they can occur ©orPM D .

CONCLUSIONS

A ooncrete application of a coherent quantum m ea-—
surem ent has been realized: a DOP-meter. It is based
on the proction onto the sihglt state, and allow s to

m easure the nstantaneous DOP In a direct way. This
is di erent from the standard, indirect m ethod ofDOP
evaluation (polarim etric technique) wheretheDOP isav—
eraged over the integration tim e of the detection, which
is typically longer than the coherence tim e of the signal
to be m easured. C onsequently, for a signalw ith tem po—
rally uctuating polarization only the rstm ethod gives
the correct DOP.

E xperim entally the profction onto the singlet state is
realized exploiting up-convertion in two type IInonlinear
crystals. In order to increase the e ciency ofthe process
and to be able to m easure signals w ith narrow spectra,
the e ective crystal length should be large. W e achieved
this by stacking 2x4 KTP crystals of 3mm Jlength in a
walk-o oom pensation arrangem ent, giving an e ective
length ofalmost 12mm for each of the two stages. W ith
this com pensation technique, we obtained a high quality
DOP measuram ent for wavelengths separated by 2nm .
Further, we dem onstrated that the profction onto the
singlet state gives indeed the "instantaneous" DOP.For
a signalw ith tem porally uctuating polarization we still
obtained the correct value, whereas this was not the case
for a standard polarin etric m easurem ent.
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