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Q uantum m easurem ent ofthe degree ofpolarization ofa light beam
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W e dem onstrate a coherentquantum m easurem entforthe determ ination ofthe degree ofpolar-

ization (D O P).This m ethod allows to m easure the D O P in the presence offast polarization state

uctuations,di�cultto achieve with thetypically used polarim etric technique.A good precision of

theD O P m easurem entsisobtained using 8 typeIInonlinearcrystalsassem bled forspatialwalk-o�

com pensation.

I IN T R O D U C T IO N

The history ofthe concept ofpolarization oflight is

fascinating and very instructive ofthe way science pro-

gresses,see e.g. [1]. Today,there is a renewed interest

because ofthe fastdevelopm entsin optics,both on the

applied side foropticalcom m unication and on the m ore

academ icside forquantum optics.In thisletterwecon-

centrate on the Degree OfPolarization (DO P)which is

often desired to reach its m axim um value of1,as well

forclose-to-idealclassicalasforquantum com m unication

[2]. W e analyse this problem from a quantum perspec-

tive,and then apply thegained insightto an experim en-

talm easurem ent of the DO P using classicalnonlinear

optics.

It is wellknown that depolarization is due to deco-

herence. A light beam can be (partially) depolarized

(D O P < 1)forany com bination of3 basic causes:m ix-

tureofspatialm odeswith di�erentpolarization,m ixture

oftem poralm odeswith di�erentpolarization,and m ix-

tureofspectralm odeswith di�erentpolarization.

Clearly,light propagating in a single-m 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 e.g. the discussion below

aboutpolarization m ode dispersion).Consequently,one

would like a m easurem enttechnique providing inform a-

tion on the "instantaneous" DO P ofa single-m ode light

beam . Note that "instantaneous" does not refer to an

in�nitesim altim e interval-forwhich polarization isnot

even de�ned-,but to the coherence tim e ofthe signal.

M easuringthe"instantaneous"DO P isanon trivialtask,

sinceclassicalpolarim etersm easurethe4 Stokesparam -

eters and then com pute the DO P.In other words,the

usualm easurem ent technique is an indirect one,neces-

sarily requiring som e tim e to average the intensities on

the 4 detectorsproviding the Stokesparam eters.Letus

look atthisproblem from a fundam entalpointofview,

considering thequantum natureoflight.Ifonehasonly

a singlephoton atdisposaland m easuresitspolarization

along any (linearorelliptical)direction,oneobtainsone

outoftwo possibleresults.Itiseasy to convinceoneself

(and this can be m ade rigorous[3]) that this single re-

sultprovidesabsolutely no inform ation on theDO P (not

even probabilistic inform ation,i.e. itdoesn’thelp atall

to guessthe correctDO P)ofthe beam from which this

photon wasextracted.Itisonly by accum ulating several

resultson photonsfrom thesam ebeam thatonecan gain

som e inform ation. Butaccum ulating resultsnecessarily

takessom e tim e,hence possibly the DO P m easurem ent

gets spoiled by tim e-uctuations ofthe state ofpolar-

ization. Note that classicallinear optics does nothing

else than accum ulating m easurem entresultson individ-

ualphotons,thusm easuringtheDO P in an indirectway.

Consequently,theonly possibility to im proveDO P m ea-

surem entsconsistsin processing thephotonsin pairs(or

triplets,etc),i.e.accessing directly the DO P.

From quantum inform ationtheorywelearnedin there-

centyearsthatcoherentm easurem ents,thatism easure-

m entsrepresented by self-adjointoperatorswhoseeigen-

states are entangled,do indeed generally provide m ore

inform ation than successiveindividualm easurem ents[4].

Thiscam e asa surprise,since itappliesalso to the case

where the m easured system s are not entangled,as for

the case under investigation: the photons ofa classical

lightbeam arenotentangled,butcoherentm easurem ents

do provide m ore inform ation. For DO P m easurem ent

[5],the optim alcoherentquantum m easurem entis rep-

resented by the operatorprojection on the singletstate:

Psinglet =
1

2
(jH ;V i� jV;H i)(hH ;V j� hV;H j) (1)

Thiscan beunderstood intuitively.Iflightisperfectly

polarized,DO P= 1,then allphotonsarein the sam epo-

larization state.Consequently,theprojection ofany pair

ofphotons on the singlet state is zero (recallthat the

singlet state is rotationally invariant). But ifthe DO P

islessthan unity,then there isa �nite probability that

a pairofphoton projectsduring a m easurem entprocess

ontothesingletstate.Letusm akethisquantitative.Let

fSjgj= 0;1;2;3 denote the Stokes param eters. The polar-

ization vector ~M on thePoincar�esphereisthen M j =
Sj

S0

,

j= 1,2,3,and the quantum state ofpolarization isrep-

resented by the density m atrix � = 11+ ~M ~�

2
,where ~� are

the Paulim atrices.The DO P isrelated to the Poincar�e

vectorby DO P= j~M j.Accordingly,theprobability thata

pairofphotonsfrom aclassicallightbeam ofpolarization
~M getsprojected onto the singletstate reads:
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P rob(singlet) = Tr(� 
 � � Psinglet) (2)

=
1� ~M 2

4
=
1� D O P 2

4
(3)

The coherentquantum m easurem ent"projection onto

the singlet state" provides thus a direct access to the

DO P.In section IIwe presenta m easurem entsetup,in-

spired by quantum optics experim ents (projection onto

the singlet state is useful,am ong others,for the fasci-

nating dem onstration ofquantum teleportation [6]),but

extended into the classicaldom ain using nonlinear op-

tics. However,before this we would like to present an

exam plewherea directand fastDO P m easurem entisof

greatpracticalvalue.

Polarization M ode Dispersion (PM D)ispresently one

ofthem ain lim itationsto high bit-rate�beropticscom -

m unication [8].Consequently,thetelecom industry aim s

at developing com pensators. This road has been taken

successfully to �ghtagainstchrom atic dispersion. How-

ever,contrarytochrom aticdispersion,PM D isastatisti-

calquantitywhich uctuatesonvarioustim escales,down

tom icrosecondsin theworstcase.Hence,anyPM D com -

pensator needs a fast feedback param eter. Ideally,this

param eter should be the Bit Error Rate (BER).How-

ever,today’sBER speci�cationsof10�9 ,oreven 10�12 ,

im pose m uch too long m easurem ent tim es,even at bit

ratesoftens ofgigabitsper second. An often proposed

alternativetotheBER asfeedbackparam eteristheDO P

[9]. Indeed,when PM D a�ectsthe transm ission oflight

pulses,then,in �rstorder,one partofthe pulse travels

slightly fasterthan the other,though they do stillover-

lap. Hence,the DO P during this overlap is the desired

feedback param eter. Clearly,in this case the depolar-

ization is never due to m ixtures of spatialm odes and

thetim e uctuations,e.g.from onepulseto another,do

not represent the physicalquantity ofinterest. This is

a clearexam ple where a directand fastm easurem entof

the DO P isneeded. In the frequency dom ain PM D can

be understood asfollows.The light�eldscontainsthree

dom inantopticalfrequencies,the carrierand the carrier

� the m odulation frequency. Each ofthese wavelengths

undergo slightly di�erent polarization evolutions,hence

the depolarization ofinterestisclearly due to the third

cause listed in the introduction. Forfrequency m odula-

tionsfrom giga-to terabitspersecond,the wavelengths

di�erencesrangefrom 8pm to 8nm .

II EX P ER IM EN TA L SET U P

The experim entalim plem entation ofthe "projection

onto the singletstate" m easurem entispresented in Fig.

1.The idea isto coherently com binetwo stagesofpara-

m etricupconversion,using �2 typeIInonlinearcrystals.

FIG .1:D iagram oftheset-up.Thetwowalk-o�com pensated

stagesoffournonlinearcrystalsareturned by90
�
with respect

to each other. PC: polarization controller; G RIN:graded-

index lens.

In the�rststage,thephase-m atching issuch thata pho-

ton from theshorterrangeofthespectrum and onefrom

the longerrange are upconverted to a photon in a hor-

izontalpolarization state. The second stage is rotated

by 90�,and consequently,theupconverted photon isver-

tically polarized. The upconverted photons then pass

a linear polarizer at 45�,which erases the inform ation

where they were created. Hence,the two processesadd

coherently. Depending on the phase between the two

stages,controlled by tilting two birefringent plates,the

overallintensity oftheupconverted signalcorrespondsto

thedesired "singlet-fraction",and isconsequently am ea-

sure forthe DO P (Eq 3). Note thatthe probability for

upconvertion isim portantduringatim eintervalgiven by

thecoherencetim eofthepum p photons(position uncer-

tainty).Thism eansthatthesignalam plitudeata given

m om entcom esfrom pum p �eldsaveraged overtheirco-

herence tim e. According to this "response tim e" ofthe

non-linearinteraction,theoutcom eofourDO P-m eteris

the"instantaneous" DO P asde�ned in theintroduction.

A prelim inary investigation using only two,orthogo-

nally orientated crystals [11]showed that an undesired

phase-m atching condition co-existsforphotonswith lit-

tlewavelength di�erence.Forexam ple,in thesam ecrys-

tal,the two nonlinearinteractions((H 1;V2)! H 3)and

((V1;H 2)! H 3)are possible. Thisposesa seriouslim -

itation to the schem e. The wavelength separation un-

derwhich thisdetrim entalphenom enon appearsisdeter-

m ined by the phasem atching acceptance ofthe crystal.

Hence, the narrower the wavelength acceptance ofthe

nonlinearcrystals,thebetter,contrary to thetypicaluse

ofsuch crystals. To reduce the wavelength acceptance,

wecan uselongercrystalsorchoosem aterialshavingbet-

ter characteristics. Prom ising candidates as G aSe,HgS

(Cinnabar),orBanana arehoweverhard to fabricateor

di�culttom anipulate.W ethereforedecided tostaywith

K TP,butto increasethe crystallength.Thisleadsto a

spatialwalk-o� problem ,lim iting thee�ectivelength for

SFG to wellbelow the physicalcrystallength. Usually
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thisisdealtwith byaddinglinearbirefringentcrystalsfor

com pensation.Here,wecom pensatethewalk-o� using a

second nonlinearbirefringentcrystal.Asisdescribed in

[10],twoidenticalnonlinearcrystalsarecom bined sothat

their walk-o� angles are opposite and the waves gener-

ated in both arein phase.To realizethedesired e�ective

length,we use stagesconsisting of4 K TP crystalseach,

hence ourset-up contained eventually 8 nonlinear crys-

talsin series.Thisisan interesting resultin itself,since

recently m any experim ents presented con�gurationsus-

ing justpairsofnonlinearcrystals[7].

A structureoffour3m m K TP elem entsgivesan e�ec-

tive length ofalm ost12m m ,thereby reducing the wave-

length acceptance by 4 com pared to a 3m m crystalas

used in [11]. The expected wavelength phasem atching

acceptancebecom es4.5nm ,m aking itpossibleto realize

a projection onto the singletstate forwavelengthssepa-

rated by � 1.5nm only.Noticethatthespatialwalk-o� is

totally com pensated for,so contrary to norm alcrystals,

the spatialm odes of�1 and �2 are as welloverlapped

before the second stage as before the �rst one. This

favorizes both identical conversion e�ciencies in both

stagesand a betterspatialoverlap ofthe created waves.

III R ESU LT S

In thissection wedem onstratetheperform anceofour

projection on the singlet state with the 8 K TP crys-

tals. To test the set-up, we use a source com posed

oftwo lasers,one at the wavelength �1 and the other

at �2 (�gure 1). M im icking PM D,the polarization of

each wavelength is adjusted separately with polariza-

tion controllers. The DO P ofsuch a source is given by

[(I1+ I2)
2� 4I1I2sin

2’]1=2=(I1+ I2)where2’ istheangle

between the statesofpolarization of
�!
M (�1)and

�!
M (�2)

(Poincare sphere). W ith this source,it is very sim ple

to study the response ofour system for m any con�gu-

rations. In the following, we concentrate on the case

�1 = 1552nm and �2 = 1554nm . Sim ilar results were

obtained forlargerwavelength separations.

First,wecharacterizethequalityofourprojectiononto

the singlet state. For any input polarization com bina-

tion,the outputofourdevice hasto be proportionalto

1 � D O P 2 (Eq. 3). To wellcover the possible inputs

with a reasonable num ber ofm easurem ents,we choose

polarization states on three orthogonalgreat circles of

the Poincare sphere. Foreach greatcircle,
�!
M (�1)isset

to 5 polarization states separated by 40�. For each of

those states,
�!
M (�2)ischosen on the sam e circle so that

2’ = 0;10;:::;90�,corresponding to ten di�erentvalues

forthe DO P.The m easured data are shown in �gure 2,

where the values obtained from the di�erent circles are

representedbydi�erentsym bols(squares,circles,and tri-

angles).Dueto thechoiceofpolarization states,foreach

circle we have 5 pointsfora given DO P (corresponding

FIG .2:M easured intensity oftheprojection onto thesinglet

state asa function of1� D O P
2
for�1 = 1552nm and �2 =

1554nm .

to the5 di�erentabsoluteinputpolarization directions).

Asexpected,the detected intensity reectsthe DO P of

oursource,and isquasi-independentofthe absolute po-

larization statesof�1 and �2. The residualuctuations

observed foragiven DO P valueareduetom isalignm ents

oftheset-up.Speci�cally,thesm allvariationsforaDO P

of1 are essentially due to a slightly reduced visibility of

the interferences between the two waves from the two

stages(see[11]form oredetails).W ecan estim atea vis-

ibility ofm ore than 96% . This is achieved thanks to a

proper spatialoverlap ofthe m odes created in the two

stages due to walk-o� com pensation in the crystals. If

we estim ate the precision ofour m easurem entwith the

standard deviation ofthe uctuations,the error ofour

deviceon thedeterm ination oftheDO P isa few percent

fora DO P close to 1 and about15% fora totally depo-

larized source. Figure 2 also showsthe m ean valuesfor

a given DO P (open circles). They follow very wellthe

linear-law predicted by the theory (solid line).

So far the analyzed signalwas constant in tim e. In

ordertodem onstratethatwereally m easurethe"instan-

taneous" DO P,a sourcewith constantDO P butrapidly

uctuating state of polarization is required. W e real-

ize this by shaking the �ber linking the source to the

DO P m eter (�ber after the coupler in �gure 1). This

leadsto variationsin thebirefringenceaxisdirection and

Berry’sphase in this �ber,and consequently the polar-

ization states
�!
M (�1)and

�!
M (�2)willstronglyuctuatein

tim e.Iftheam ountofbirefringenceissm allenough com -

pared to the wavelength di�erence �1 � �2,the relative

polarization angle’ between
�!
M (�1)and

�!
M (�2)(i.e.the

DO P)isconserved even when agitating the�ber.In our

experim ent,wearem anually m oving the�berleading to

a tim e scale ofthe polarization uctuationsof� 100m s.

Accordingly,an integration tim eofa few secondsischo-

sen in ordertobesurethatthepolarizationstatestrongly
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FIG .3: D O P m easured with ourdevice (open sym bols)and

with a polarim eter(solid sym bols)asa function oftim e.The

D O P ofthe source isconstantbutitspolarization state uc-

tuates with tim e,except for the �rst and last m easurem ent

pointsofeach curve where itwas�xed.

uctuatesduring thistim e interval.Figure 3 showscor-

respondingresultsfor3di�erentvaluesoftheDO P (open

sym bols,integration tim e10s).The�berwasnotshaken

forthe �rstand lastm easurem entpoints to have 2 ref-

erence values. As can be seen,the sam e values for the

DO P are obtained when shaking the �ber. This clearly

dem onstrates the projection onto the singlet state does

indeed givethe "instantaneous" DO P.

To illustrate thatthisisnotthe caseforthe standard

m easurem enttechniques,we repeated the m easurem ent

usingapolarim eterwith 10sintegration tim e(PAT-9000,

Pro�le).O n the�rstand lastpoint,wem easurethesam e

value aswith the singletstate projection.Butwhen the

�berisshaken the m easured value ofthe DO P strongly

decreasesand alsouctuatessom ewhat.Thisbehavioris

observed both for10s(�gure3)and 1sintegration tim es.

Clearly,the DO P isno longerm easured correctly. Note

that although a polarim eter can integrate m uch faster

than 1 second (e.g. 33m s for the PAT-9000),the sam e

problem willbe observed foructuationsofthe orderof

m illisecondsasthey can occurforPM D.

C O N C LU SIO N S

A concrete application of a coherent quantum m ea-

surem ent has been realized: a DO P-m eter. It is based

on the projection onto the singlet state,and allows to

m easure the instantaneous DO P in a direct way. This

is di�erentfrom the standard,indirectm ethod ofDO P

evaluation (polarim etrictechnique)wheretheDO P isav-

eraged overthe integration tim e ofthe detection,which

istypically longerthan the coherence tim e ofthe signal

to be m easured.Consequently,fora signalwith tem po-

rally uctuating polarization only the �rstm ethod gives

the correctDO P.

Experim entally theprojection onto thesingletstateis

realized exploitingup-convertion in twotypeIInonlinear

crystals.In orderto increasethee�ciency oftheprocess

and to be able to m easure signalswith narrow spectra,

thee�ectivecrystallength should belarge.W eachieved

this by stacking 2x4 K TP crystals of3m m length in a

walk-o� com pensation arrangem ent,giving an e�ective

length ofalm ost12m m foreach ofthe two stages.W ith

thiscom pensation technique,weobtained a high quality

DO P m easurem ent for wavelengths separated by 2nm .

Further,we dem onstrated that the projection onto the

singletstate givesindeed the "instantaneous" DO P.For

a signalwith tem porally uctuating polarization westill

obtained thecorrectvalue,whereasthiswasnotthecase

fora standard polarim etricm easurem ent.
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