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We use structured photon fields with orbital and spin angular momentum to probe chiral fluctua-
tions within liquid crystals. In the regime of iridescence with a well-defined pitch length of chirality,
we find low energy Raman scattering that can be decomposed into helical and chiral components
depending on the scattering vector and the topological charge of the incident photon field. Based
on the observation of an anomalous dispersion we attribute quasi-elastic scattering to a transfer of
angular momenta to roton-like quasiparticles. The latter are due to a competition of short-range
repulsive and long-range dipolar interactions.

The competition of long-range dipolar interactions
with short-range repulsion is known to lead to inter-
esting phase diagrams with a variety of exotic phases
and fluctuations. Examples are found in supra-fluid
helium [1], trapped dipolar Bose-Einstein condensates
(BEC)[2, 3], exciton states of 2D semiconductors, and
micro-mechanical networks with further distance force
elements [4]. Also phonons of chiral semi-metals and lay-
ered micro-polar compounds are discussed in this context
[5–7]. Here, we highlight inelastic light scattering using
photon fields with spatially varying phase and polariza-
tion, denoted as Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) laser beams.
Using such structured light it seems feasible to gain novel
insight into chiral fluctuations. We propose chiral liq-
uid crystals to realize a model and table top system for
the study of exotic phases. Liquid crystals have large
and anisotropic optical polarizabilities that are advanta-
geous for optical probes. The observed smectic and chiral
phases that can be tuned by temperature in a convenient
regime, offer pronounced fluctuations that origin from the
interplay of short-range repulsion with long-range dipolar
interactions.

In this report we analyze the phase front of scattered
Raman photons and discriminate the transfer of orbital
angular momentum (OAM) versus spin angular momen-
tum (SAM) to the chiral phase of liquid crystals. Inter-
estingly, we observe two different signals with different
line-width and energy. For a small momentum transfer
there exist finite-energy Lorentzian fluctuations with a
dominantly helical polarization (SAM). With larger mo-
mentum transfer, we observe low-energy Gaussian fluctu-
ations with chiral polarization (OAM). This constitutes
a previously unobserved dichotomy in Raman scattering
(RS). We attribute the anomalous low energy modes to
chiral, Roton-like quasi particles, in analogy to supra-
fluid Helium.

LG modes with OAM and SAM components are often
referred to as structured or twisted light. This is due
to their helical phase front along the direction of prop-
agation. OAM photon fields are beneficial for quantum
information transfer, optical tweezers, super-resolution

microscopy and enhanced sensing of molecular optical
activity [8, 9]. The discussion of light matter interac-
tion and OAM-based optical activity, however, remains
controversial as positive [10–12] as well as negative [13]
reports exist and the phase of LG modes do not couple
to dipole matrix elements [14]. More recently, higher or-
der effects, resonances, and focussing-induced spin-orbit
coupling are discussed[15, 16].
LG laser beams are paraxial solutions of a wave equa-

tion and consist of both spin (helicity, SAM) and orbital
(chirality, OAM) components. We have prepared such
chiral/helical photon fields with SAM and OAM of dif-
ferent topological charge ℓ = ±1,±2,±3,±4 by trans-
mission of left-handed (LH) and right-handed (RH) cir-
cular polarized light (CPL) through corresponding vortex
phase retarders (Thorlabs). Despite a normalizing factor,
the operator mode expansion for the transverse electric
displacement field for a LG beam is given by [17]:

d⊥i = i
∑

k,σ,ℓ,p

[

êσ(kẑ)f|ℓ|,p(r)a|ℓ|,p
σ(kẑ)ei(kz+ℓφ)

−H.c.

]

.

(1)

H.c. is the Hermitian conjugate, êσ the electric polar-
ization unit vector, a|ℓ|,p

σ(kẑ) the annihilation operator,

and fℓ,p(r) the radial distribution function. ei(kz+ℓφ) is
the azimuthal dependent phase factor accountable for the
OAM with the topological charge ℓ.
We use the well established liquid crystal cholesteryl

nonanoate, (C36H62O2) (Sigma-Aldrich), as a model sys-
tem. Its chiral nematic phase can be rationalized as a chi-
ral, photonic crystal with anomalous real and imaginary
part of the dielectric constant. We thereby achieve a lo-
calization of light, similar to a metamaterial. The build-
ing block of this functionality is the highly polarizable,
anisotropic molecule that tends to spiral due to the com-
petition of shape, vdW and dipole-dipole interactions.
Previous studies have shown that liquid crystals have ex-
ceptional, non-linear optical properties[18] allowing the
realization of numerous photonic devices [19], including
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Lasers with topological effects[20]. Therefore, they are
also candidate materials for a search of OAM coupling to
matter.

Our sample is placed in a rectangular, optical cu-
vette (10mm, Hellma Analytics) mounted on a thermo-
electric Peltier cooler/heater (Belektronig BTC-LAB-
A2000). The optical setup allows experiments in back
scattering and transmission geometry with the same sam-
pling optics (aperture). The latter defines the scattering
vectors of the experiments.

Previous circular dichroism experiments on LC have
shown that a possible effect of OAM must be very small
[13, 14]. Therefore, we probe the ratio of RS with op-
posite helicities (ILH/IRH) or opposite chiralities (±ℓ)
(Iℓ=1/Iℓ=−1). This approach is known from Raman op-
tical activity (ROA). It allows to highlight effects due to
a transfer of SAM or OAM, respectively. Contributions
independent of angular momentum cancel out. We refer
to Ref. [21] for more general RS experiments. All back
scattering RS experiments use a focused laser beam with
λexc = 532.1 nm excitation wavelength, Pexc = 4 − 15
mW and an angle of incidence of 20◦ with respect to
the normal of the sample cuvette/liquid interface. This
reduces elastic scattering. In transmission RS we use a
corresponding angle of 7◦.

We determine the temperature and frequency inter-
val of iridescence in the chiral nematic phase using spec-
troscopically resolved reflectivity measurements (Hama-
matsu, mini-spectrometer). The intensity difference
ILH − IRH, using a RH and LH CPL in Fig.1(a) shows
a sharp intensity maximum in the temperature range
between 81 ◦C and 88 ◦C (see inset) with a line-width
of 30 nm FWHM. The maximum energy shifts towards
shorter wavelength with increasing temperature. This
reflects the temperature dependent pitch length, l(T) of
the chiral liquid. Furthermore, we find that the chiral
liquid crystal is predominantly a LH reflector and RH
giving only a background signal. This maximum in the
regime of iridescence is a significant fingerprint of reso-
nant light matter interactions. We find that the peak
position of the maximum wavelength also dependents on
the incident angle of light with respect to sample nor-
mal. With larger angles the maximum decreases in wave-
length. Light diffracted into the liquid probes the respec-
tive projection of the pitch length with respect to the
k-vector of light. This implies the need of well defined
aperture of the sampling optics as it defines the range
of scattering vectors and pitch lengths that is integrated
on.

Fig. 1(b) depicts differential scanning calorimetry
(DSC-3, Mettler-Toledo) to determine the thermody-
namic phase diagram using a cooling rate of 20 K/min.
A box in the figure shows the temperature regime of
iridescence and our RS experiments, described below.
Thereby we ensure that the observed effects are not due
to the phase transitions. Room temperature powder
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FIG. 1. (a) Spectroscopically resolved reflectivity ILH − IRH

for different temperatures. The inset (red squares) shows the
intensity of a maximum fitted by a Gaussian. (b) Differ-
ential scanning calorimetry (DSC). The box corresponds to
the regime of our OAM RS experiments. (c)X-ray diffrac-
tion graph taken at room temperature after multiple thermal
cycling.

x-ray diffraction (STADI-P, STOE&Cie) data were col-
lected after multiple thermal cycling to verify the phase
stability of the samples (Fig. 1 (c)).
In Fig. 2(a) divided RS intensities, Iℓ=2/Iℓ=−2, are

shown as a function of temperature. They are consec-
utively shifted for convenience. We observe no effect for
large Raman shifts and the spectral division results to
unity, i.e. spectra of different OAM are identical. At
low frequencies (< 150 cm−1), however, a Gaussian line-
width scattering surplus emerges within the temperature
interval Tres ≈ 83◦C−87◦C. The quite small temperature
window of observation points to an underlying resonance
effect. The later is very probably related to the maximum
in reflectivity, (see Fig. 1(a)), that exists as function of
temperature and wavelength due to the T-dependence
of l(T). We observe no vibrational modes in Iℓ=2/Iℓ=−2.
This is rationalized by a negligible spin orbit interactions
in these light element systems.
There remain two important questions: (a) What is

the role of the total angular momentum of light, i.e. can
we differentiate the helicity vs. chirality of the chiral
phase of LC; (b) Is there a dependence on the scattering
vector of the experiments. In other words, is there a dis-
persion of the observed RS that could be interpreted as a
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TABLE I. Integrated scattering intensities as function of polarization using Gaussian and Lorentzian line-shapes. Back-
scattering RS according to Fig. 2 and transmission to Fig.:3.

RH+(+m)
LH+(−m)

Backscatt. Transm.

(arb. unit) (arb. unit)
m=0 129.5 ± 9.1 132.5 ± 5.2
m=1 119.0 ± 10.3 108.7 ± 5.4
m=2 183.3 ± 8.2 87.8 ± 6.7

m=3 131.6 ± 8.9 113.0 ± 5.3
m=4 77.6 ± 10.1 98.1 ± 5.5

quasi-particle. The first question is particularly relevant
as structured light (ℓ 6= 0) contains helicity (SAM) as
well as chirality (OAM) of the involved photons. In the
generation of a finite OAM, circular polarized light (LH
or RH) is transmitted through a wave plate, leading to
a reversal of handedness together with the generation of
OAM of the photon field.

In Fig. 2(b) we compare data with SAM (RH/LH)
only and SAM combined with OAM of varying magni-
tude (ℓ = ±1,±2,±3,±4) at the temperature of high-
est selective reflectivity, Ts = 84◦C. All polarizations
show a low energy surplus scattering (QES) with a 150
cm−1 line-width. Nevertheless, its intensity is largest for
ℓ = +2/ − 2 and smallest for ℓ = +4/− 4, see Fig. 2(c)
and Table I. The intensity of purely helical polarization
(LH/RH, ℓ = 0) is a factor 0.7 smaller than ℓ = +2/− 2.
We notice that for ℓ = +2/ − 2 the phase factor eiℓφ of
the Laguerre-Gaussian (see Eq.1) has an additional res-
onance with the pitch length of the chiral liquid, leading
to the maximum intensity.

In the following we compare transmission RS data with
the previous back-scattering data searching for possible
dispersion effects. Transmission RS has a vanishing scat-
tering vector, ∆k ≈ 0, while back-scattering involves po-
tentially large scattering vectors, ∆k = ki−ks ≈ 2ki, due
to the reversed k-vector. Furthermore, we consider that
in the regime of iridescence the wavelength of incident
photons is identical with l(T=Ts) of chirality, the latter
giving a chiral Brillouin zone of ∆k = 2π/l(Ts). Also
in this sense the scattering vector of the back-scattering
experiment is large.

In Fig. 3 (a) we find that transmission data show
a finite energy maximum, Ecenter ≈ 150 cm−1. With a
line-shape close to a Lorentzian, this signal resembles to
a broadened phonon or phonon density of states. This
phenomenology is actually completely different from the
previous back-scattering data showing a broad, Gaussian
distribution of very small energies. In Fig. 3 (b) we
study the integrated intensity of the above maxima (blue
open squares) as function of SAM and OAM. It shows
a maximum for ℓ=0 and a minimum for ℓ = +2/ − 2.
Thereby, it is opposite to the one of back-scattering data,
Fig. 2(c). Finally, Fig. 3 (b) (open triangles) shows the
transmitted power at λ=532 nm at T = Ts. We observe a
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FIG. 2. (a) Divided OAM Raman spectra with ℓ = +2/ − 2
as a function of temperature, shifted for convenience. (b)
Divided OAM Raman spectra comparing helical polarization
(RH/LH) only and different OAM states at Ts=84◦C. Full
lines show fits using a Gaussian centered at E ≈ 0cm−1. (c)
Integrated Gaussian intensity (blue circles) and FWHM line-
width (green diamonds) of (b). OAM = 0 corresponds to
helical only, RH/LH, polarizations.
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FIG. 3. (a) Comparison of transmission RS (upper curves),
back-scattering RS (lower curves) with two polarizations, and
fits to finite-energy Lorentzian and quasi-elastic, Gaussian
functions, respectively. (b) Transmitted power measurements
as function of light polarization at Ts=84◦C. (c) Sketch of an
acoustic dispersion branch, T-dependent roton minima, and
suggested RS signals.

larger transmission for all RH compared to LH helicities.
This is a nice and independent proof of iridescence being
based on helicity and its transformation as an axial vec-
tor. Therefore replacing back-scattering by transmission
reverses the effect on the measured intensities.

To rationalize these data, we will now discuss quali-
tatively the acoustic dispersion of a system with long-
range dipolar interactions, see Fig. 3 (c). Switching on
the interactions, the conventional linear branch at small
momenta crosses over to a maximum and softens to a
minimum. Excitations close by are called rotons and
the systems reaches a roton instability if the minimum

touches E = 0. The term roton has shown a remarkable
development from a nonlocal measure of vorticity, an in-
cipient crystallization [22, 23], to a chirality-induced cross
correlation of lattice to electronic degrees of freedom[6].
The roton minimum can be understood as a fingerprint
of complexity related to the non-local pair potential and
induced non-integrability.

For a chiral liquid we expect a minimum at a charac-
teristic ks(T ) = π/l(T). ks will shift with increasing tem-
peratures to larger momenta, as derived from Fig.1(a)).
Such a dependence also implies that thermal fluctuations
are correlated with helical fluctuations. This constitutes
an novel contribution to light matter coupling via the
strongly nonlinear electronic polarizability of their molec-
ular components. As mentioned before, ks also defines
the boarder of the chiral Brillouin zone and it is locked to
the RS scattering vector ∆k. Therefore, we expect that
iridescence leads to a down-folding of the quasi-particle
dispersions to the Brillouin zone center, an important
aspect for optical experiments.

In Fig. 3 (c) we sketch the resulting Raman signals
at k ≈ 0, i.e. shaded Lorentzian and Gaussians located
at different energies. A broader, finite energy maximum
will result from multi-particle RS due to the large density
of states at the dispersion maxima. This RS follows from
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem and is based on a
conventional density-density correlation function. There-
fore, we expect as a linewith a Lorentzian or related su-
perpositions. Presently the exact location of this signal
with respect to the dispersion maximum is unknown and
could be around 1 to 2Emax. This is due to multiparti-
cle interaction effects that are themselves relevant due to
long-range dipolar interactions. More importantly, there
exist no arguments to expect a transfer of OAM during
such a scattering process.

Finally, we suggest quasi-elastic RS due to down-
folding and strong fluctuations from ks=π/l(T). As men-
tioned before, this signal is related to the locking of ther-
mal to phase fluctuations of the LC that also involve
OAM. We assign a Gaussian line-width to this process
as it results from a relaxation of non-equilibrium states
and decay of topological defects. Such a line-width is
typical for solutions of a Fokker Planck equation [24].
Microscopic light matter coupling of OAM to such pro-
cesses are far from trivial as the LG phase front does not
couple to dipole processes[13, 14]. However, there ex-
ist several loopholes to allow a considerable coupling in
higher order, e.g. quadrupolar electric matrix elements,
electronic resonances, as well as strong focusing of the
LG wavefront[16, 25, 26]. These effects could then be
coined as optical spin-orbit coupling [27]. Please notice
that inelastically induced spin-orbit coupling is a well es-
tablished technique in trapped ion, optical lattice clocks
[28, 29], and very recently in functionalized Fabry–Perot
cavities [30]. While strong focusing can be disregarded
for our experiment, higher than dipolar order matrix el-
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ements and electronic resonances are definitely relevant.
Summarizing our results, we discriminate helical versus

the more common chiral components of a chiral light scat-
tering process. For this instance we used complex pho-
ton fields of different polarization and topological charge
that are scattered off chiral liquid crystals. The com-
ponents show up as a finite-energy, more conventional
signal as well as a quasi-elastic one, with a strong helical
contribution. We emphasize that the polarization of the
latter points to a transfer of OAM during the scatter-
ing process. Both signals are limited to the parameter
range of iridescence within the chiral phase, allowing a
certain locking of the scattering vector and the chiral
pitch length. The locking leads to a resonant-like opti-
cal spin orbit coupling. In our approach it seams critical
that we used a Raman optical activity like methodology
comparing spectra of different OAM/SAM. This leads to
an enhanced sensitivity and a cancellation of spurious
signals.
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[13] W. Löffler, D. J. Broer, and J. P. Woerdman,
Phys. Rev. A 83, 065801 (2011).

[14] F. Araoka, T. Verbiest, K. Clays, and A. Persoons,
Phys. Rev. A 71, 055401 (2005).

[15] K. A. Forbes and D. L. Andrews,
J. of Physics: Photonics 3, 022007 (2021).

[16] K. Y. Bliokh, M. A. Alonso, E. A. Ostrovskaya, and
A. Aiello, Phys. Rev. A 82, 063825 (2010).

[17] K. A. Forbes and G. A. Jones,
Phys. Rev. A 103, 053515 (2021).

[18] I. C. Khoo, Physics Reports 471, 221 (2009).
[19] W. Zhang, A. A. F. Froyen, A. P. H. J. Schen-

ning, G. Zhou, M. G. Debije, and L. T. de Haan,
Adv. Photonics Res. 2, 2100016 (2021).
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