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Light propagating in a moving medium with refractive index other than unity is subject to light
drag. While the light drag effect due to the linear refractive index is often negligibly small, it can be
enhanced in materials with a large group index. Here we show that the nonlinear refractive index
can also play a crucial role in propagation of light in moving media and results in a beam deflection
that might be confused with the transverse drag effect. We perform an experiment with a rotating
ruby crystal which exhibits a very large negative group index and a positive nonlinear refractive
index. The negative group index drags the light opposite to the motion of the medium. However,
the positive nonlinear refractive index deflects the beam towards the motion of the medium and
hinders the observation of the negative drag effect. Hence, we show that it is necessary to measure
not only the transverse shift of the beam, but also its output angle to discriminate the light-drag
effect from beam deflection — a crucial step missing in earlier experiments.

INTRODUCTION

Propagation of light in moving media has been stud-
ied for more than two centuries [1–11]. Upon propaga-
tion, the trajectory of light can be manipulated through
self-action effects [12, 13], beam deflection [14, 15], pho-
ton drag [16–18] and many other phenomena. The pho-
ton drag effect was hypothesized by Fresnel [1], and
then experimentally observed by Fizeau [2]. Fizeau’s
landmark experiment measured the shift of interference
fringes within an interferometer containing a tube with
moving water. These shifts in the fringes supported the
idea that light is dragged in moving media. This phe-
nomenon has gained increasing interest in the field of
optics and is indeed still investigated in modern day re-
search [6, 7, 10, 19–23]. Photon drag can be longitudinal
or transverse, i.e., along or perpendicular to the light
propagation direction respectively. This article focuses
on transverse rotary photon drag [24], distinctly differ-
ent than longitudinal drag, given by

∆y =
v

c

(
ng −

1

nφ

)
L, (1)

with v the speed of the medium, c the speed of light
in vacuum, L the length of the medium, ng and nφ the
group and phase indices, respectively. Photon drag scales
linearly with group index. Typically phase and group
indices are not large, and therefore do not create large
transverse shifts. Recent studies show larger shifts us-
ing slow light media(i.e. large group indices) [11, 23–25].
Figure 1a) sketches the light propagation in a medium of
length L in two cases, a) a stationary medium, and b) a
medium moving transversely with speed v. Experimen-
tally, rotation is more feasible than linear motion. The
beam is incident on the medium at a distance r from the
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center of rotation, and using a slow light medium with
ng � 1/nφ, the transverse drag can be simplified to

∆y ≈ ngL
(
rΩ

c

)
, (2)

where Ω is the rotational speed of the medium. Note
that the beam size is much smaller than the medium
radius, r. Large group indices are often achieved by em-
ploying a nonlinear phenomena such as coherent pop-
ulation oscillations (CPO) and electromagnetically in-
duced transparency (EIT), that produce ng = 106 or
even larger. However, as we show below, in the presence
of a strong saturating beam, one must consider nonlinear
deflection in a moving medium which can be larger than
and confused with the photon-drag effect. In a nonlinear
medium, the impinging light can saturate the transition
and locally change the refractive index of the medium.
When the response of the medium is not instantaneous,
as the medium moves in the transverse direction, the im-
printed refractive index profile is dragged along with the
motion of the medium Therefore, in a moving nonlinear
medium, location of peak index change is shifted with
respect to the center of the impinging light. Thus, the
light sees a gradient in the refractive index and deflects
at an angle. The sign of this nonlinear deflection de-
pends on the sign of the nonlinear refractive index and
the direction of motion of the medium. In a typical non-
linear interaction with positive nonlinear refractive in-
dex, where self-focusing is observed, the beam deflects
towards the motion of the medium and thus resembles a
positive photon-drag effect. In nonlinear deflection the
output beam leaves the moving medium at an angle with
respect to the input beam, while in the photon-drag effect
the output beam is in parallel to the input beam. There-
fore, one can distinguish the nonlinear deflection from the
drag effect by measuring the output angle of the beam.
While the enhanced photon-drag effect depends on the
group index including any nonlinear contribution (see
Eq. (2)), the nonlinear deflection depends on the nonlin-
ear refractive index of the medium. Thus, it seems that
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FIG. 1. (a) A schematic showcasing the beam being trans-
versely shifted in a moving versus stationary medium. Al-
though we use a CW laser, for simplicity of illustration we
show the laser as pulses. Cases i) and ii) show the propagation
of the laser in a stationary and moving medium, respectively.
(b) The beam is far away from the center of rotation, which
approximates linear motion in the y direction. The beam
moves in the -y (+y) direction when the crystal rotates clock-
wise (counterclockwise) direction. (c) A single frame imaged
at the front face of the crystal (z = −2 cm) that shows the two
output beams, being the o- and e-beams due to the birefrin-
gence that propagate through the 2-cm-long ruby crystal. (d)
A diagram showing the trajectories of o- and e- beams at dif-
ferent crystal orientations highlighting the change in intensity
of each beam at 45-degree intervals. The red "x" shows the
center of mass position for different crystal orientations high-
lighting the emergence of a figure-eight-like pattern, while o-
and e- beams are shown by green and blue dots, respectively,
with varying transparency to signify their relative intensities.

one should be able to achieve a large enhancement in the
drag effect with negligible nonlinear deflection. However,
according to the Kramers-Kronig relation, a large group
index often is associated with a sluggish response [26].
Therefore, if the large group index is achieved through a
nonlinear interaction, one has to be careful with the non-
linear deflection and measure the output angle, a criti-
cal step missing in previous works [24, 27, 28]. In this
article, we use a rotary ruby rod to study the nonlin-
ear light propagation in a moving medium. In a similar
fashion to alexandrite [29], ruby exhibits a large nega-
tive group index (ng ≈ −106) at wavelength 473 nm[30].
Hence, according to Eq. (2) one expects to observe a
large negative photon-drag effect in which the position
of the beam shifts in the direction opposite to the mo-
tion of the medium.

Nevertheless, since ruby also exhibits nonlinear refrac-
tion, the beam deflects towards the direction motion of
the medium due to nonlinear deflection. Because of the
birefringence of the crystal, the input beam splits into or-

FIG. 2. A 520 mW continuous-wave laser beam at 473 nm
is focused using a 100 mm focal length plano-convex lens L1

to a spot size of 20 µm onto the input face of rotating ruby
rod. The rod spins around its axis driven by a stepper motor.
The laser beam at the output of the crystal is imaged onto
a CCD camera with unity magnification using a 4-f system
consisting of two lenses L2 and L3 of focal length f = 150
mm. The CCD camera captures the beam, with a frame rate
of 1000 fps, as the stepper motor is rotated at various speeds.
An ND filter is placed between the dielectric mirror and lens
2, L2 for nonlinear measurements, and between L1 and the
ruby for linear measurements. The CCD camera images at
different z positions using a translation stage. Measurements
are taken at z = 0, z = 0.762 cm and z = 1.524 cm to
measure the transverse shift, as well as the output angle of
the beam as it exits the crystal. The fluorescence filter FF
(high transmission near 473 nm) is used to minimize fluores-
cence from the ruby rod from being collected by the CCD
camera. The dielectric mirror DM is used as a neutral den-
sity filter with low absorption to limit the beam intensity for
high-power tests, while also minimizing image distortions due
to aberrations induced by thermal nonlinearities in a stan-
dard neutral density filter. Input beam power was controlled
by a half-wave plate and polarizing beam-splitter before the
ruby crystal. (M: Mirror, HWP: Half-wave plate, PBS: Po-
larizing beam-splitter, BD: Beam dump, L1: Plano-convex
lens [f = 100 mm], L2: Plano-convex lens [f = 150 mm], L3:
Plano-convex lens [f = 150 mm], FF: Fluorescence filter, DM:
Dielectric mirror, ND: Neutral density filter [O.D. 1], and a
CCD: Charge-coupled device.)

dinary (o) and extra-ordinary (e) beams which separate
upon propagation in the crystal. The e-beam revolves
with the rotation of the ruby rod. Moreover, the propaga-
tion of the o- and e-beam are coupled through the nonlin-
ear interaction in ruby which creates an attractive force
between the beams and further complicates their trajec-
tory. We study this trajectory experimentally and sim-
ulate the propagation using nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tions. Due to the simultaneous presence of birefringence,
intensity-dependent photon drag, and strong nonlinear-
ity, ruby can serve as a solid-state platform rich in physics
with potential applications to beam steering [31, 32], po-
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FIG. 3. (a) Experimentally measured center of mass (COM) trajectories in the linear regime. (b) Simulated COM trajectories
in the linear regime. Color scheme in the legend inset of the experimental data in (a) correspond equivalently the rotation
speeds (Ω) in units of degs/s in the simulated data. Trajectories of COM of the o- and e- beams (schematic shown in Figure 1
d) are plotted for an input laser power of 0.2 mW, considered as the linear regime. COM trajectories are plotted for rotation
speeds of Ω = ±50,±100,±1000, and ±9000 deg/s. Here, clockwise and counterclockwise rotation (looking into the beam)
correspond to positive and negative rotation speeds, respectively. The COM for each speed follows the same figure-eight-like
trajectory, since the intensity is too low to introduce deviations in the transverse movement due to nonlinearity or photon drag.
The figure-eight-like pattern does not close in the center for the experimental results due to the polarization impurity in the
low power regime.

larization detection [33, 34], image rotation[24, 28] , and
potential for solitonic behaviour with associated applica-
tions [35–37].

METHODS

The laser source used in the experiment, as shown in
Fig. 2, is a continuous-wave (CW) diode-pumped solid-
state laser operating at 473 nm with an output power
of 520 mW. We control the power of the laser beam us-
ing half-wave plate and polarizing-beam splitter. We use
a 2-cm-long ruby rod, 9 mm in diameter, with a Cr3+

doping concentration of 5%. We focus the laser beam
onto the front face of the crystal using a plano-convex
lens of focal length f = 100 mm, resulting in a 20 µm
beam diameter located near the edge (0.1 mm away) of
the ruby crystal face far from the center of rotation. The
ruby was mounted in a hollow spindle whose rotation was
controlled by a stepper motor and belt. The back face of
the crystal was imaged onto a CCD camera using a 4-f
lens system.

Shining linearly polarized light onto the rotary birefrin-
gent medium, the light sees two refractive indices upon
propagation, no = 1.770, and ne = 1.762, respectively.
Without any influence of nonlinearity or photon drag,
the two beams (o- and e-beams) then propagate with a
finite angle separation of γb = 8 mrad, known as birefrin-
gent walk-off. The relative beam intensity reaches max-
ima and minima each quarter turn of the crystal (i.e.,
∆θ = 90◦). The beam input is aligned such that, regard-

less of crystal orientation, the o-beam propagates directly
through the crystal, while the e-beam revolves about the
o-beam. We track the motion of the average position of
these two beams with an approach using the center of
mass (COM), represented as a red “x” in Fig. 1d. The
COM is representing the centre of intensity distribution.
This method is used since transverse beam profiles be-
come larger on propagation and begin to overlap. Figure
1c) shows a distinct Gaussian beam shape at z = −2 cm.
In contrast, the o and e beams are mostly overlapped at
the crystal back face, z = 0 cm where transverse shifts
are measured.

RESULTS

We measure the COM at z = 0 for rotational speeds
of Ω = ±50,±100,±1000, and ±9000 deg/s in clockwise
(positive) and counterclockwise (negative) directions at
three different input powers of 0.2 mW, 100 mW, and
520 mW, corresponding to weak, moderate, and intense
illumination, respectively. We plot the COM trajectories
for an input laser power of 0.2 mW, considered as the
linear regime in Fig. 3. We observe that all speeds trace
out figure-eights and do not drift transversely.

Figures 4 and 5 show COM trajectories in nonlinear
and highly nonlinear regimes. At low speeds (Ω ≤ 100
deg/s), the o- and e- beams couple to each other caus-
ing significant variation in the traces of the COM upon
rotation. Increasing intensity increases the thermal gra-
dient impressed on the crystal drastically modifying the
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FIG. 4. (a) Experimentally measured center of mass (COM) trajectories in the nonlinear regime. (b) Corresponding simulated
COM trajectories. COM trajectories of the o- and e- beams (schematic shown in Figure 1 d)) are plotted for an input laser
power of 100 mW, considered as the nonlinear regime for different rotational speeds (Ω) in units of degs/s. Here, clockwise and
counterclockwise rotation correspond to positive and negative rotation speeds, respectively. At low speeds, o- and e- beams
couple to each other causing significant variation in the traces of the COM upon rotation. Therefore, these patterns are different
from the figure-eight-like patterns seen in the linear regime. At high speeds, the deviations from a figure-eight pattern start to
average out. All that remains in the high-speed limit is that the figure-eight patterns are shifted from one another for positive
and negative rotation speeds as a result of nonlinear deflection.

transverse beam shape. At high speeds, the deviations
from a figure-eight-like pattern start to average out for
input power of P0 = 100 mW and resemble those of the
linear results, with the trajectories transversely shifted
from one another based on the rotation speed. This is
further seen in the highly nonlinear regime P0 = 520
mW, but at a slower pace due to more noise. With
lower speeds, one notes that the figure-eight-like COM
trajectories knot near the center as a result of the non-
linear coupling of the o- and e- beams. Simulations are
compared showing agreement in the traced patterns, and
magnitudes of transverse shift, to be discussed in more
detail later in this article.

We extract the average position of these COM tra-
jectories over an integer number of full rotations. Fig-
ure 6 shows the rotation speed dependence of the ex-
tracted transverse shift at z = 0 for linear, nonlinear and
highly nonlinear regimes. The linear regime (P = 0.2
mW) shows a shift of a few microns. There is no clear
scaling with rotation in the linear regime, however non-
linear regimes indeed show a trend similar to that of a
log-normal distribution centered around Ω = 100 deg/s.
Nonlinear regimes show significant increases in the mag-
nitude of transverse shift (∆y(Ω, I)), showing that the
observed shift is mainly nonlinear. Transverse spatial
shift is comprised of the nonlinear photon drag and non-
linear deflection. While the photon-drag shifts the beam
in the transverse direction in parallel to the input beam,
the nonlinear deflection deflects the beam at an angle.
Thus, we distinguish the effects by measuring the trans-
verse position at z = 0 as well as at two locations after the
crystal to find the output angle (see Fig. 7a). This angle

is calculated from the difference in average transverse po-
sition of the COM at different z positions, shown in Fig.
7b. As expected from nonlinear deflection, this angle is
intensity- and rotation speed- dependent. Therefore, the
measurement of the angle confirms that the transverse
shift observed at the end of the crystal is not only a result
of the photon drag effect, but also nonlinear deflection.
It is important to note that by moving the camera closer
to the crystal one can image the input face of the crys-
tal at which a seemingly negative drag is observed, i.e.
the beams appear to be shifted opposite directions to the
motion of the crystal. However, we highlight that such a
measurement simply extrapolates the output beams to-
wards the input face of the crystal. In reality, one im-
ages through a nonlinear medium, which is overlooked
by the extrapolation. Indeed, to understand the position
at the crystal input face, one must take care of the non-
linear effects on imaging to know the position accurately.
Nonetheless, the extrapolation leads to a seemingly nega-
tive drag effect as a consequence of the large output angle
due to nonlinear deflection. Therefore, in any measure-
ment of the transverse drag effect, it is crucial to measure
the output angle to obtain an accurate result.

DISCUSSION

A. Nonlinear refraction

Intense linearly polarized light in rotating birefringent
medium causes o- and e-beams both experience nonlinear
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FIG. 5. (a) Experimentally measured COM trajectories in the highly nonlinear regime. (b) Corresponding simulated COM
trajectories. Trajectories of COM of the o- and e- beams (schematic in Figure 1 d) are plotted for an input laser power of
520 mW, considered as the highly nonlinear regime for different rotational speeds (Ω) in units of degs/s. Here, clockwise
and counterclockwise rotation correspond to positive and negative rotation speeds, respectively. At low speeds, trajectories
are significantly distorted and have similar paths to the 100 mW results, but with more distortion due to stronger nonlinear
coupling between the beams. At high speeds, the coupling between the beams is weaker due to the finite response time of the
medium. For slow speeds Ω ≤ 100, the trajectories are very noisy, and no discernable pattern is easily observed. This behaviour
is mainly due to the thermal gradient impressed on the crystal by the intense illumination and therefore the transverse beam
shape is drastically modified.

refraction as the maximum intensity continuously moves
between them creating a moving index gradient. The
gradient leads to nonlinear coupling between the beams,
where the local index variation pulls one beam toward the
other with the higher refractive index, locally distorting
the figure-eight-like COM trajectory. The distortions are
dictated by the rotation speed, where the speed controls
the amount of time that beam imprints an index gradient
on the crystal.

The beam coupling increases in strength up to a with
decreasing rotation speed. The strongest coupling is seen
at low speeds when the beams have sufficient time to
imprint the maximum nonlinear index. On the other
hand, higher rotation speeds imprint less gradient, blur-
ring the effect of nonlinear refraction and non-distorted
figure-eight-like trajectories are recovered.

The regimes of rotations speeds are following sampling
timescales based on two different origins: 1) Optical
(slow) and 2) Thermal (fast). Often optical timescales
are faster than thermal, but the optical response is at-
tributed to CPO [24] is on the order of 3-5 ms which is
proportional to the faster rotation speeds. As for slow ro-
tation speeds, these sampling timescales are like thermal
nonlinearities on the order of several hundred µs.

We model the temporal dynamics in these two regimes
using a phenomenological fit consisting of two decaying
exponentials, to be discussed later in this article, where
we take analogy to spatial self-steepening [38, 39]. That
is, the beam is shifted due to the rotation speed act-
ing on the group index, and therefore the group velocity.
The rotation speed samples the dynamics representing a

non-instantaneous temporal response of the system. The
index gradient due to nonlinear refraction is discussed in
the supplementary materials and how this is applied to
a stationary medium in steady-state forming a Townes
profile.

B. Simulations

To better understand the experimental results, we
model and simulate nonlinear propagation of linearly po-
larized light through a 2-cm-long rotating birefringent
ruby rod, where o- and e-beams are created and vary in
relative intensity upon rotation. Due to the weak bire-
fringence typically associated with ruby and intense il-
lumination, these two beams couple to each other upon
rotation. Both beams are modelled using the nonlinear
Schrödinger equation where we apply a split-step Fourier
method and propagate the two with a coupling term
containing a nonlinear response function. Following the
derivation of Marcucci et al. [40], we write wave equa-
tions for the medium using a Kerr-type nonlinearity of
thermal origin. Rotation and birefringence are also in-
cluded [41]. Furthermore, a term for the effective group
index is incorporated into the coupled equations which is
intensity- and rotation speed-dependent.

Using our theoretical framework, including the phe-
nomenological fit convoluted with nonlinear propagation,
we were able to accurately simulate the amount of trans-
verse shift, and the transverse movement of the center
of mass of the beams observed in experiment. We de-
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FIG. 6. Experimental and simulated amount of shift in the
beam’s transverse position at the end of the crystal for 0.2
mW, 100 mW, and 520 mW beam input laser power. The
measured shift for the linear regime (i.e., P0 = 0.2 mW) for
both experiment and simulations is multiplied by a factor of
10, showing that there is no discernible deviation from zero
shift. Simulations are plotted using dotted lines in green and
red for the nonlinear and highly nonlinear regimes for better
comparison to experimental data. The fits were based on a
phenomenological exponential function in Eq. (2). The fit is
not a perfect match due to the simulated nonlinear response of
the material acting on the beams upon propagation through
the crystal.

velop a set of generalized coupled nonlinear Schrodinger
equations, written as follows

−∂Eo
∂z

+
i

2ko
∇2
⊥Eo +

(
neff
g

∂Eo
∂y

+
iko
no

∆nNLEo

)
= 0,

(3)

− ∂Ee
∂z

+
i

2ke cos2(γ)
∇2
⊥Ee

+

(
ike

ne cos2(γ)
∆nNLEe + neff

g

∂Ee
∂y

)
+ 2 tan(γ)

[
cos(Ωt)

∂Ee
∂x

+ sin(Ωt)
∂Ee
∂y

]
= 0,

(4)

where the fields Eo and Ee represent the o- and e- beams,
ko,e are the o- and e-beam wave vectors, no,e are the
o- and e-beam refractive indices, respectively. Further-
more, γ is the tilt angle, ∇2

⊥ = ∂2

∂x2 + ∂2

∂y2 is the trans-
verse Laplacian operator, and ∆nNL is the nonlocal Kerr-
type nonlinearity that contains the coupling term in the
kernel function [40]. One notes that the nonlinear de-
flection term works on the derivative of the field rather
than the field directly like that of nonlinear refraction.
When adding dispersion to the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation, one includes this effect as neff

g
∂E
∂t c
−1, which be-

comes neff
g
∂E
∂y when considering a continuous-wave laser

rather than pulses. This term will drive the nonlinear de-
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FIG. 7. (a) A schematic showing the output beam’s angle af-
ter leaving the crystal. The nonlinear response of the crystal
changes the angle at the interface of the crystal back face
and therefore changes the propagation pathway. (b) The
output angle and its uncertainty calculated from the beams’
transverse positions measured at three points along the z-axis
(z = 0, z = 0.762 cm and z = 1.524 cm). As the laser’s power
increases, the output angle increases as expected from non-
linear deflection.

flection that is measured at the crystal back face, where
neff
g := neff

g (Ω, I) as in Eq. (7).
The magnitude of the nonlinear deflection is propor-

tional to the magnitude of the effective group index, con-
trolled by the intensity and rotation speed. The rotation
speed changes the conditions for how quickly the heat
dissipates through the crystal, and thus the magnitude
of the index gradient. If the speeds are sufficiently slow,
the index gradient stays relatively constant and causes an
increasing amount of transverse shift. Typically the time
scale needed to deflect the beam is always very short
(i.e. 2cm/(c/ng), however once the maximum amount
of transverse shift is met, i.e Ω ≈ 100 deg/s, the crys-
tal starts rotating faster than the timescale needed to
form the index gradient. Typically, Thus, as we increase
the rotation speed, the beam sees less of an index gradi-
ent and therefore experiences less transverse shift. The
curve associated transverse shift versus rotation speed is
comprised of two decaying exponentials centered about
Ω = 100 degs/s. The decay rates of these two exponen-
tials gives rise to asymmetric distribution about Ω = 100
degs/s. For slow speeds, the index gradient impressed on
the crystal is not blurred leading to a slower decay rate.
At higher speeds, the beam is sampling only some of the
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index gradient drastically changing the magnitude, and
thus the decay rate is faster. This is shown in Fig. 6,
where the behaviour is not symmetric about Ω = 100
deg/s.

We draw analogy to a self-steepened pulse to explain
the asymmetry of the transverse shift versus rotation
speed. In a self-steepened pulse, the group velocity trav-
els at different speeds dependent on the intensity. As
such, different parts of the pulse travel at speeds accord-
ing to the group velocity. Higher intensities are seen at
the peak of the pulse that gives rise to large group in-
dex, and thus a slower group velocity. At the wings of
the pulse, the intensity is lower and the group velocity is
larger. This causes the pulse to become asymmetric in
time, and thus the material response will have an asym-
metric response in time. The rotation speed controls the
amount of time that maximum intensity is in a given area,
and therefore the index gradient will have asymmetric
temporal response as well. As a result, the amount of
transverse shift will also change asymmetrically.

A phenomenological fit for the transverse shift, ∆y,
was created using the experimental data in Fig. 6 which
shows an exponential dependence between the rotation
speed and the amount of transverse shift (see Supple-
mentary Materials). The phenomenological fit has form
of a decaying exponential, and thus we can represent the
maximum imprinted nonlinear group index as ∆ng =
ng2Imax(t) = ng2I0 exp

(
−t/τc

)
, where I0 is the input in-

tensity and τc is a characteristic time of the decay of the
nonlinear response, which we ascribe to thermal diffusion
as the dominant thermal contribution to the nonlinear re-
sponse. This maximum group index gradient will change
the size of the effective group index. Let us write the
time in terms of the rotation speed as t = τcΩ/Ωc, where
Ω is the rotation speed, Ωc is a characteristic rotation
speed, and we rewrite the transverse shift to be

∆y ≈
rΩLneff

g

c
, (5)

where r is the distance from the center of the crystal to
the beam position, and neff

g is the effective group index
written as

neff
g = n0

g + ng2I = n0
g + ng2Ioe

−Ω/Ωc . (6)

We can look at the time-average response of the ef-
fective group index for a given speed. Therefore, if we
break up the average temporal response into a fast and
slow contribution, we can write the effective group index
as

neff
g = n0

g + ng2Io

(
1

fs
e−Ω/Ωs − ffe−Ω/Ωf

)
, (7)

where ng2 = 107m2/W, and fs and ff are scaling factors
equal to 0.97 and 0.94, respectively. These values are
similar to those when considering the peak power of a
Gaussian pulse. Ωs and Ωf refer to the inverse time scales
of the slow and fast parts of the interaction, where Ωs,f =

1/(2πτs,f ). The slow and fast timescales are τs = 3.5
ms, and τf = 175 µs, respectively. These two timescales
follow the timescale of the lifetime of the excited ions 3 to
5 ms [24], and the typical timescale of thermal diffusion
(≈ 200µs) [42]. Equation (7) can be seen plotted in the
supplementary materials.

Fast and slow time scales modify the magnitude of the
effective group index, representing an approximate non-
instantaneous response. The nonlinear response of the
medium is indeed non-instantaneous, but this approach
to good approximation represents the dynamics in the
system while alleviating computational expense when one
includes a non-instantaneous response into simulations.
Equation (7) is then introduced into a generalized nonlin-
ear Schrödinger equation, and nonlinear propagation is
simulated to investigate the transverse COM trajectories,
and extract the amount of transverse shift. We further
incorporate other nonlinear effects on the output amount
of transverse shift experienced by the beam COM. These
results are shown in Figs. 3, 4, and 5, achieving good
agreement amongst the trajectories and the transverse
shift due to photon drag and nonlinear deflection.

From Eq. 3 and 4, we represent the static nonlinear
refraction as an index gradient that takes the form

∆nNL(x, y,Ωt, γ)

= n2

∫∫
dx̃dỹKγ (∆x,∆y,Ωt) I(x̃, ỹ)− no,e,

(8)

where ∆x = x − x̃, ∆y = y − ỹ. Here, x̃ and ỹ are
the Cartesian coordinates of an arbitrary position within
the space where the nonlinear kernel function acts. The
nonlinear potential in the laboratory’s frame depends on
the crystal’s response function K ′ [40], which is given by
the thermal properties of the material

Kγ (x, y,Ωt) /K ′ =[
cos(γ) cos(Ωt)x+ cos(γ) sin(Ωt)y,− sin(Ωt)x+ cos(Ωt)y

]
,

(9)
and I = |Eo|2 + |Ee|2.

A further explanation of the theoretical modeling of
light propagation through a moving nonlinear medium
is discussed by Hogan et al.[43]. Upon propagating two
beams through the crystal, we extract two main param-
eters as a function of the input intensity, and rotation
speed: 1) the position of the COM in the transverse
plane, and 2) the transverse shift (overall average posi-
tion of the COM trajectories) experienced by the beams
at the back face of the crystal. The COM trajectories
and the values of the transverse shift are determined for
a variety of crystal rotation speeds, and the three powers
used in experiment with the addition of the phenomeno-
logical fit in the drift term as a modified effective group
index. Results of the simulations are presented in the
Figs. 3, 4, and 5 for direct comparison to experimental
data.
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CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated experimentally and through
simulation that a 2-cm long rotating ruby crystal illu-
minated with 473-nm light produces a transverse shift
as a result of nonlinear photon drag and nonlinear de-
flection. In rotating saturable media with self-focusing
nonlinear refraction, one must measure the output angle
to distinguish nonlinear deflection and transverse photon
drag. We note that even if the medium presents large
negative group indices, nonlinear deflection can dominate
over negative drag when nonlinear refraction is large and
positive. The maximum transverse shift is found to be
found to be ∆y = +300 µm, and the maximum angu-
lar shift is found to be found to be θ = 13 mrad at the
back face of the crystal (z = 0). Moreover, exotic tra-
jectories were observed experimentally for the center of
mass of the beam in the transverse plane at the crys-
tal back face, and reproduced in simulation with good
agreement. Since the position of transverse profile of the
beam is controllable by the rotation speed of the crystal
and input intensity of the beam, one can imagine appli-
cations in beam-steering and image rotation, as well as
understanding the resilience of state of polarization to
the motion of the medium.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Transverse shift at different longitudinal positions

FIG. 8. A schematic showing the three positions imaged by
translating a CCD fast camera with a frame rate of 1000
frames/s to three positions moving away from the back face
of the crystal by using a 4-f system of lens 2 and 3. A single
frame of a video of the beam at the output face (i.e. z = 0
mm) is shown in the inset of which the COM is taken to
show the movement of the COM and the amount the beam
is dragged over many frames. The frame shows a large beam
that encompasses both the o- and e- beams as they are of the
beam enlarges significantly propagating through 2-cm in the
ruby crystal.

Transverse drag, centre of mass (COM) trajectories,
and the output angle were measured at the crystal back
face (z = 0 mm) for a variety of rotation speeds in the
linear (P0 = 0.2 mW), nonlinear (P0 = 100 mW), and
highly nonlinear regimes (P0 = 520 mW). A schematic of
these positions can be seen in Fig. 8. The CCD can image
at different points using a translation stage with range of
± 25.4 mm from z = 0. A set of measurements was taken
at each z position, consisting of three powers, P0 = 0.2
mW, P0 = 100 mW, and P0 = 520 mW for rotation
speeds between 1-9000 deg/s. The data sets were then
analyzed to extract the transverse shift, the output angle,
and COM trajectories. The output angle was calculated
by measuring the beam position at several z-planes and
the amount of shift along y to find the angle. The angle
is directly calculated

θL = arctan

(
∆y

∆z

)
. (10)

Using the values for the transverse shifts as ∆y and the
difference between the z-positions along propagation ∆z,
one can calculate the output angle seen in the main text.
This therefore shows that the output angle is tuned by
the rotation speed, and the intensity of the beam since
∆y := ∆y(Ω, I). We also study the transverse shift at
different z-positions in the nonlinear and highly nonlin-
ear cases, seen in Fig. 9. The transverse shift grows
along the direction of propagation. The spacing between
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FIG. 9. Experimentally measured transverse shift in nonlin-
ear (P0 = 100 mW), and highly nonlinear (P0 = 520 mW)
regimes at different z-positions. Measurements were taken at
z = 0, z = 7.62 mm, and 15.24 mm to calculate output an-
gle. The transverse shift approaches ∆y = 10− 15 µm for an
input power P0 = 100 mW, and∆y = 60 µm for P0 = 520
mW. The curve takes shape similar to a log-normal distribu-
tion, but modelled as the sum of two decaying exponentials
with different decay rates centered around a rotation speed of
Ω = 100 deg/s.

curves is non-uniform for different rotation speeds is a
clear indicator that the output angle is changed by the
nonlinear response of the medium. The transverse shift
is plotted in Fig. 9 for powers of P0 = 100, and P0 = 520
mW. We exclude the linear regime P0 = 0.2 mW since
it is on the order of the system noise. One can see that
in the limits of high or low rotation speed, the amount
of transverse shift is roughly equal in magnitude. It is
only in the region mid-range of speeds where the spac-
ing is very non-uniform. One can represent the data in a
different way by plotting the amount of transverse shift
versus z-position. This can help understand what is go-
ing on inside the crystal where imaging of nonlinear sys-
tems creates ambiguity in the measurements. One could
extrapolate the function back to the crystal front face
z = −20 mm and see the trajectory along z. For the
case of Ω = 100 deg/s, using linear regression shows a
non-zero value at the crystal front face showing evidence
that the beam propagation is deviating a straight-line
and could be curved based on the nonlinear response of
the system. Figures 10, 11(a), and 11(b) show the ex-
trapolation of the transverse shift along the z-direction.
The progression of these beams should follow a linear
regression as the drag is calculated taking an average po-
sition of the COM trajectories, which follows a straight
line. Instead, as stated before, taking a linear regression
gives non-zero values for certain rotation speeds, and thus
the trajectory of the beam along z could be curved, or de-
flected due to a moving index gradient via the nonlinear
refraction.

Figure (10) shows the transverse shift along z for var-
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FIG. 10. Extrapolation of the amount of transverse shift of
three experimentally measured points along the propagation
direction is plotted for an input laser power of P0 = 0.2 mW.
Evolution of amount of transverse drag at three points in-
cluding the crystal back face, and two positions hereafter, as
shown in Figure 8. Values are enhanced by a factor of 10 for
plotting purposes, where ∆y → ∆y × 10. One can see that
the relationship between the transverse shift and the propa-
gation distance along z after the crystal in the linear regime
does not show a distinct behaviour other than random move-
ment due to the noise of the system. Indeed, the linear regime
behaviour is akin to the noise. The deviation comes from a
change in the output angle due to the nonlinear response of
the crystal on the COM as it propagates through the crystal.

ious rotation speeds from 50 to 9000 deg/s in the linear
regime (P0 = 0.2 mW). The traces along z for different
rotation speeds agrees with the results of the main text.
There is indeed no discernable behaviour that can be ex-
tracted and the variation is on the order of the system
noise. amount of transverse shift in the highly nonlinear
regime (P0 = 520 mW). We indeed see the linear be-
haviour in the highly nonlinear regime is consistent with
the COM travelling in a straight line. The magnitudes of
the output angle are much larger due to the larger non-
linear response within the crystal. Although the curves
slightly deviate from straight lines, this can be attributed
to the measurement error in our system.

Fitting function for effective group index

We create a continuous fitting function consisting of
the sum of two exponentials, and an offset constant to
fit the transverse shift. The transverse shift is plotted in
Fig. 12 for the highly nonlinear regime P0 = 520 mW for
three positions along z: z = 0 in blue, z = 7.62 mm, in
yellow, and z = 15.24 mm in green. Plots for the nonlin-
ear regime (P0 = 100 mW) are not shown here but follow
similar behaviour of smaller magnitude. The form of the
fitting function is f(Ω) = a+ be−Ω/c+deΩ/f , where a, b,
c, d, and f are fitting constants. In the case of creating a
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FIG. 11. Extrapolation of transverse shift for input laser pow-
ers of P0 = 100 mW, and P0 = 520 mW. Evolution of amount
of transverse drag at three points including the crystal back
face, and two positions hereafter, as shown in Fig. 8. The
extrapolation of these points in the highly nonlinear regime
also show a linear dependence on the transverse shift as the
propagation distance increases, consistent with a straight-line
propagation of the COM. The difference from the nonlinear
regime is the magnitude of the slopes are much larger as a
consequence of a larger nonlinear response in the system for
input powers of 520 mW. One could extrapolate these curves
as a linear regression back to the crystal front face z = −20
mm and see that the value does not reach zero. It is clear
in the range of speeds from Ω = 50 − 1000 deg/s, where the
value would be non-zero at the crystal front face, and thus a
nonlinear trajectory is suspected.

continuous function, one can see that the maximum drag
should be closer to Ωc ≈ 150 deg/s, rather than the dis-
crete points that suggest 100 degs/s. It is clear that the
two exponentials indeed fit the discrete points taken at
low to high rotation speeds and provides strong evidence
that the transverse shift scales exponentially. Table I
shows the fit parameters for each position along z for an
input power of 520 mW. We see that the behaviour fol-
lows two exponentials with an offset constant value fits
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FIG. 12. A continuous fitting function consisting of the sum
of two exponentials. The transverse shift is plotted for the
highly nonlinear regime P0 = 520 mW for three positions
along z: z = 0 in blue, z = 7.62 mm, in yellow, and z =
15.24 mm in green. Similar behaviour can be seen in the case
of an input power of P0 = 100 mW with transverse shifts
of smaller magnitude. The form of the fitting function is
f(Ω) = a + be−Ω/c + de−Ω/f , where a, b, c, d, and f are
fitting constants. One can see that the maximum drag should
be closer to Ωc ≈ 150 deg/s, while discrete points in Fig.
11 suggest 100 degs/s. It is clear that the two exponentials
indeed fit the discrete points from low to high rotation speeds
and provides strong evidence that the transverse shift scales
with a sum of exponentials.

well with our data. This is then used with the simula-
tions parameters to understand the full system and the
nonlinear propagation within and after the crystal. The
fitting function acts on a higher order component of the
generalized nonlinear Schrodinger equation seen in the
main text, manipulating the effective group index.

Townes profile formation and nonlinear refraction
estimation

Although the system is considered instantaneous in
this work, it is of interest to study the time response
of the system and the ability to reach steady-state.
When the ruby crystal is stationary, i,e. ωrot = 0
deg/s, the time response of the system can stabilize and
reach steady-state where interesting solutions to wave-
propagation are possible. A self-focusing nonlinearity
was observed in a stationary version of this experiment,
and thus nonlinear refraction contributes to transverse
shifting of the beam due to nonlinear deflection. The in-
dex gradient impinged on the crystal would move with
the rotation of the crystal causing the beam to follow
in the direction of higher index. The magnitude of this

Fitting Parameters
Position (mm) a b c d f

0 28.4 334 46.3 302 959
7.52 31.0 362 42.7 326 1052
15.24 38.1 456 44.7 412.8 937

TABLE I. Results of the fitting parameters a, b, c, d, f , g and
h for the effective group index in the highly nonlinear (P0 =
520 mW) regime for all rotation speeds (Ω = 1− 9000 deg/s).
We fit a continuous function consisting of two exponentials
and a constant offset of the form: f(Ω) = a+be−Ω/c+de−Ω/f .

gradient is

∆n ≈ n2
2P

πw2
o

= (10−12m2/W )
2× (520× 10−3W )

π(10−5m)2
= 3.3× 10−7,

(11)
where n2 ≈ 10−8m2/W is the nonlinear refractive index,
P is the power, and wo is the beam waist. The value
of n2 is not known at 473 nm, however the value was
measured at 532 nm and used in this calculation as an
order of magnitude estimation [44]. Fig. 13 shows evi-
dence to formation of a well-known soliton solution, the
Townes Profile. This supports the fact that there is a self-
focusing nonlinearity in our system, and further studies
are needed to quantify the value of n2(λ = 473nm) and
fit the Townes profile.

The beam waist used here was much bigger than that
of the one used in the transverse drag experimental data,
and thus the timescale to reach equilibrium is much
longer. Fig. 13 suggests that nonlinear refraction is
strong enough to match the amount of diffraction in the
system and stabilize into a steady-state solution. Here,
the change in waist should be equivalent to the change
in index due to the nonlinear refraction. Further work is
needed to measure these values, but it is clear that the
self-focusing length scale is on the order of the diffrac-
tion length scale. Furthermore, the non-instantaneous
response of the system will be the subject of a further
study to understand how the timescale can affect the
amount of transverse shift. Furthermore, once the beam
reaches steady-state, the transverse beam profile reaches
a form of the Townes profile. Since the system is using a
continuous-wave laser passing through a 2-cm-long solid-
state ruby rod, forming a soliton is interesting as most
solitons are created using pulsed lasers that propagate
over several metres. Moreover, it would be of interest to
see if solitons are also subject to drag and can propagate
without breaking up.
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FIG. 13. The effect of input beam power on beam shape in a stationary medium for a beam waist of 3 mm. Four powers are
shown (a) P0 = 10 mW, (b) P0 = 12 mW, (c) P0 = 398 mW, and (d) P0 = 520 mW, where the blue (P0 = 10 mW) and
cyan (P0 = 12 mW) curves do not meet the threshold power to show nonlinear refraction and thus self-focusing. Increasing
input laser power causes the input beam to self-interact and self-focus creating a spatial soliton. This solitonic behaviour is
seen in the yellow (P0 = 398 mW) and red (P0 = 520 mW) curves which are significantly more intense and show a change to
the beam’s transverse profile. One can see that moderate intensity (P0 = 398 mW) shows slightly less self-focusing than that
of the red curve (P0 = 520 mW). The red curve approaches a stable solitonic type solution, known as the Townes Profile. The
tapering and stabilization of the beam waist for a Gaussian beam as a result of a self-focusing nonlinearity is a well-known
characteristic of spatial solitons. The observation of the Townes profile here indicates there is a considerably large nonlinear
index in the system at an input wavelength of λ0 = 473 nm. The beam is not focused by a lens in this case and is the straight
output of the laser with a beam diameter of 3 mm. Townes profile formation with CW lasers is uncommon as most soliton
solutions are formed using pulsed lasers that needs sufficiently long distances of propagation to stabilize [45].
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