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We describe a gyroscope that measures rotation based on the effects of the rotation

on the polarization of light. Rotation induces a differential phase shift in the propa-

gation of left and right circularly polarized light and this phase shift can be measured

in suitably designed interferometric setups. The signal in this setup is independent

of the frequency of light, unlike various sources of noise such as vibrations, which

cause phase shifts that depend on the frequency. Such vibrations are the practical

limit on the sensitivity of conventional Sagnac-style optical interferometers that are

typically used as gyroscopes. In the proposed setup, one can potentially mitigate

this source of noise by simultaneously using two (or more) sources of light that have

different frequencies. The signal in this setup scales with the total storage time of

the light. Due to its frequency independence, it is thus most optimal to measure

the signal using superconducting RF systems where the high finesse of the available

cavities enables considerably longer storage times than is possible in an optical setup.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Precision gyroscopes have a number of important uses, ranging from inertial navigation to

fundamental physics applications such as tests of General Relativity. A number of precision

techniques have been developed to measure rotations. This includes the use of the Sagnac

effect in optical [1–3] and atomic interferometers [4], measurements of nuclear spin preces-

sion [5, 6] and gyroscopy based on the Josephson effect in superfluid Helium SHeQUIDs [7].

Given the broad range of applications for precision gyroscopy, it is interesting to develop

new techniques that can potentially achieve greater sensitivity. In this paper, we propose a

new method to measure rotation by looking for its effects on the polarization of light.

The basic physical principle behind this measurement scheme is as follows. Rotation

changes the dispersion relation of circularly polarized light (see e.g., [8–14]), leading to a

differential shift in the dispersion relation for left- and right-circularly polarized light. This

shift leads to a relative phase between suitably stored right- and left-circularly polarized

light, which can be measured precisely using interferometry. The key advantage of this

method of measurement, as we will show below, is that the phase shift is independent of the

frequency of light: it depends only on the rotation rate and the time for which the light is

stored. This is unlike the case of the Sagnac effect that is typically used to measure rotation

using light, where the rotation manifests as a length change. In that case, the phase shift

is directly proportional to the frequency of light. A key limitation of gyroscopes based on

the Sagnac effect is vibration of the mirrors used in the setup; such vibrations cause relative

length changes in the apparatus which lead to phase shifts that are also directly proportional

to the frequency of light, preventing the system from distinguishing between rotations and

vibrations. However, in the measurement scheme proposed in this paper, the phase shift

caused by polarization is independent of the frequency of the light whereas phase shifts

arising from vibrations will be directly proportional to the frequency. Due to this difference,

one can envisage a setup where two frequencies of light are used to measure simultaneously,

breaking the degeneracy between the signal from rotation and the noise from vibration. That

is, because rotations and vibrations cause phase shifts that scale differently with frequency,

the phase shift difference between the two frequencies can be used to measure and subtract

out vibrations, giving access to the signal from rotations that is common to both frequencies.

The independence of the signal on the frequency of light also implies that the signal is
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the same whether we use optical or radio frequencies (RF) to measure the signal. Since

the signal also scales with the storage time of the light, it is advantageous to use radio-

frequency light for this measurement since these frequencies can be stored for considerably

longer periods of time (for example, in superconducting cavities) than optical light. We will

thus consider the use of suitably designed RF cavities to detect this effect in the rest of this

paper, although the same technique can be used at optical frequencies, but with reduced

overall sensitivity.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section II, we compute the effects of

rotation on left- and right-circularly polarized light. Following this, in section III we propose

a measurement scheme to detect this effect in a suitably designed Fabry–Pérot cavity. We

estimate the fundamental sensitivity of such a scheme in section IV and compare the reach

of this scheme to that of the conventional Sagnac scheme. We also comment on various

systematic effects that may prevent us from achieving this fundamental limit and suggest

some potential ways to mitigate these effects. Following this, we conclude in section V.

Appendix A gives more general discussion of solutions for light propagating in the assumed

rotating cavity setups than those discussed in the main text. The analysis in the main text

of this paper is performed in a rotating frame; we describe the analysis in the inertial frame

in appendix B.

II. THE SIGNAL

In this section, we compute the effect of rotation on the polarization of light. We begin

with a simple situation: assume that there is a system rotating around the z axis with a

rotation rate Ω. Imagine that from the origin, we send left- or right-circularly polarized light

along the z axis. How is the polarization affected by the rotation?

Let us analyze this system first in the rotating frame. In this frame, the metric that

describes the system is:

ds2 =
(
−1 + Ω2

(
x2 + y2

))
dt2 − 2Ω y dtdx+ 2Ωx dtdy + dx2 + dy2 + dz2 . (1)

Working in the Weyl gauge A0 = 0, consider the propagation of two electromagnetic

waves with vector potentials:

(A±)µ = A0
±e

i(ωt−k±z) (0, 1,± i, Az (t, x, y, z)) , (2)
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where A± correspond, respectively, to right (−) and left (+) circularly polarized light.1

Here, Az = ±iΩ(x ± iy), which vanishes in the limit x → 0, y → 0 (appropriate when the

transverse size of the light beam is small compared to 1/Ω). Waves of the form at (2) are

solutions to the vacuum Maxwell equations that have the following dispersion relations:

k± = ω ∓ Ω . (3)

This shows that right- and left-circularly polarized light will travel with different wave-

numbers k±. If they travel for a distance L, the differential phase between the right and

left circularly polarized light will be ΩL, independent of the frequency ω of the light. We

discuss more general orientations for the rotation with respect to the propagation direction

of the light in appendix A.

How can we understand this result in an inertial frame? In this frame, the propagation

of the light is unaffected by the rotation since the light simply moves in Minkowski space.

However, the source of the polarized light is rotating in this frame. This leads to a continually

increasing relative phase between the propagating light and the polarization axis of the source

that produces the light.

The signal is thus similar to that which arises in nuclear spin gyroscopes. In these, the

nuclear spins act as an inertial reference, with their orientation unaffected by rotation. How-

ever, rotation causes the sensing apparatus to rotate, resulting in a relative rotation between

the spin and the measuring apparatus. Similarly, in the case of this signal, the polarized

states of the light act as inertial references. The signal then arises due to the relative rota-

tion between this inertial reference and the rotating apparatus used to produce/detect the

polarized light.

III. THE SETUP

The optimal way to measure the shift (3) in the wavenumber caused by the rotation is

to convert it into a phase. To maximize this phase, it is advantageous to expose the light

to the rotation for as long as possible. In order to achieve this in a compact device, the

light has to be held in a cavity of some kind. Further, we also need a measurement scheme

1 Given our sign conventions, the left/right definitions for handedness adopted here match those seen by

the emitter.
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that significantly suppresses dominant sources of noise such as frequency and phase noise in

the light, as well as systematics that may arise from vibrations in the cavity. Motivated by

these considerations, we propose the setup described in figure 1.

Light Source

Detector

Fabry Perot Cavity
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FIG. 1. The Scheme to Measure Rotation: Linearly polarized light is sent through a suitable

polarization apparatus which splits the beam into left (red) and right (green) circularly polarized

beams. These are stored in two Fabry–Pérot cavities that are aligned with the axis of rotation Ω⃗.

The differential phase between these two beams is free of phase and frequency noise from the light

source, but retains the rotation signal.

In this setup, we have two Fabry–Pérot cavities, each of length L and finesse F . The

cavities are aligned along the direction of rotation Ω⃗. We produce linearly polarized light

from a suitable source. This light is split and one part of it is sent to a suitable optical

element [i.e., a quarter-wave (λ/4) plate] which converts it to left circularly polarized light

while the other part is sent to a different quarter-wave plate that converts that part to right

circularly polarized light. The two beams are sent to two different Fabry–Pérot cavities

where they are stored for a time ∼ FL. After this time, the beams are sent back through

the quarter-wave plates and recombined. The interfered beam is detected at the detector.

In this scheme, the wavenumbers of the left- and right-circularly polarized light experience
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different shifts. This difference manifests as a relative phase shift between these two beams

when they are re-interfered. We want the signal in this setup to scale with FL, the total

time for which the light is held in the cavity. If the mirrors of the cavity are made with

conventional reflecting surfaces, the overall phase of the electromagnetic vector potential

(A±)µ changes by π upon reflection. But, the reflection does not cause a relative phase

between the x and y components of (A±)µ. It can then be shown that for the reflected

wave also the wave-numbers are k± = ω∓Ω. Thus, the phase accumulated by the light will

continually add. In other words, while left- (right-) circularly polarized light becomes right-

(left-) circularly polarized upon reflection, since the direction of the light has also changed,

the effect of the rotation on the wave-number remains the same.2 Another way to understand

the continual addition of phase regardless of the direction of travel of the light in the cavity

is that the flip of left- to right-handedness (and vice versa) of the light upon reflection off

the mirrors is an helicity flip that occurs because the linear momentum of the light changes

sign but the angular momentum does not. Because the relative orientation of the angular

momentum of the light and that of the rotation of the cavities is however unchanged after

the bounce off the mirror, the phase shift to the light induced by the rotation continues to

add for trips in either direction in the cavity.

The phase shift between the two arms of the interferometer is (see, e.g., [15]):

∆Φ ∼ 4F
π

ΩL . (4)

In general, this signal can be either larger or smaller by a factor of O(1) depending on choices

made for the relative cavity orientations and on the orientation of the rotation axis with

respect to the cavity orientation. Notice that since the phase shift ∆Φ is a differential phase,

it is free of frequency and phase noise inherent to the light source. Relative motions of the

mirrors of the cavity will also cause uncancelled phase shifts in this setup. But, crucially, the

phase shift caused by a relative length shift δL is ω δL, where ω is the frequency of the light.

This is frequency dependent, unlike (4) which is frequency independent. Since low-frequency

vibrations are a limiting source of noise for conventional Sagnac gyroscopes, we now see the

potential advantage of the proposed measurement scheme: one can operate the entirety of

the above setup with two different frequencies of light simultaneously. Since the phase shifts

2 The situation is thus similar to the accumulation of phase for light stored in a cavity in the presence of

a static axion gradient (cf. [15]), as opposed to a long-period time-dependent dark-matter axion field for

which the phase accumulation cancels out when employing conventional mirrors in the cavity (cf. [12]).
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from the rotational signal and vibrational noise scale differently with the frequency of the

light, we can use the difference between the phase shifts at the two frequencies as an effective

measurement of the vibrations in the system, allowing us to subtract it off and gain access

to the common phase-shift between the two frequencies that encodes the rotation rate Ω.

The setup described above can be implemented with a variety of light sources, whether

optical or RF. However, there is a distinct advantage to using RF sources instead of optical

light. The signal (4) is independent of the frequency ω of the light and only depends on

the storage time FL of the light. Due to the existence of ultra-high-finesse superconducting

RF cavities, RF light can be stored for considerably longer periods than optical light. From

this perspective, it is thus advantageous to realize this setup using RF rather than optical

sources. The disadvantage of the RF source though is that the longer wavelength of the RF

light requires larger mirrors for the cavities to combat diffractive losses and thus gyroscopes

using RF light may not be useful in applications where the compactness of the device is a

significant design constraint.

IV. SENSITIVITY

The fundamental limit on the sensitivity of this setup is set by the shot noise limit on

the resolution of the phase shift (4). This yields (e.g., [15]):

Ω ∼ 10−11 Hz√
Hz

(√
109

F

) (
1m

L

)√
1MW

Pmax

√
ω

2π × 10GHz
(5)

for a device operating with a circulating power Pmax. We have used fiducial parameters

suitable for superconducting RF cavities in this estimate. Note that the required input

power to the cavity is only ∼ Pmax/F ∼ 1mW× (Pmax/1MW)× (109/F). In the estimate

at (5), we took a finesse of F ∼ 109. For reasons related to RF cavity control at such high

finesse, this may be an aggressive assumption; see, e.g., the extended discussion of this point

in a related context in [15]. A more conservative assumption would be F ∼ 107, for which

cavity control requirements are significantly relaxed; this would however only degrade our

sensitivity estimate at (5) by one order of magnitude, and the input power required would

still only be ∼ 0.1W.

The theoretical fundamental sensitivity of this device is thus greater than the demon-

strated sensitivities ∼ 10−8 Hz√
Hz

of terrestrial gyroscopes [4] that are constructed with optical
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or atom interferometers in the Sagnac configuration, or nuclear-spin-based gyroscopes.

Given this limit, it is interesting to compare the sensitivity of our proposed approach to

the theoretical sensitivities of the Sagnac setup. In the Sagnac configuration, where the arm

lengths of the setup are L, the phase shift is (see, e.g., [3])

∆ΦS ∼ F ωΩL2 , (6)

assuming for the purposes of comparison that the Sagnac configuration is operating such that

the light completes N ∼ F loops around the Sagnac ring before being read out. Comparing

(6) to (4), we see that the conventional Sagnac phase shift is parametrically a factor of ωL

larger than the polarization phase shift that we have considered in this paper. For optical

light, ωL ≫ 1 is typical for a macroscopic cavity; for RF, ωL is typically not as large, leading

to a smaller parametric enhancement for an RF Sagnac configuration.

A naive reading of this result would suggest that our proposed approach is therefore

inferior. However, this result must be interpreted with nuance and care: while it is true that

a Sagnac interferometer has a fundamental shot-noise limited sensitivity that, for the same

assumed parameters, is parametrically enhanced as compared to the approach we propose,

most practical Sagnac interferometers are limited not by their shot-noise floor, but instead

by vibrational noise sources that cannot even in principle be distinguished by the signal of

rotation. To understand why this is the case, consider that in a typical Sagnac configuration,

light propagates in two different directions along a closed loop. Rotation causes one of these

paths to be longer than the other, resulting in a phase shift signal that is proportional to the

frequency ω of the light. In the absence of rotation, suppose one of the optical elements in

the Sagnac interferometer instead experiences a low-frequency vibrational motion. Since the

light rays traverse the Sagnac loop along different directions, they experience the position of

this vibrating optical element at slightly different times. This results in an uncommon length

difference between the two light paths, leading to a phase shift that is also proportional to the

frequency of the light, ω. In a Sagnac setup therefore, there is no way, even in principle, to

distinguish a signal of rotation from a vibration of the optical elements; vibrations therefore

constitute an irreducible noise floor.

By contrast, our proposed approach makes it possible to distinguish vibrational noise

of the optical elements from the rotation signal. We envisage the simultaneous use of two
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different (cavity-resonant) frequencies of light in making our measurement. If one considers

all light arriving at the interferometric readout at a given time then (assuming the finesse is

flat with frequency) all its frequency components will have always followed the same optical

path in the apparatus, and will thus have encountered the same stochastically vibrating

optical elements everywhere in the optical path at the same times. The implication is that

all frequencies will experience a common (although stochastic over time) length fluctuation

of the two cavities during the time the light resides in the apparatus. This common length

fluctuation will however give rise to different, although proportional, phase shifts at each

light frequency. However, the rotation signal (4) in this setup is independent of the light

frequency. It is therefore in principle possible to distinguish the phase noise arising from

vibrations of optical elements from a true rotation signal in our proposed measurement: the

vibrational signal shows up in the differential phase shift between the two frequencies, and

can be subtracted off to expose the rotationally induced phase that is common to both (or

all) frequencies. This ability of our proposed technique to ameliorate vibrational noise could

thus enable it to achieve greater sensitivity in practice than is achievable with the Sagnac

configuration.

We now comment on an important systematic issue that may prevent the proposed gyro-

scope from achieving the fundamental sensitivity (4); namely, potential shifts to the polar-

ization vector of the light whenever the light reflects from the mirror. This effect would scale

with the finesse F , but it is independent of the cavity length L. This is unlike the signal from

the rotation which scales with L. Given this difference, it should, in principle, be possible

to mitigate the effects of such a shift. One could operate the gyroscope with various cavity

lengths and use the difference in the functional dependence of the signal and this systematic

to calibrate this effect out. With such a calibration, the systematic could still affect this

measurement if there is a time dependent contribution to this polarization shift, leading to

a change in the magnitude of the effect between the calibration and the operation of the

device. It is reasonable to expect that in a superconducting RF setup, the cause of such

a polarization shift is due to mechanical imperfections in the mirrors themselves and that

these imperfections are likely to be static. It is thus reasonable that the time dependence

of these shifts is small, but this question would have to be carefully studied under realistic

experimental conditions.

The envisaged operation of this light-based gyroscope would be as a final fine-measurement
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stage. That is, we presume that this gyroscopic assembly would be mounted on a set of

nulling gimbals designed to cancel most of the gross rotational motion of the platform being

monitored. It is for this reason that we have analysed only rotational motion oriented around

the axis of the light propagation; large rotational motion around another axis would induce

additional phase shifts and phase gradients across cavity mirrors that would complicate the

analysis. If fine measurement along multiple axes is required, either a set of orthogonal light

gyroscopes could be used, or the additional phase shifts induced by rotation about an axis

different from the cavity symmetry axis would need to be understood in more detail. See

also appendix A for further discussion.

Moreover, it is likely that in order to impute the high degree of rotational measurement

precision made available by this light gyroscope to a measurement of the platform whose

rotational state is desired to be known, either an extremely rigid set of mounts to the

platform would be required, or alternatively active metrology and feedback would be needed

to measure and control for any relative motion of the gyroscope assembly and the platform

due to, e.g., vibrations.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have outlined a new protocol that measures rotation through its effects

on the polarization of light. The independence of the rotation signal on the frequency of

light enables this setup to potentially combat systematics arising from vibrational noise

that confront typical Sagnac-style interferometric measurements of rotation. Further, the

frequency independence of the signal also means that one could measure this signal using

high-finesse RF systems where the long storage time of the light can significantly enhance

the sensitivity of the apparatus. If successfully developed, the technology developed here

may have broad applications in commercial and scientific areas. From the perspective of

fundamental physics, it might be interesting to investigate if RF gyroscopes can be used to

detect physics that uniquely impacts the spin of light, such as the Lense–Thirring effect of

General Relativity or dark-matter candidates such as axions and/or axion-like particles.
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Appendix A: Generic rotations

Our purpose in this appendix is to demonstrate that the phase shift of the transverse

vector potentials considered in the main text still holds even when there are additional small

rotations about axes orthogonal to the cavity symmetry axis.

Let the cavity symmetry axis be the z-axis. For a generic rotation Ω⃗ ≡ (Ωx,Ωy,Ωz), the

metric in the cavity-fixed frame would read:

gµνdx
µdxν = (−1 + |Ω⃗ ∧ r⃗|2)dt2 + 2(Ω⃗ ∧ r⃗)·dr⃗ dt+ |dr⃗|2 . (A1)

Working in Weyl gauge, where the potential can be written as

Aµ = (0, Ax, Ay, Az) ≡ (0, A⃗) , (A2)

we can perturb about the solution at (2), which is exact when Ωx = Ωy = 0. Suppose that

we treat Ωx,Ωy as formal small parameters by sending Ωx,y → ϵΩx,y, and that we write

each component of the vector potential as a power series in ϵ. Substituting into Maxwell’s

equations (MEs), expanding in powers of ϵ, and satisfying the resulting equations that occur

at each independent power of ϵ separately, allows us to derive a systematic perturbative

expansion in powers of the formal small parameter ϵ. Moreover, we will also consider the

solution only close to the symmetry axis of the cavity, such that we can take x, y → 0 after
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substituting into MEs.3

The following perturbative expansion around the solution at (2) results from this proce-

dure:

Aµ = (0, 1, iσ, Az)e
iωt−ikz; k = ω − σΩz (A3a)

Az = iσΩz(x+ iσy) + σ
Ωx + iσΩy

ω − σΩz

[
1− i(ω − σΩz)z −

1

4
ω(2ω − σΩz)(x

2 + y2)

]
. (A3b)

For the avoidance of doubt, this solution is approximate in the following sense. If Ωx =

Ωy = 0, this solution is exact. If Ωx,Ωy ̸= 0, then after substituting into MEs, this solution

fails to satisfy MEs by terms that fall into the following three categories: (1) terms linear in

Ωi (i = x, y) [i.e., O(ϵ)] but which vanish at x = y = 0; (2) terms quadratic in ΩiΩj (i = x, y)

[i.e., O(ϵ2)] that vanish at x = y = 0; and (3) terms quadratic in ΩiΩj (i = x, y) [i.e., O(ϵ2)]

that do not vanish at x = y = 0.

Let us spell out the orders of these terms more explicitly. MEs are a series of second order

differential equations as far as the vector potentials are concerned. The leading terms that

cancel out upon substitution of the correct dispersion relation are of O(ω2, ωk, k2) ∼ O(ω2).

To make dimensionless comparisons with these overall leading terms in MEs, we will therefore

imagine having divided MEs by ω2 after substitution, and will quote the orders of the leading

remaining dimensionless corrections at O(ϵ, ϵ2) that fall into each of the three categories

listed above, assuming that Ωx,y,z ≪ ω. Category (1): terms of O(ωx2
iΩj, ωx

2
ixjΩkΩz, Ωixj)

where i, j, k = x, y. Category (2): terms of O(ΩiΩjxkz, ΩiΩjxk/ω, ωΩiΩjxkxℓz, ΩiΩjxkxℓ)

where i, j, k, ℓ = x, y. Category (3): terms of O(Ω2
i z/ω, ΩiΩj/ω

2) where i, j = x, y.

Therefore, so long as xiΩj ≪ 1, Ωzz ≪ 1, Ωzxi ≪ 1, Ωiz ≪ 1, these terms are all auto-

matically small, with the possible exception of terms of O(ωx2
iΩj) [category (1)] and those of

O(ωxkxℓzΩiΩj) [category (2)], which contain factors ∼ ωz, ωxi, which are in general large.

To guarantee that these terms are also small, it suffices to impose one more requirement:

ωΩixjxk ≪ 1 (note: this is parametrically sufficient, but not necessary if the previous con-

ditions are strongly numerically satisfied). Roughly, and up to numerical factors, this says

that the transverse beam size should be parametrically smaller than the geometric mean of

the EM wavelength and the inverse rotation rate about the x, y axes.

3 Of course, because ME are differential equations, it is important for the purposes of checking if this is a

good solution to keep terms ∼ xn, ym until after substitution in the MEs. That is, to only set x, y → 0

after such substitution.
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Under these conditions, which are all easy to satisfy, we see also that the Az terms are also

small corrections. Moreover, the transverse vector-field components Ax, Ay are not corrected

at O(ϵ), and nor is the leading dispersion relation.

We therefore conclude that, we long as the mild conditions derived in this appendix hold,

the approach we advanced in the main text will continue to apply even when Ωx,y ̸= 0, so

long as these rotation rates are sufficiently small.

Appendix B: Inertial frame and rotation of the apparatus

We can describe the system in the inertial frame by solving the ordinary field equations

∂µF
µν = 0 for the inertial vector field Aµ, provided appropriate boundary conditions that

describe a rotating source. In the case of a rotation Ω around the ẑ axis, for a planar source

of circularly polarized light localized at z = 0 the field will take the form Aµ = ϵµe
i(ω∗t−kz).

At the boundary z = 0 the field will take the form AB
µ (t) = eiωt(0, e−iσΩt, iσe−iσΩt, 0) and

the boundary conditions will read Aµ(t, z = 0) = AB
µ (t). This implies ω∗ = ω − σΩ so that

the solution to the inertial equations of motion is:

Aµ = ei((ω−σΩ)t−kz)(0, 1, iσ, 0) , k = ω − σΩ . (B1)

This solution also satisfies the condition Aµ(t, z) = AB
µ (t− k

ω∗
z), meaning that as the wave-

front propagates, the polarization stays the same as it was at the moment of emission.

The argument above shows that for circular polarization, regardless of the ratio Ω/ω, the

resulting field can be expressed in terms of a single circularly polarized mode.

After the field has traveled for an interval L in the ẑ direction, two signals with op-

posite circular polarizations can be interfered to read the phase shift. This happens

through a rotating apparatus, for which the basis of circularly polarized light is given

by ϵσ = (0, e−iσΩt, iσe−iσΩt, 0). In this basis, the signal Aµ(t, L) will still have a polarization-

dependent phase:

Aµ = ϵσe
i(ωt−kL) = ϵσe

iω(t−L)eiσΩL . (B2)

This makes clear that reading the signal from a rotating lab does not remove the polarization-

dependent phase shift. Indeed, while the time dependent part of the phase-shift between

different polarizations is absorbed by the basis, the space dependent relative phase accu-
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mulated over the interval L does not cancel. This is the same phase-shift one sees in the

non-inertial frame.

If the signal emitted was, e.g., linearly polarized in the rotating frame, then the situa-

tion would be different. In the inertial frame the boundary condition would be: AB
µ (t) =

eiωt(0, cos(Ωt),− sin(Ωt), 0), meaning that in this case the propagating field would be ex-

pressed as a linear combination of circularly polarized modes:

2Aµ = ei((ω−Ω)t−k+z)(0, 1, i, 0) + ei((ω+Ω)t−k−z)(0, 1,−i, 0) , k± = ω ∓ Ω . (B3)

This solution does again satisfy Aµ(t, z) = AB
µ (t−z), meaning that as a wavefront propagates

it remains a linear combination of the two circular polarizations emitted initially. Since these

have different dispersion relations, they accumulate a relative phase, resulting in a rotation

of the plane of linear polarization (cf. [8–14]).
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