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Three-dimensional coherence matrix and degree of polarization
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Inspecting three-dimensional partially polarized ligktds we show that there is no unambiguous correspon-
dence between the three-dimensional field and coherenciifaatlight beam tensor). Therefore, it is needed
to clarify the definition of unpolarized light. We believeathunpolarized field should be treated as light of
equiprobable polarizations similar to the case of two-disienal light. Then degree of polarization bridges two
definitions of the three-dimensional degrees of polamzekinown in literature. We reveal that only 6 Stokes pa-
rameters are sufficient to describe the coherence matrixhéde parameters can be retrieved from the in-plane
measurements of two-dimensional coherence matrices.

PACS numbers: 42.25.-p, 42.25.Ja, 42.25.Kb

I. INTRODUCTION is discussed. The problem of the reconstruction of the three
dimensional light beam'’s tensor using the in-plane measure
The well-established concept of polarization plays impor_ments is considered in Section V. Section VI concludes the

tant part in the modern theories and applications. Optic?aper'
of metamaterials, transformation optics, and nonlinear op

tics are the basis for constructing smart devices for effect

light control. Together with the materials the electrometgm

fields become also more intricate. For example, accelerated . . . . L
Airy beams, nonparaxial Bessel beams, and knotted fields When one characterizes 2D partially polarized light, it is
propose the novel interesting physics behind thémwith mtunwgl_y clear tha}t the polarlzgd light is ?he cphergm S
more complicated three-dimensional electromagnetic seamP€rPOsition of partial waves, while unpolarized light isnRo

the generalizatioRsof the degree of polarization and coher- CONerent superposition of partial waves which polarizetio
ence matrix may be appreciated. are equiprobable. For the 3D light one naturally keeps the

The th t bolarizati " developed in th definition of polarized wav. Unpolarized light is not well
afore?imeeger)r/] tSrieps(? TDr(I)Zir?clgpe’gpsIcr;sérvsg?oskesevz:)a?rﬁe tel,\%s €defined and treated as something complicated. In this $ectio
Wolf's coherence métriﬁ 2% 2 Jongs matri;%—o4>€4 Mueller ' we justify the definition of the 3D unpolarized light as super

| ; .. position of equiprobably polarized non-coherent wavefién t
matrixt! etc. The coherence matrix serves for the descriptio ; quip yp
¢ dall larized b hen it tes | i hree-dimensional space.
ofa partially polarized beéam, When [t propagates in a aertal - o4 \\g start with the 2D unpolarized light. Is it really clear

racti 2,13 i i
?lrtehctlon. lnIIRd?fS:;_tE thetcoherenﬁg rr]nlfltrlx was ggn?ral.'tﬁedthat the partially polarized beam consists of completelapo
0 the so calledight beam tensor, which Keeps Invariant wi ized beam and completely unpolarized beam and, therefore,

respect to the rptf_;ltions in th_e three-dimen_sional space. Thcan be described by the 2D coherence matrix? Consider a de-
cohergnce matrix is the special representation of thiotéds vice (incomplete polarizer) that can transmit only the veave
quantity. which polarizations belong to an angle sector as indicated i
In the present paper we investigate the light beam tengig. [J(a). Then the incident naturally polarized beam be-
sor for the three-dimensional electromagnetic beams. én thcomes unpolarized light which polarizations are equipbi®a
previous studies, the three-dimensional coherence m&rix in this angle sector. When several such beams are mixed (Fig.
Stokes parameters, and three-dimensional degree of paiari [fj)), the 2D state of polarization cannot be fully desatibe
tion were introduced™> However, the proposed degree of by the regular coherence matrix. Should we say that the co-
polarization is just the mathematical generalization eftho-  herence matrix of the 2D field is limited? We think it is just
dimensional coherence matrix. Physically justified 3D @egr needed to consider usual definition of the unpolarized kght
Of polarizatioﬁ'—s_lo as the I‘atiO Of the intensity Of the fu"y Superposition of equiprobab'e po'arizations_
polarized field to the total intensity turns out to be diffétre  The similar story is usually narrated for 3D electromagneti
quantity. fields. It is accepted that a 3D partially polarized field can
In Section Il of the paper we discuss the definition of thebe presented as superposition of completely polarized, ligh
unpolarized field and find out that the 3D coherence matrixxcompletely unpolarized light (mix of equiprobably polaxiz
is not able to describe the general beam structure. In Seevaves), and something else which is related to unpolarized
tion Il we derive that the mathematically generalized @egr light (2D unpolarized light according to R&f). In general,
of polarizatiod*1® coincides with physically defined oHe  electric field of the 3D unpolarized light can be treated as th
when the beam consists of completely polarized and comsum of electric fields of different unpolarized electromeiig
pletely unpolarized compone#ts In this case we study the beams, such as in-plane completely unpolarized, completel
light beam tensor in details. This beam tensor involves 6énly unpolarized waves with wavevectors lying on the cone (Besse
independent parameters, therefore, requires 6 Stokemparabeams), etc. Some examples are demonstrated ifiFig. 2. Itis
eters. In Section 1V, the choice of the 6 Stokes parametersvident that if the 3D unpolarized field is formed by many

II. UNPOLARIZED LIGHT
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such partial beams, we need much more than 9 parameters (a) (b) )
which are introduced to describe thex3 coherence matrix. z
Thus we fundamentally cannot retrieve the realistic stmect

of the 3D field, if we know nothing of the field.

Let us inspect the consequences of the above reasoning ap-
plied for the coherence matrices (light beam tensors). Supe
position of non-coherent elementary plane was&swith the
same direction of propagatid® = kn, wheres enumerates
the elementary waves® is the wavevectorn| = 1, is de-

scribed by the light beam tengé#3 FIG. 1: (a) Incident natural light is polarized within theghe sector
in the beam plane. (b) 2D beam generated as the superpaosition
©, = z E® @ E®*, ®on = nd, =0, (1)  beams unpolarized in three angle sectors.
S

elementary tensors, dyads.
Three-dimensional light represents the superpositiort-of e
ementary waves, which can possess not only random phases

and polarizations, but alsdirections of propagation, i.e.
k(® = k®n(). Thus, the light beam tensor equals
N
D )
S /

In contrast to Eq.[{1), the additional limitations on the inea

tensordn = n® = 0 are not valid anymore. /
When the beam consists of coherent elementary waves, it is /

wherea® b is the dyad (tensor product of the vectarand \
b). In the index form(a®b)i; = ajbj, i, ] = 1,2,3. Quantity
@, defined by Eq.[{1) is indeed tensor, since it is composed of E /

fully polarized and the beam’s tensbr= E® E*. In the oppo-
site situation of 3D fully unpolarized light with equiprdtle
polarizations the beam tensor does not have a preferredt dire
tion and, thereforepp = Al, wherel is the identity tensor in
the three-dimensional space afaik a coefficient. FIG. 2: 3D partly polarized field as superposition of 3D urgpizied

As any self-conjugated tensab{ = ®, here 1 denotes Her- beam (electric fields are equiprobably directed), two Ewrgl unpo-
mitian conjugate), three-dimensional beam’s tensor can bkrized beams, and on-cone unpolarized beam. Black arraliczite
presented as a spectral expansion of the form wavevectork, colored arrows show electric fields

® = A1u; ® U] + A2u2 ® Us + A3uz ® U3, )

(22,":1 Bglg). If 6+ M > 9, we cannot reconstruct the struc-
whereAj = A7 andu; (i = 1,2,3) are the eigenvalues and ture of the beam using 9 parameters of the general 3D coher-
eigenvectors ofp, respectively. The eigenvectors are orthog-ence matrix Eq.[13). Nevertheless, the beam parameters can
onal and normalized asuj = &j, whereg; is Kronecker's e found, if we make more measurements than 9. But this can
delta. Spectral decomposition for the identity tensor cedu  be done only if we know the form of the coherence matrix,
to the completeness conditin= u; @U] + U2 QU3 +Us®U3.  e.g. Eq.[#).

Tensor® can be described by 9 independent parameters. If the directions of propagation of the 2D unpolarized
On the other hand, the general definitibh (2) can be writtetheams are unknown, it is necessary to introduce two addi-

in the form different from Eq.[{3), if we know something of tional parameters for each real unit veatgr, i.e. the number

the electromagnetic beam. For example, let the 3D field inof unknown parameters is equal ts-M. WhenM = 1, the

cludes the superposition of 2D completely unpolarized lleamcoherence matrix indeed can be presented as the sum of co-

with directions defined by the unit vectarg (a =1,...,M).  herent part, completely 3D unpolarized part, and completel

Then the beam tensor reads 2D unpolarized part, respectively:

M *
¢=Ep®ETJ+A1+ Z Bala, (4) ¢:Ep®Ep+A1+B(1—n®n). (5)
a=1

If the directions of propagation of 2D unpolarized beams are
wherely = 1 —ng ® ng is the projector onto the plane with known, it is feasible to specify 3D field using the coherence
normal vectorn,. If the directions of the normal vectors matrix Eq. [4) forM < 3.
are known, the tensor Eq[](4) depends on 5 parameters of Concluding this section, it is not possible to determine the
polarized field Ep ® Ep), 1 parameter of 3D fully unpolar- actual structure of either 3D or 2D field, if we know nothing
ized beam A1), andM parameters of 2D unpolarized beams about the field itself, because the coherence matrix does not



carry sufficient information. In 2D case, it is accepted that
fully unpolarized light possesses equiprobable in-plasiarp

3

the polarized and unpolarized beams ar@Ph) = (A1 — A2)
and Ti(®,) = 3A,, respectively. Degree of polarization for the

izations. We are convinced that the similar definition of thethree-dimensional light is equal to
completely unpolarized light should be used for the 3D light

If the beam is arbitrary, it is not sufficient to set even 9 comp Tr(®p) - A=Az
nents of the coherence matii} (3)uwambiguously determine (Pp) +Tr(Py)  Ar+2A7°
the structure of the beam.

Py = — (10)

The two eigenvalues of the coherence matrix can be found
using the two invariants gp. Usually the trace of the matrix
Tr(®) = (d); and the trace of the squared matriX ®f) =
(D?); are used. From = Aju ® U} + Ax(Up ® U+ Uz @ Uj)
one easily derives

IIl. THREE-DIMENSIONAL LIGHT

A. Form of light beam’s tensor

(P) =A+2hy, (PP =A2+2)2 (11)
According to the results of the previous Section we consider :
the 3D field as composed of completely 3D polarized light and ForAz < A1 we obtain
completely 3D unpolarized light. This means that there are n 1 \/ﬁ
specific directions and two forms of light beam tensor A= 3 (@) +1/6(®%)e —2(P)E ),
P = (A1 —A3)ur ®UT + (A2 — Ag)up @ U3 +Asl  (6) Ay = é (Z(cb)t —1/6(®2), — 2(CD)t2) . (12)
and L
Degree of polarization takes the form
P=(A1—AJur@ui+ (A3—AJuz@ui+A1 (7
(A1—=Aui@Ui+ (A3 —A2)us@uz+ A2l (7) . 3(9?), 1 w3
should be equivalent. Thus we conclude that= A3 and the 2 (v 2

beam tensor of the three-dimensional light equals

For completely polarized lighP; = 1 and (®?); = (®)2.
Completely unpolarized light is characterized By= 0 and
(®?); = (P)?/3. Thus, the degree of polarization is in the
interval 0< P; < 1.

It should be noted that the generalized degree of polariza-
3D field is completely polarized, when eigenvallle= 0,  tion obtained in Re#? coincides with Eq.[(1I3). This means
and completely unpolarized, when = A,. For all other val-  that the generalization of the 2D degree of polarization in-

ues 0< A, < A; one gets partially polarized light. Ed.(8) has herits the property of partially polarized beam to be splioi
clear physical meaning, because it includes intuitivelyjré®l  completely polarized and unpolarized parts. In other words
polarized and unpolarized beam’s tensors. The form of thehe degree of polarization in R&f.corresponds to the re-
three-dimensional beam tensér (8) can be formulated usingtricted coherence matrix E@J (8). When the coherencexnatri
another argumentation. In the three-dimensional spaeeg th is the general % 3 Hermitian matrix, the degree of polariza-
is the single distinguished direction of the polarized &lec  tion is expressed a9\1 — A2) /(A1 + A2+ A3) (see Retf). In
field u;. Therefore, we can construct only the tensor of thethis case, the three eigenvalues can be found using three in-
form au; @ uj + B1. variants of the coherence matrix(®), Tr(®?), and det®),
Two-dimensional light beam tensor is characterized by twaand closed-form expression fBs is expected to be more com-
distinguished directionsi; andn, and can be presented in the plicated. For the derived beam tenddr (8) the generalized an
similar form ag?:13 physically justified degrees of polarization are agreed laas
been pointed out in R&#

P = (A1 —A2)up®uy+Azl, (8)
where®, = (A1 — A2)uy ® uj and @y = A1 describe com-
pletely polarized and unpolarized light, respectively.

b, = (Al—/\z)U1®UI+/\2|, 9)
wherel = 1—n®n is the projection operator onto the plane
with normal vectom andu; = lu; is the vector in the plane
orthogonal ton. Eq. [8) differs from Eq.[{9) with the three-
dimensional vectou; and three-dimensional identity tensor.

C. From 3D to 2D degree of polarization

Transition from the three-dimensional light to the two-
dimensional one can be performed by excluding one eigen-
vector (assuming, e.guz = 0). In the previously derived
formulae we have considered vectey normalized by unity,
what should be violated in the 2D case. So, we will explicitly
. o o write the vectous in equations. Then Tdp) = (A1 —A2) and

Eq. (8) provides intuitive definition of the three- —2 2 d

. . Ve oe . Tr(®y) = A2(2+[ug), an
dimensional degree of polarization in terms of the eigenval
ues of the beam tensor. The trace of the coherence matrix
Tr(®) is proportional to the intensity of light. Intensity of

B. Degreeof polarization

AL—A2

P = T wD)

(14)
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In terms of the invariants of the coherence matrix, the de- Definition of the three-dimensional beam tensor in the form

gree of polarization of the beam takes the form (8) does not take into account the transversality condition
OE = 0. Completely polarized electric fiel can be found
P2 from the definition®, = EQ E* = (A1 — A2)up ®Uj. Then
P, — ( )t 15 o p i 1
3=0o+4/0n @7 az, (15)  the electric field equal& = exp(iy)v/A;— Azuz, while the
! transversality condition reads
where O(¥ /A1 — Asup) = 0. (20)
2 2 2)2
oo = |us| (|u§| _1)4 , 1= (2+|l;3| ) ~,  Ingeneral, the phasg(r) distribution cannot be supposed
2(1+ usl®+[us|?) 2(1+ |ug[* + [ug|?) and Eq. [2D) is the differential equation for the phése
(24 [usf)?(2+Jus*) .
T A1t U U (16) iV A1L—=A2(u10¢) + O(v/ A1 — Aoug) = 0. (21)

C]I'he number of independent parametersdas still 6.
When we know the phase, e.gt,= 3z (8 is the propaga-
on constant of the beam), the transversality condition

—B\//\l—)\z(ezul)—i—D(\/)\l—/\zul) =0 (22)

D. From 3D to 2D light beam’s tensor becomes the pair of restrictions @n» andu; of the form
Re(E) = 0 and IM{OE) = 0, so that the beam is fully de-

Three-dimensional beam’s tens@d (2) is the sum of thescribed by the 4 independent parameters (Stokes paremeters
dyadsE® @ E(9*. When we want to study the light on a When the beam consists of the plane waves propagating in the
plane, we need to consider projected fielg&(®, where direction of vectom, y(r) = k(nr) and v'A; — Apuy is con-

Im = 1—mem is the projector onto the plane with normal Stant. Eq.[(2R) readsu; = 0 ornE = 0. This is equivalent to

vectorm (Jm| = 1). The beam tensor composed of such pro-,the conditiongpb,n = nd, = 0 on the coherence matrix used

Egs. [I4) and(35) are valid both for three-dimensional an
two-dimensional fields. For 3D and 2D fields one needs tqi
apply|uz|?> = 1 and|ug|? = 0, respectively.

jected electric fields equals in the definition[(1). o _
Thus, if there are no preferred directions, the transvigysal
®o(m) = S 1-E® @ 1 EC* — | Pl 17 condition just exhibits the differential equation for thlegse
2(M) Z = mem () Y and does not decrease the number of the independent pa-

_ rameters, b, @1, ¢2, A1, andA,. If the phaseap is somehow
When the elementary waves of the beam propagate in thgefined, there are two additional equations for the parasiete
same directiom, we obtain the ordinary two-dimensional co- and we can use onlg, ¢1, A1, andA,. So, we should have

herence matrix 6 Stokes parameters for truly three-dimensional fields and 4
. Stokes parameters for 2D fields, when we can introduce the
D = In®Ply = (A — A2)ur @ Ui + Azln. (18)  preferred direction (say, the direction of the beam propaga

, o . tion).
Herelyuy = uy is the electric field vector in the plane of con-  The Stokes parameters can be introduced as it was done
stant phase. It should be noted that in general we can wate thy, Refl4 put then we need to choose only 6 parameters of
beam tensor projection amy plane accordingto EQL(L7). g \hich are independent. The rest 3 parameters can be ex-

pressed using the independent 6 parameters. One of sush link

between the Stokes parameters is shown below:
IV. STOKESPARAMETERS

N2+ {/\fﬁ/\g_ }2_4/\§+/\§ 23

If ® was the general matrix](3), it would contain 9 inde- /\% /\%+/\% /\EZSJF/\g’
pendent parameters, which could be written as Stokes param- ) )
eters for the three-dimensional fields. However, the catee WhereA; (j =0,...,8) are the Stokes parameters introduced
matrix has reduced forni](8), which decreases the number df Ref4 for the three-dimensional fields. Two more links can
independent parameters. be derived.

Let us calculate the number of independent parameters of However, since most of the Stokes parametgrfiave no
beam’s tensoi{8). Normalized complex veatarcan be ex-  physical sense and can be found from the coherence matrix,
pressed in terms of 4 real quantitiash, ¢1, and¢,, as we propose another set of the Stokes parameters. For example

it is more convenient to use 4 conventional Stokes parasieter
Uy = aex+be%e + \/1— a2 — b2e??e,. (19)  in'some plane (e.g., in(y) plane) and two more parameters
in another plane (e.g., ix(2) plane):
(Coefficient in front ofex can be regarded as real, because B -
u; enters beam’s tensor ag ® uj.) Adding two more real S = Pt By, S1= _(DXX_ Py,
eigenvaluesi; and A,, we claim 6 independent parameters S = Py + Py, S =i (Pyx— Dyy),
for the light beam tensor. S = O+ Dy, S =i(Py— DPy). (24)



ThenS, is proportional to the field intensity in the plane of \Z

detector ands; is proportional to the spin angular momentum

in the z-direction. detector x-z
From the point of view of physics the field intensities and

spin angular momenta are beneficial as independent parame- \

ters. Therefore, we also propose ifg/sical Sokes parame-
tersfor the three-dimensional beams:

S) = S):(Dxx'i‘q)yy, S_]_:q)>o<+q3227
Sz qDyy‘f‘q)zz’ 33:S3:i(q3yx—q3xy),
S4 = i(cbzx—cbxz)v gi = i(cDZy_chZ)' (25)

ParameterSy,, S, andS, stand for the intensities in the planes )i/
(X y), (x, 2, and §, 2), respectively, whileS;, S, andS; de-

scribe the spin angular momenta in directiang, andx.

andsS; coincide with analogous quantities of the usual set of deteCtor X-y

Stokes paramete&; (j =0,1,2,3). With the eigenvaluek, » - _

and 4 parameters of the vector (see Eq.[{19)), the physical FIG.3: 3D electromagnetic field in a cavity. Detectors ai@ptl

=
'

Stokes parameters take the form onthe & y) and & 2) planes.
S = Ap(@@+Db?)+Az S =Ap(@+P) + Ay
S = Ap(BP+ )+ Ay, S, = —2)pabsin(¢r) unity and we lose the information about vector component or-

. . thogonal to the detectonu;. Then projected beam’s tensor
S, = —2\pacsin(g), S = —2Apbesin(dz — ¢1),(26) 9 1 prol

where A\p = A1 — A, andc = V1-a2—b% The two- W2 = Im®slm = (A1 = A2)(Imu1) © (Imuiy) + A2l (29)
dimensional Stokes parameters require 0 ora? +b? = 1.
In this case we have only 4 independent parameXess a,
and¢1, and the physical Stokes parameters

can be rewritten in the form

Wo = (A1 — A2)|ImUz [PV @ V* + Azlm, (30)
S = Ap+As, S =Ap@+ Ay
_ _ 2 _ : wherev = (Imus1)/|Imuy| is situated in the plane with the nor-
S Ap(l-a)+h2, 2Apabsin(g), mal vectorm, |v| = 1, andly, is the projection operator. The
S =0 =0 (27)  detector-measured intensities of the completely poldrarel

. . unpolarized parts of the beam &k — A2)|Imuz|? and 2,
a(tehrtiduce(jq to thsef[ fl(<)ur quantmtes, which can be Connectel%spectively. Degree of polarization is defined as the plart o
wi € ordinary SIOkes parameters as the intensity of completely polarized beam divided by thalto

S -9 S=9-% intensity:
S = A% -S)S-$) % S-5 (@9 py— (o)l @31)
(/\1—)\2)|Imu1|2+2/\2
V. RECONSTRUCTION OF 3D COHERENCE MATRIX A1 are defined by Eq. [{12) via invariants of the 3D co-

herence matrix. In terms of invariants &% we will get to
Measurement of nine components of the coherence matrithe usual formula for the degree of polarization at the plane
for 3D fields were discussed in R&. Here we deal with th.e P, — \/Z(Wg)t/(wz)? 1
measurement of the components of the coherence matrix Eq.
(8) using the measurement of the fields in the detector plane.
Let us denote the normal vector to the detector plame asd
reveal how the position of this plane influences the beam’s B. Retrieval procedure
tensor and degree of polarization.

We aim to retrieve the 3D beam’s tensor using detectors
(measurements in plane, see Fij. 3). At first one can measure
the ordinary 2D coherence matrix in some plane (namx it (

lane

We will determine characteristics of the 2D beam tensor ag) P )

projection of the 3D beam tensor. The absolute value of the @ .
three-dimensional vectar; projected on a plane is less than W7 = (A1 —A2)(lz2u1) ® (I2U1) + Azl (32)

A. Projected 3D beam’s tensor



As a result, we determine
1
ho = 5 (W9 V2w - ).
(W)~ A
A=A
(W5 )y
V=22 (W)= 12)

Izug

& (33)

by means of the known matrHé(zz). From these equations we

unambiguously find, and direction of the vectdgu, /|I,us].

Thus we reconstruct the three-dimensional beam tensor (co-
herence matrix) described by Ef] (8). The degree of polariza
tion for the three-dimensional light follows from E. {13).

VI. CONCLUSION

We have derived the light beam tensor (coherence matrix)

Complete retrieval of the 3D coherence matrix requiregor three-dimensional fields grounding on the expected sym-
knowing the vector in 3D space, i.e. measurements out ofetry properties: beam’s tensor should not change for rota-

the planex, y). If we put a detector in the plang,(2), using
the coherence matrix

WY = (A= A2) (lyun) @ (Iyuy) + Aoy (34)

we can write another projection of the vectar

Wy _ )
|yU1: (LPZ )XX /\295(+ (LPZ )ZX e,
M- A

V= 22) (99— 12)

Then the vector under search is

Uy = lug 4 ex(eglyur) (35)

or in the explicit form

by W (W5 )y 6
Mo (W e )
v
+ (2 )ax e,.(36)

V=22 (9 ) 12)

A2 has been found from the in-plane measurement, while
(and the final form ofi;) follows from the normalization con-
dition |u;| =1 as

[ G (0
(W= Al (W)= Aol
(37)

A=A+ (W) — A +

tions with respect to the direction of the fully polarizeght.

Such a restricted form of the coherence matrix is justified by
the definition of the fully polarized light as sum of equiprob
ably polarized elementary waves. General form of coherence
matrix deals with the limited humber of unpolarized beams
and does not allow determining the actual structure of the fie

in principle. That is why it is not a great simplification te#t
partially polarized light as superposition of coherentfighd

3D random field. All the more so considered beam tensor
(8) has clear meaning and can be described by 6 independent
parameters — Stokes parameters. For the three dimensional
lightitis natural to choose 6 physical parameters: 3 iriterss

in different planes and 3 spin angular momenta. We call these
values “physical Stokes parameters.” Finally, we have deve
oped the procedure of reconstruction of the 3D light beam ten
sor using the measurements of the 2D coherence matrices of
projected fields.

In some situations it may be not really necessary to intro-
duce the 3D coherence matrix at all. Indeed, if we define the
plane of detector as distinguished interface (like the @lah
constant phase in 2D case), then we can calibrate the degree
of polarization for the 3D beams with respect to this inter-
face. Some different beams may have the same degree of po-
larizations, though the beams should be different. Onltyif i
crucial for the results, the full reconstruction of the 3theo
ence matrix and calculation of the 3D degree of polarization
is needed.
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