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This paper examines how best to associate quantum states of a single particle to different modes
of a narrowly collimated beam of classical radiation modeled in the paraxial approximation. Our
analysis stresses the importance of the relationship between two inner products naturally arising
in the problem. These are the inner product used to expand a general beam as a superposition of
orthogonal modes in the paraxial approximation, on the one hand, and the canonical inner product
on which the statistical interpretation of quantum (field) theory is founded, on the other. While
several candidates for the sort of association between beam modes and single-particle quantum
states have been proposed in the literature, here we argue that one of them is uniquely well suited
to the task. Specifically, the mapping of beam modes to the “henochromatic” quantum states
previously introduced by Sudarshan, Simon and Mukunda [1, 2] is unique within a large class of
similar mappings in that it is unitary in a mathematically precise sense.

PACS numbers: 03.70.+k, 42.50.-p, 42.50.Tx, 42.60.Jf

The paraxial approximation models beams of classical
radiation that are both narrowly collimated and nearly
monochromatic, such as those produced by a laser. Ra-
diation fields in the paraxial approximation can be ex-
panded as superpositions of various bases of orthogonal
modes, such as the Hermite– or Laguerre–Gauss modes,
which correspond physically to different geometric shapes
of the wavefront within the beam that are (relatively)
easy to distinguish experimentally. Such mode expan-
sions suggest an intriguing opportunity at the quantum
level. Namely, the Hilbert space of possible shapes of a
single photon’s wavefront is infinite-dimensional, whereas
the Hilbert space of its polarization states is only two-
dimensional. Thus, if one can ascribe the properties of
beams in the paraxial approximation to single-particle
particle states of a quantum field, then in principle one
can encode a much larger set of quantum information in
a single photon than one could using polarization alone.

The difficulty in a straightforward application of the
program sketched above is that the paraxial approxi-
mation is, after all, an approximation. The fields it
constructs on spacetime do not solve the wave equa-
tion �Ψ(r, t) = 0 exactly. In contrast, the field oper-

ator ψ̂(r, t) in a free, scalar field theory does solve the
wave equation exactly by definition. Clearly one can-
not expand such an operator as a superposition (with
operator-valued coefficients) of (c-number) modes that
fail to solve the field equation, as one routinely does
using the plane-wave basis of single-particle momentum
eigenstates. Thus, in order to realize the potential of
exploiting modes of the wavefront shape, as understood
in the paraxial approximation, to broaden the quantum
information channel per photon, one must find a way of
associating to each paraxial field mode a proper single-
particle state (i.e., an exact, positive-frequency solution
of the wave equation) of the quantum field.

Several proposals of such associations have appeared
in the literature [1–5, 7–9]. In the present paper, we

argue that one of them, based on the “henochromatic”
states introduced in [1, 2], is uniquely well suited to the
task. In detail, we show that the linear mapping from
orthogonal modes of a paraxial beam to henochromatic
single-particle states is unitary. Physically, this implies
that the quantum logic of the preparation and subsequent
measurement of such quantum states exactly mirrors the
familiar mode expansions of the paraxial approximation.
We also show that the resulting set of quantum states
is (over)complete, so that every single-particle state can
be expanded (uniquely) as a superposition of henochro-
matic states derived from any given basis of the space
of solutions in the paraxial approximation. Finally, we
argue that the same optical elements used to isolate par-
ticular modes of a paraxial beam (e.g., forked diffraction
gratings, spiral wave plates, etc.) work essentially with-
out modification to do the same for appropriate pulses
constructed from henochromatic single-particle states.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews
the paraxial approximation for scalar fields. (A com-
panion paper [10] extends the present results to Maxwell
fields.) Section 3 recalls a few essential facts about the
standard (Fock) quantization of a free, massless, scalar
field . Section 4 states and proves our key result, that
the mapping from solutions of the paraxial wave equa-
tion to henochromatic, single-particle, quantum states is
unique within a large class of similar mappings in that it
preserves the inner product used to form the orthogonal
mode expansions of a paraxial beam mentioned above.
Section 5 shows that the henochromatic fields associ-
ated to an orthogonal basis of beam modes are not only
orthogonal, but also form a complete basis. Section 6
summarizes our results and discusses the sense in which
the geometry of the wavefront for henochromatic single-
particle modes on spacetime resembles that of the under-
lying modes of a beam in the paraxial approximation.
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I. PARAXIAL APPROXIMATION FOR

CLASSICAL SCALAR FIELDS

A general radiation field in scalar field theory solves
the homogeneous wave equation

�Ψ(r, t) :=

(

∂2

∂x2
+
∂2

∂y2
+
∂2

∂z2
− 1

c2
∂2

∂t2

)

Ψ(r, t) = 0. (1)

The restriction to paraxial beams is most transparent if
one writes (the positive frequency part of) the general
solution of eq. (1) in its Fourier representation [11, 12]

Ψ+(r, t) =

∫

d3k ρ(k)A(k)
ei(k·r−c‖k‖t)

√

(2π)3 2‖k‖ ρ(k)
, (2)

where the scaling factor ρ(k) > 0 built into the defini-
tion of A(k) in this way describes the density of states
in Fourier 3-space1. The paraxial approximation applies
when the support of A(k) is mostly confined to a small
region around a given k0 6= 0 in Fourier space. More
precisely, this means that A(k) ≈ 0 unless ‖k − k0‖ ≪
k0 := ‖k0‖. We refer to the set of solutions of eq. (1)
satisfying this loose criterion as the paraxial regime of
scalar field theory.
Fields in the paraxial regime [1–5, 7, 8] solve eq. (1) ex-

actly, and are approximately monochromatic by virtue of
their localization in Fourier space. In contrast, the parax-
ial approximation models fields in the paraxial regime us-
ing a distinct set of fields [9] that are exactly monochro-
matic, but solve eq. (1) only approximately. The approx-
imation can be derived by first restricting eq. (2) to be
exactly monochromatic, i.e., by choosing A(k) to have
(distributional) support on the sphere of radius k0 about
the origin in Fourier space. Aligning the +z-axis with
the principal wave vector k0, and using the transverse
wave vector q := k− ẑẑ ·k as coordinates on the (forward
hemi)sphere, yields the strictly monochromatic field [4]

Ψmc(s, z, t) =

∫

d2q

2π
F(q) eiq·s eiz

√
k2

0
−‖q‖2

e−ick0t, (3)

where s denotes the transverse spatial coordinate in the
xy-plane and

A(k) =

√

4πk0
ρ(k)

δ

(

kz −
√

k20 − ‖q‖2
)

F(q) (4)

1 The density of states may be chosen freely by adjusting the nor-
malizations of the plane-wave states superposed in eq. (2) as
shown. The two most common choices are ρ(k) = 1, corre-
sponding to a uniform distribution of states in the Fourier 3-
space of the particular inertial frame subsumed in eq. (2), and
ρ(k) = 1/2‖k‖, corresponding to a uniform distribution of states
on the positive-frequency light cone in Fourier 4-space. The for-
mer leads to simpler commutation relations in the quantum the-
ory and the latter, to better relativistic covariance properties.
The choice is largely irrelevant at the classical level, but it will
be helpful to retain the freedom to consider different possibilities
below.

in eq. (2). The field of eq. (3) has a technical sub-
tlety, however, in that it is not the solution of a differ-
ential equation on spacetime, but rather of the integro-
differential equation

(

√

−∇2 − i

c

∂

∂t

)

Ψmc(r, t) = 0, (5)

known as the positive-frequency wave equation. But
if Ψmc(r, t) belongs to the paraxial regime, so thatF(q) ≈
0 unless ‖q‖ ≪ k0, then one can reasonably approximate

√

k20 − ‖q‖2 = k0 −
‖q‖2
2k0

+ · · · (6)

in eq. (3). Dropping the higher-order terms from this
expansion yields the spacetime field [5, 7, 8].

Ψpa(s, z, t) = eik0(z−ct)

∫

d2q

2π
F(q) eiq·s e−i ‖q‖

2

2k0
z, (7)

which is the paraxial approximation to eq. (3). As
noted above, although Ψpa(s, z, t) is still monochromatic,
it no longer solves eq. (5) exactly, nor therefore eq. (1),
due to the higher-order terms dropped from eq. (6).
Fields in the paraxial approximation have a number of

mathematical features that make them particularly well
suited to the description of narrowly collimated, nearly
monochromatic beams of classical radiation. Most im-
portantly, because the arguments of the exponentials in
the integrand of eq. (7) are all polynomial functions of
the transverse wave vector q, these fields arise from so-
lutions of a (purely) differential equation. Replacing the
constant k0 from eq. (7) with k for notational simplicity,
we may write these fields in the form

Ψpa(s, z, t) = Ξ(s, z) eik(z−ct) (8a)

with

Ξ(s, z) :=

∫

d2q

2π
F(q) eiq·s e−i ‖q‖

2

2k
z (8b)

of a modulated plane wave of carrier frequency ck.
The envelope function Ξ(s, z) then solves the paraxial

wave equation

0 =

(

2ik
∂

∂z
+△

)

Ξ(s, z)

:=

(

2ik
∂

∂z
+
∂2

∂x2
+
∂2

∂y2

)

Ξ(s, z) (9)

for that carrier frequency. Mathematically, eq. (9) is
the time-dependent Schrödinger equation of a (non-
relativistic) free particle in two dimensions whose mass
is proportional to k. The longitudinal spatial coordinate
z plays the role of time in this analogy, and the “evolu-
tion” of the envelope Ξ(s, z) along the z-axis describes the
diffractive spreading of the physical beam arising from its
localization in the transverse xy-plane.
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As with any Schrödinger-type equation, the “evolu-
tion” in z produced by eq. (9) is unitary in the sense
that the inner product

(

Ξ1,Ξ2

)

:=

∫

d2s Ξ̄1(s, z) Ξ2(s, z)

=

∫

d2q F̄1(q)F2(q) (10)

of solutions Ξ1,2(s, z) with a common carrier frequency
is the same for every cross-section (i.e., z = const.) of
the beam. Using this inner product, one can expand the
general solution of eq. (9) as a superposition of various
families of orthonormal modes [13]. The most common
such families used in laser optics [14] involve envelope
functions with “initial data” at z = 0 having the form

Ξα(s, 0) = Fα

(

s

W

)

exp− ‖s‖2

2W 2√
πW

, (11)

of a Gaussian of width W modulated by one of a dis-

crete family of functions Fα(
s
W ) of the transverse co-

ordinates. Standard examples [15] of such expansions
in laser optics use either the Hermite–Gauss modes,
where α = (m,n) is a pair of natural numbers and

Fmn

(

s

W

)

∝ Hm

(

x

W

)

Hn

(

y

W

)

(12)

is a product of Hermite polynomials, or the Laguerre–

Gauss modes, where α = (l, p) is a pair of integers with
p ≥ 0 and

Flp

(

s

W

)

∝
(

s2

W 2

)|l|/2

L|l|
p

(

s2

W 2

)

eil arctan(x,y) (13)

is proportional to an associated Laguerre polynomial,
with s := ‖s‖. The azimuthal phase dependence in the
final factor of eq. (13) is often associated with the orbital
angular momentum of a beam.
The details of these Gaussian mode expansions are not

essential in this paper (see [16] for details). But we do
note that the discrete index α in either case labels differ-
ent shapes of the phase-front within a modulated beam
(see [13]), and that there are well-understood techniques
to create, superpose, and filter beams based on this shape
information. These methods, being analogous to those
routinely applied to polarization states, open up the pos-
sibility of using the wavefront shape to encode quantum
information in a wider (i.e., higher-dimensional) chan-
nel per photon than the familiar, two-dimensional space
of polarization states can offer. But realizing this ad-
vantage in practice hinges on the ability to assign dis-
crete quantum numbers α to single photons in quantum
(field) theory, rather than to beams of classical radiation.
Moreover, while the inner product of eq. (10) gives the
space Kk of solutions Ξ(z, s) to the paraxial wave equa-
tion (with carrier frequency ck) a natural Hilbert space
structure, akin to that of the state space of a quantum

system, it is important to note that there is nothing in-
herently quantum mechanical about it2.

II. QUANTUM FIELD THEORY WITHOUT A

FIXED BASIS OF MODES

The particle interpretation of the standard quanti-
zation of the free, scalar field theory corresponding to
eq. (1) is rooted in its Fock representation [17, 18]. This
representation is built from a single-particle Hilbert space
H , which is the completion of the space of positive-
frequency solutions of the classical wave equation from
eq. (2) in the relativistic inner product

〈

Ψ+
1 ,Ψ

+
2

〉

:=
i

~c2

∫

d3r

(

Ψ̄+
1 (r, t)

∂Ψ+
2

∂t
(r, t)

− ∂Ψ̄+
1

∂t
(r, t)Ψ+

2 (r, t)

)

=
1

~c

∫

d3k ρ(k) Ā1(k)A2(k). (14)

This integral is independent of t when Ψ+
1,2(r, t) both

solve the wave equation, and becomes positive-definite
when restricted to positive-frequency solutions. The cor-
responding, multi-particle Fock space FH then carries a
family of creation operators â†

(

Ψ+
)

by definition, one for

each single-particle state
∣

∣Ψ+
〉

∈ H , as well as their ad-

joint annihilation operators â
(

Ψ̄+
)

:=
[

â†
(

Ψ+
)]

†, one for

each adjoint
〈

Ψ̄+
∣

∣ ∈ H ∗ of such a single-particle state.
Together, these operators satisfy the canonical commu-
tation relations

[

â
(

Ψ̄+
1

)

, â†
(

Ψ+
2

)

]

=
〈

Ψ+
1 ,Ψ

+
2

〉

1̂. (15)

These relations play the key role of binding the physi-
cal interpretation of multi-particle states in the quantum
field theory to that of states in the single-particle model.
Textbook presentations of the Fock construction for

relativistic fields typically emphasize creation and anni-
hilation operators associated with the elements of a fixed

basis of single-particle states, rather than with a general
element of H . By far the most common choice for this
basis consists of the plane-wave momentum eigenstates

Φk(r, t) :=

√

~c

2‖k‖ρ(k)
ei(k·r−c‖k‖t)

(2π)3/2
, (16)

2 Indeed, if the field ψ(r, t) has units such that the standard action
S[Ψ] := − 1

2

∫
∂µΨ ∂µΨd3xdt for a massless Klein–Gordon field

has units of ~, then the inner product in eq. (10) has units of
~c. Its value therefore cannot define a (dimensionless) probabil-
ity amplitude unless we artificially introduce ~ into this entirely
classical theory. In contrast, the quantum inner product defined
in eq. (14) is dimensionless, and induces the statistical interpre-
tation of the resulting quantum (field) theory.
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albeit with varying normalization conventions depending
on the preferred choice of the density of states ρ(k). (See
Footnote 1 on page 2.) These states are orthonormal, in
the appropriate sense for any given ρ(k), and the associ-
ated creation and annihilation operators therefore satisfy
a more familiar form of the canonical commutation rela-
tions from eq. (15):

[

â(k1), â
†(k2)

]

=
〈

Φk1 ,Φk2

〉

1̂ =
δ(k1 − k2)

ρ(k1)
1̂ (17)

where â(k) := â
(

Φ̄k

)

. It is important to note, however,
that this familiar definition of FH is entirely equivalent
to the basis-independent version from eq. (15).
Despite this equivalence, the basis-independent defini-

tion of FH from eq. (15) has a genuine advantage for our
purposes. Our chief goal is to assess the relative merits
of several schemes that have been proposed to associate
single-particle quantum states to specific solutions of the
paraxial wave equation. Indeed, while one may well like
to fix a basis of solutions to eq. (9), such as the Hermite–
or Laguerre–Gauss modes mentioned above, the different
schemes we intend to compare will map that fixed basis to
distinct sets of single-particle states in H . Fixing a ba-
sis in H a priori would obscure the geometric content of
our analysis. We therefore prefer the basis-independent
formulation summarized above. (See also [9, 19, 20].)

III. PARAXIAL WAVES AS PARTICLE MODES

Section I has derived the paraxial approximation for
scalar fields, leading to the Hilbert space Kk of parax-
ial wave solutions with a given carrier frequency ck,
equipped with the inner product from eq. (10). Mean-
while, Section II has reviewed the Fock construction of
the corresponding quantum field theory based on the
single-particle Hilbert space H , equipped with the inner
product from eq. (14). One can formulate the question
of how to associate a single-particle quantum state to a
given paraxial wave solution concretely as the search for
a suitable mapping Ξ(s, z) 7→ ΨΞ(r, t) from Kk to H .
There are of course many possible mappings of this

type. To be useful physically, however, the mapping we
seek should have (at least) the following mathematical
properties:

A. It should be linear to ensure that superpositions of
single-particle quantum states ΨΞ(r, t) mirror those
of the underlying paraxial waves Ξ(s, z).

B. It should be unitary, at least in the sense that
〈ΨΞ1

,ΨΞ2
〉 vanishes whenever (Ξ1,Ξ2) does, to en-

sure that the algebra of projection operators asso-
ciated with the filtering and measurement of single-
particle quantum states ΨΞ(r, t) again mirrors that
of the underlying paraxial waves Ξ(s, z).

C. It should be consistent in the sense that the con-
stant solution Ξ0(s, z) = 1 of eq. (9) is mapped to

the carrier wave Ψ0(r, t) ∝ eik(z−ct) itself3.

D. It should be covariant in the sense that rotating
Ξ(s, z) about the optical (+z-)axis, or rigidly trans-
lating it in Euclidean space, induces the same trans-
formation of ΨΞ(r, t) in the Euclidean space of the
inertial frame selected by the time coordinate t.

E. It should be scale-invariant in the sense that the
definition of ΨΞ(r, t) in terms of Ξ(s, z) does not in-
troduce any privileged length scale other than that
set by the carrier frequency ck.

Furthermore, we will restrict our attention to mappings
having the general form

ΨΞ(s, z, t) =

∫

d2q

2π
F(q) eiq·s eiκ(q,k)z e−iω(q,k)t, (18)

where F(q) corresponds to Ξ(s, z) via eq. (8b), ck is the
carrier frequency of Ξ(s, z), and κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) are
fixed functions, independent of Ξ(s, z), which remain to
be determined. This class of mappings is broad enough
to include all of the candidate mappings that have been
proposed in the literature [1–5, 7–9]. These include:

I. The most obvious mapping from paraxial waves to
spacetime fields uses the paraxial approximation it-
self. It arises by choosing

κpa(q, k) := k − ‖q‖2
2k

ωpa(q, k) := ck

(19)

in eq. (18). While these choices are algebraically
simple, however, they do not satisfy eq. (24), and
therefore do not actually map Kk into the single-
particle Hilbert space H . We therefore do not con-
sider this candidate further.

II. A second natural mapping uses the strictly
monochromatic fields of eq. (4), setting

κmc(q, k) :=
√

k2 − ‖q‖2

ωmc(q, k) := ck.
(20)

in eq. (18). The square root here is problematic,
however, whenever its argument is negative. One
can certainly impose (the moral equivalent of) a
boundary condition, such as by choosing the pos-
itive imaginary branch of the root when its argu-
ment is negative. This yields fields that decay ex-
ponentially as z → +∞, corresponding to the phys-
ical phenomenon of evanescent fields. But, since we

3 Note that the constant solution is unique among all solutions of
eq. (9) in that the spacetime field resulting from eq. (8a) solves
the positive-frequency wave equation exactly, and therefore al-
ready belongs to H .
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only consider pure (vacuum) radiation, those same
fields necessarily diverge exponentially as z → −∞,
and are not normalizable elements of H , even in
the approximate sense routinely applied to plane
waves. We therefore do not consider this candidate
further, either.

III. Aiello and Woerdman [5, 8] have proposed a class
of fields corresponding to the choices

κip(q, k) := k − ‖q‖2
2k

ωip(q, k) := c

√

k2 +
‖q‖4
4k2

(21)

in eq. (18). The resulting spacetime fields Ψip
Ξ (r, t)

have initial data Ψip
Ξ (r, 0) = Ψpa

Ξ (r, 0), but solve the
positive-frequency wave equation exactly through-
out spacetime. We therefore refer to these as ini-

tially paraxial fields. Note that the square root
in eq. (21), in contrast to that in eq. (20), can be
chosen to be real and positive for all q.

IV. Sudarshan, Simon and Mukunda [1, 2] have pro-
posed the choices

κhc(q, k) := k − ‖q‖2
4k

ωhc(q, k) := c

(

k +
‖q‖2
4k

)

.

(22)

in eq. (18). Adopting their nomenclature, we refer
to these as henochromatic fields. These fields
have been proposed independently in [6, 9]. De-
spite the mathematical simplicity associated with
the polynomial dependence of both functions in
eq. (22) on the transverse wave vector q, however,
their physical content is not so immediately clear.
We will explore this in greater detail below.

Of course there are infinitely many other choices one
could make for the functions κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) in
eq. (18). But we will now show that there is in fact a
unique mapping of that form satisfying all five of the
conditions (A through E) laid out above, namely, the
mapping to henochromatic fields specified by eq. (22).

We begin our uniqueness proof by noting that any

mapping having the form of eq. (18) satisfies the lin-
earity condition (A) because ΨΞ(s, z, t) depends linearly
on F(q), which is the Fourier transform of the “initial
data” Ξ(s, 0) for the “evolution” of eq. (9). The Fourier
transform is linear, so the mapping Ξ(s, z) 7→ ΨΞ(s, z, t)
is as well. This implements condition (A).

We defer discussion of the unitarity condition (B) for
the moment.

Consider F(q) ∝ δ(q) in eq. (18), the two-dimensional
Fourier transform of the “initial data” Ξ0(s, 0) = 1. De-
manding that eq. (18) yields the carrier wave in this case
amounts to

κ(0, k) = k and ω(0, k) = ck. (23)
Simply fixing these values at q = 0 therefore implements
the consistency condition (C).
Now note that, for any fixed z and t in eq. (18),

ΨΞ(s, z, t) is the two-dimensional (inverse) Fourier trans-
form of a function that is directly proportional to F(q).
But shifting Ξ(s, z) by some fixed displacement in s mul-
tiplies F(q) by a phase factor, which then induces an
identical translation of ΨΞ(s, z, t) in s. It follows that the
restriction to mappings of this form automatically guar-
antees the “translation part” of the covariance condition
(D). Meanwhile, the ”rotation part” of that condition
amounts to requiring that there should be no preferred
axis in the (xy-)plane perpendicular to the optical axis.
That is, κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) should be isotropic, depend-
ing on q only through its norm ‖q‖. This restriction
therefore implements all of the covariance condition (D).
The scale-invariance condition (E) asserts that the only

dimensional quantities we can use to define κ(q, k) and
ω(q, k) are q and k themselves. Combined with the pre-
vious restriction due to covariance, it follows that κ(q, k)
and ω(q, k) should both be (pure-number) functions of
the dimensionless ratio ‖q‖/k, apart from overall dimen-
sional factors needed to be compatible with eq. (23).
Finally, the fields from eq. (18) must belong to the

single-particle Hilbert space H of the quantum theory,
meaning that they should solve the positive-frequency
wave equation. They will, provided that

ω(q, k) = c
√

‖q‖2 + κ2(q, k). (24)

We can therefore summarize all of the preceding con-
straints on κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) by restricting attention to
pairs of functions having the forms

κ(q, k) = ‖q‖ sinh η
(‖q‖

k

)

ω(q, k) = c‖q‖ coshη
(‖q‖

k

)

,

(25)

where η(r) is a pure-number valued function, yet to be
determined, of a pure number r ≥ 0. Note that η(r) must
diverge logarithmically as r → 0 for eq. (25) to approach
eq. (23).
Our sole remaining task is to implement the unitarity

condition (B). To that end, let Ξ1,2(s, z) denote solutions
of the paraxial wave equation with carrier frequencies
ck1,2, respectively. Define the solutions Ψ1,2(s, z, t) of the
positive-frequency wave equation using eq. (18) for some
pair of functions κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) having the form of
eq. (25). We can then simply compute the inner product
from eq. (14) for these single-particle quantum states:
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〈Ψ1,Ψ2〉 =
2π

~c2

∫

d2q F̄1(q)F2(q) δ
(

κ(q, k2)− κ(q, k1)
)

ei[ω(q,k1)−ω(q,k2)]t
(

ω(q, k2) + ω(q, k1)
)

=
4π

~c2
δ(k1 − k2)

∫

d2q F̄1(q)F2(q)
ω(q, k1)

∣

∣

∂κ
∂k (q, k1)

∣

∣

. (26)

It follows that ΨΞ1,2
(s, z, t) are orthogonal whenever the

underlying paraxial waves have the different carrier fre-
quencies ck1 6= ck2. Furthermore, when they do have
the same carrier frequency, the remaining integral in
eq. (26) is proportional to the paraxial approximation’s
inner product integral from eq. (10) if and only if

ω(q, k)
∣

∣

∂κ
∂k (q, k)

∣

∣

=
ck

∣

∣

∣

‖q‖
k η′

(‖q‖
k

)

∣

∣

∣

= Ω(k). (27)

for some function Ω(k), yet to be determined, which must
be independent of q. The second expression here uses
the forms of κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) from eq. (25). Now, the
left side of eq. (27) depends on ‖q‖ only through the
ratio ‖q‖/k, whereas its right side depends only on k.
It follows that the left side must be independent of ‖q‖,
and therefore also of k, and thus the right side must be
independent of k as well. In other words, there must be
a constant β such that

η′(r) = −β
r

and Ω(k) =
ck

|β| . (28)

Solving the resulting, first-order ordinary differential
equation for η(r) yields

κ(q, k) =
kβ ‖q‖1−β

2e−α
− ‖q‖1+β

2eα kβ

ω(q, k)

c
=
kβ ‖q‖1−β

2e−α
+

‖q‖1+β

2eα kβ

(29)

upon substitution into eq. (25), where α is a constant of
integration. Equation (23) then shows that β = +1 and
α = ln 2. We therefore conclude, as claimed previously,
that the only choice of κ(q, k) and ω(q, k) in eq. (18)
that leads to a mapping Ξ(s, z) 7→ ΨΞ(s, z, t) satisfying
the conditions (A–E) laid out above is that of eq. (22).

IV. COMPLETENESS OF HENOCHROMATIC

STATES

The previous section has shown that the mapping from
solutions of the paraxial wave equation to henochromatic
single-particle quantum states satisfies

〈

Ψhc
1 ,Ψ

hc
2

〉

=
4πk1
~c

δ(k1 − k2)
(

Ξ1,Ξ2

)

. (30)

In particular, orthogonal paraxial waves Ξ1,2(s, z), or ar-
bitrary paraxial waves having distinct carrier frequencies

ck1 6= ck2, give rise to orthogonal quantum states. In
this section, we show that the set of all henochromatic
quantum states arising in this way is also complete in
the single-particle Hilbert space H . That is, any single-
particle quantum state can be written (uniquely) as a
superposition of henochromatic states, each of which de-
rives, as described above, from a specific solution of the
paraxial wave equation with a specific carrier frequency.
This may seem surprising at first since the paraxial ap-
proximation is only expected to be useful physically for
modeling a subset of radiation fields: those lying in the
paraxial regime. But in fact this result is simply and
directly connected to natural geometric structures on
spacetime.
Following [1], consider the spacetime coordinate trans-

formation that replaces the inertial coordinates t and z
with the null coordinates

u := z − ct and v := 1
2

(

z + ct
)

, (31)

with the x and y coordinates unchanged. Equation (1)
takes the form

�Ψ(s, v, u) =

(

∂2

∂x2
+
∂2

∂y2
+ 2

∂2

∂u ∂v

)

Ψ(s, v, u) = 0

(32)
in these null coordinates. Separating variables by ex-
panding Ψ(s, v, u) as a Fourier transform in u,

Ψ(s, v, u) =

∫

dk eiku Ξ(s, v; k) (33a)

produces the reduced wave equation

(

2ik
∂

∂v
+△

)

Ξ(s, v; k) = 0. (33b)

This is precisely the paraxial wave equation from eq. (10),
albeit with the role of the longitudinal coordinate z on
space now played by the null coordinate v on spacetime.
Expanding Ξ(s, v; k) in a 2-dimensional Fourier trans-
form, as in eq. (8b), shows that a general solution of
the wave equation can be written in the form

Ψ(s, v, u) =

∫

dk d2q

2π
F(q; k) eiq·s eiku e−i ‖q‖

2

2k
v (34)

=

∫

dk d2q

2π
F(q; k) eiq·s eiκ

hc(q,k)z e−iωhc(q,k)t.
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Note that ωhc(q, k) > 0 in eq. (22) is positive if and only
if k > 0. It follows that restricting the integral here
to positive carrier frequencies is equivalent to restrict-
ing to the positive-frequency fields of eq. (2), which span
the single-particle quantum Hilbert space. Thus, every
single-particle quantum state can be written (uniquely)
as a superposition of henochromatic fields.

V. DISCUSSION

Our principal result in this paper is that the mapping
from solutions Ξ(s, z) of the paraxial wave equation to
henochromatic single-particle states Ψhc

Ξ (s, z, t) on space-
time is unique within a large class of similar mappings
in that it preserves both superpositions and projections
of the states of a paraxial beam. Physically, this im-
plies that the logic of both the preparation and the sub-
sequent measurement of henochromatic quantum states
exactly mirrors standard resolutions of a classical beam
in the paraxial approximation into orthogonal modes cor-
responding to different shapes of the wavefront within
the beam. We have also reviewed how the paraxial wave
equation emerges naturally, without any approximation,
by recasting the relativistic wave equation in appropri-
ate null coordinates [21]. It follows that any choice of an
orthogonal basis of modes for the paraxial wave equation
(for each carrier frequency ck) naturally gives rise to a
complete basis of single-particle quantum states. While
the natural, mathematical connection between henochro-
matic fields and the paraxial wave equation has been em-
phasized before at the level of the field equation [1, 2],
we believe that the above analysis of their quantum me-
chanical unitarity and completeness is new.

We close with a comment. Despite their advantages
highlighted above, henochromatic fields at first seem to
have a disadvantage as well in that their structures as
spacetime fields do not necessarily resemble the corre-
sponding fields in the paraxial approximation. Indeed,
there are well-understood experimental methods to con-
struct non-trivial paraxial waves, such as the higher-
order Hermite– or Laguerre–Gauss modes, by passing
a laser beam through certain optical elements (struc-
tured diffraction gratings, spiral wave plates, etc.) [14].
But these constructions are rooted mathematically in
the paraxial approximation. How should one adapt
these methods to produce the henochromatic states cor-
responding to those non-trivial paraxial waves instead?
We now argue that in fact no modification is necessary.

Compare the spacetime fields

Ψpa
Ξ (s, z, t) := Ξ(s, z) eik(z−ct) (35a)

and

Ψhc
Ξ (s, z, t) := Ξ

(

s, 12 (z + ct)
)

eik(z−ct) (35b)

arising in the paraxial approximation and the henochro-
matic approach, respectively, from a common solution
Ξ(s, z) of the paraxial wave equation with carrier fre-
quency ck. While replacing z 7→ 1

2 (x + ct) in the latter
expression implies that these fields differ at most points of
spacetime, note that they do resemble one another in the
region z ≈ ct. Moreover, if Ξ(s, z) is deep in the paraxial
regime in the sense that its Fourier transform F(q) at
z = 0 has the bulk of its support in the region ‖q‖ ≪ k,
then Ξ(s, z) itself varies far more slowly in the longitudi-
nal direction than in the transverse directions. It follows
that the longitudinal extent of the region around z = ct
where the two fields of eq. (35) approximate one another
can be quite large in precisely those instances where the
paraxial approximation is most accurate.
To make the preceding point more precise, take F(q; k)

in eq. (34) not only to be narrowly peaked around q = 0,
but to be even more narrowly peaked around k = k0 in
the carrier frequency. If F(q; k) varies like a Gaussian in
k, for example, then the spacetime field of eq. (34) de-
scribes a longitudinal pulse propagating along the optical
axis. The longitudinal extent of the pulse is large com-
pared to its cross-sectional width, which in turn is large
compared to the wavelength of the radiation within. But
within its slowly varying, longitudinal, Gaussian enve-
lope, the pulse field will be well approximated by the field
Ψpa

Ξ0
(s, z, t) arising in the paraxial approximation, where

Ξ0(s, z) is the solution of the paraxial wave equation cor-
responding to F0(q) := F(q; k0). That is, wherever the
amplitude of such a pulse field is non-negligible, it re-
sembles a field in the paraxial approximation. In partic-
ular, any optical element designed to act on a Gaussian
beam in the paraxial approximation to yield higher-order
paraxial beam modes should continue to operate on such
pulses constructed from henochromatic fields in essen-
tially the same way. Henochromatic pulses can therefore
resemble fields in the paraxial approximation, not ev-
erywhere in spacetime, but everywhere that matters. At
the same time, they solve the (positive-frequency) wave
equation exactly, and therefore define proper, normal-
izable, single-particle states in the quantum theory. In
this sense, they provide a natural bridge from the clas-
sical optics of paraxial beams to the quantum optics of
single photons.
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