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Polarization transport in optical fibers beyond Rytov’s law
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We consider the propagation of light in arbitrarily curved step-index optical fibers. Using a
multiple-scales approximation scheme, set up in Fermi normal coordinates, the full vectorial Maxwell
equations are solved in a perturbative manner. At leading order, this provides a rigorous derivation of
Rytov’s law. At next order, we obtain non-trivial dynamics of the electromagnetic field, characterized
by two coupling constants, the phase and the polarization curvature moments, which describe the
curvature response of the light’s phase and its polarization vector, respectively. The latter can be
viewed as an inverse spin Hall effect of light, where the direction of propagation is constrained along
the optical fiber and the polarization evolves in a frequency-dependent way.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical fibers are widely used as waveguides for electro-
magnetic fields, providing a controlled way of transporting
light along a given path. They play a fundamental role
in many engineering applications, such as telecommunica-
tions [1] and sensors [2]. Furthermore, optical fibers play
a central role in many areas of physics, such as metrology
[3], photonics [4], quantum information [5] and quantum
computation [6-8], and are planned to be used in future
experiments that probe the interplay of quantum optics
and Einstein’s theory of gravity [9-12].

The propagation of electromagnetic waves in opti-
cal fibers is generally described by Maxwell’s equations.
For straight optical fibers with circular cross sections,
Maxwell’s equations can be solved explicitly using cer-
tain mode decompositions adapted to the symmetry of
the problem [13-15]. However, in real-world applications,
optical fibers are generally twisted and bent in various
ways, leading to optical losses, non-trivial polarization
dynamics, and coupling between different modes. In this
case, exact solutions to Maxwell’s equations are no longer
available, which makes it necessary to use approximation
schemes.

A geometrical-optics treatment of light rays following
nonplanar curves was already given in 1938 by Rytov [16],
and later extended by Vladimirskii [17] (see Ref. [18] for a
more recent overview of these results). In these papers, the
authors derived a transport law for the polarization vector
(defined as a unit vector pointing along the direction of
the electric field) along the nonplanar curve followed by
light rays in inhomogeneous media. This is known as
Rytov’s law, which states that the polarization vector is
Fermi-Walker transported along the curve [19, Ch. 6.1].
In optical fibers, Rytov’s law was experimentally observed
by Ross [20], followed by a similar experiment by Tomita
and Chiao [21] (see also Ref. [22]). A theoretical discussion
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describing the geometry of this polarization transport law
in optical fibers was given by Haldane in Refs. [23, 24]. We
give a simple illustration of Rytov’s law in Fig. 1, where we
consider a helical fiber, together with the Fermi—Walker
transport of two linear polarization vectors.

The standard derivation of Rytov’s law relies on the
geometrical optics approximation, which breaks down
for electromagnetic waves propagating in single-mode
optical fibers (SMFs) both because the wavelength is
of the same order of magnitude as the diameter of the
fiber and because of the rapid formation of caustics. An
extension of Rytov’s law for light propagating in SMFs
was given by Berry [25], where a term proportional to the
wavelength was added to the polarization transport law.
Similar results were also obtained by Lai et al. [26] using
different methods.

However, Berry did not provide an explicit derivation
of his result from Maxwell’s equations, and the work of
Lai et al. does not consider the junction conditions of
the electromagnetic field at the core-cladding interface,
which renders the relation of their result to optical fibers
unclear.

In this paper, we perturbatively solve for the full elec-
tromagnetic field in an arbitrarily bent step-index optical
fiber under the sole assumption that the radius of cur-
vature of the fiber is much larger than the wavelength
of light propagating therein. To do so, we erect cylindri-
cal Fermi coordinates around the baseline of the optical
fiber, such that the core-cladding interface is at a con-
stant radial coordinate and the effects of bending are
fully encoded in a single component of the metric tensor.
The assumption of weak bending then allows setting up
a perturbative scheme based on a multiple-scales method,
where the perturbation parameter is given by the ratio of
the optical wavelength to the fiber’s radius of curvature.
We mainly focus on the single-mode regime, but we shall
also discuss briefly how our method can be applied in
certain multi-mode regimes.

At first order in this perturbative expansion, we re-
cover Rytov’s law, which means that the Jones vector is
Fermi-Walker transported along the fiber. At next order,
we obtain corrections to this transport law, describing
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FIG. 1. Hlustration of Rytov’s law in an optical fiber. The two
vectors ey (red) and ez (green), orthogonal to the tangent vec-
tor T'=+" (not shown), are Fermi-Walker transported along
the curve 7, and they can be viewed as linear polarization
vectors aligned with the electric field lines of an electromag-
netic wave with horizontal or vertical linear polarization. For
example, a linearly polarized electromagnetic wave initially at
the lower end of the fiber will experience an counterclockwise
rotation of its plane of polarization as it propagates upwards
along the helix.

non-trivial dynamics of the electromagnetic phase and
polarization due to the bending of the fiber. This cor-
rection to the polarization dynamics can be interpreted
as an inverse spin Hall effect of light: whereas in the
(direct) spin Hall effect of light [27-32] the polarization
influences the trajectory of light, here the trajectory is
prescribed by the optical fiber, which then influences the
light polarization. Similar inverse spin Hall effects of light
have also been reported in other physical systems [33, 34].

This paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we
introduce the Fermi coordinate system used in the subse-
quent calculation and describe the relation of the metric
tensor components (in this coordinate system) to the
curvature and torsion of the fiber. Section III describes
the perturbative ansatz for the electromagnetic potential
(using an adapted orthonormal frame along the fiber and
the aforementioned multiple-scales approach), and formu-
lates the perturbative equations and their solutions. The
expressions that arise there require numerical quadrature.
In Section IV we present numerical results for the po-
larization moments, which describe the coupling of the
electromagnetic phase and polarization to the bending of
the fiber, and illustrate the polarization transport for the
simple case of a helical fiber. Finally, in Section V we com-
pare with previous results obtained by other techniques
and provide an outlook on potential future applications
of our methods.

II. GEOMETRIC SETUP

Let v be a curve in three-dimensional Euclidean space
representing the baseline of an SMF. In the vicinity of this
curve, one can erect a Fermi coordinate system (¢, z,y, s),
where t is time, s is the arc length of v, and = and y
are transverse coordinates. More details are given in
Appendix A. In this coordinate system, the Minkowski
metric takes the form

g=—cdt? +da® + dy? +[1 — v, (s)z — v, (s)y)?ds?, (1)

where c is the speed of light in vacuum and v, are the
components of the normal vector of the curve in the Fermi
coordinate system.

Henceforward, we assume that the fiber is only weakly
bent in the following sense. First, we require the radius

of curvature 1/k = 1/, /v2 + 12 to be much larger than

the SMF’s core radius o, i.e. px < 1. In practice, this
requirement is well satisfied, since typical SMFs, bent
on the scale of centimeters, have gk ~ pm/cm = 1074,
Second, we require the normal vector v; to be not only
small in norm (of order k < 1/p), but also to vary slowly
when measured in units of the radius ¢. This means that
v; can be expressed in the form

vi(s) =0 bi(e0™'s), (2)

where € is a small parameter and b, are dimensionless
functions whose derivatives are at most of the same order
of magnitude as the functions themselves. In practice,
since SMF modes have wavelengths comparable to the
core radius g, this means that the normal vector is almost
constant over an optical wavelength and changes signifi-
cantly only over a length scale of 1/¢ > 1 wavelengths.

To simplify the notation, all subsequent calculations
will be carried out in nondimensionalized cylindrical co-
ordinates (t,7,1, ), defined by

t=ot/c, s=po. (3)

In this coordinate system, the Minkowski metric takes
the form

g = 0*[—df* + dr* + r?d¥* + (1 — w)?do?], (4)

x = prcostd, y=orsind,

where

w= T 0 @) )

with ¢ = eo and b, being the complex bending functions

These complex functions are related to the fiber’s curva-
ture k and torsion 7 by

eby, = % exp [qm' ( /O () s’ + const.)] G

where the arbitrary constant describes the freedom to
rotate the coordinate system rigidly around the r = 0
axis, cf. Eq. (A19).



IIT. MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS

The electromagnetic field in optical fibers satisfies the
source-free Maxwell equations

divB =0,
divD =0,

curlE +90,B/c=0, (8)
curl H — 9,D/c=0, (9)

when using either Gaussian or Lorentz—Heaviside units.
For non-magnetic materials, the constitutive relations are
D =n’E, H =B, (10)

with n denoting the refractive index.
optical fibers, n has the form

n(r) = {Z;

where the refractive indices of the core and the cladding,
n1 and ngy, are constants satisfying ny > na > 1. Here,
the operators div and curl are those of flat Euclidean
space, which are to be expressed in non-Cartesian coordi-
nates when working with the curvilinear Fermi coordinate
system.

For step-index

O<r<1,
1<r,

(11)

A. Gauge-Fixed Field Equations

Here, we work with the electromagnetic potentials ¢
and A, such that

E=—grad¢—0,A/c, B =curlA. (12)

J

Imposing an appropriate generalization of the Lorenz
gauge to linear isotropic dielectrics, as in Ref. [12], the
field equations reduce to
n?0p = 2Ap, n?0lA = *AA, (13)
wherever n is constant. Here, A denotes the Laplacian
(more precisely: the scalar Laplace-Beltrami operator
when acting on ¢, for the vector Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator when acting on A) of Euclidean space, which we
express in curvilinear coordinates below.
Equation (13) can also be written in generally covariant
form. In regions of constant n, the electromagnetic four-
potential A = —c¢dt + A,dx’ satisfies the wave equation

gabvavbAc = 07 (14)

(in abstract index notation) where V is the Levi-Civita
derivative of the metric g,, given in Eq. (4) and g is
the inverse of Gordon’s optical metric §,, [35], which here
takes the form

g= QQ[—TdefQ +dr? 4 r2d0* + (1 — w)2d02] . (15)

To decouple the wave equations as much as possible,
we use an adapted frame ¢, and a coframe e*:

1 .
T 1w 9y BI = %[@« + 70y], (16)
—w)do, ¢F = %[dr Fardd], (17)

with respect to which the electromagnetic four-potential
can be decomposed as

A=At = A + Al + A et +A e (18)

To express the junction conditions at the core-cladding
interface r = 1 (derived in Ref. [12]) in a form suitable
for the following calculations, define the column vector

4] = (4] [A)] [A,] [AZ] [4]] 14} - AL] 024 — [Ay + AL/VE) Ay - 144 + AL)VAD) . (19)

where dots and primes denote partial differentiation with
respect to £ and r, respectively, and, for any function ¢,
the expression [¢] denotes the discontinuity of ¢ at the
interface:

te1= (1) ~ (1) - (20)

The junction conditions can then be expressed as
W[A| = 0, which means that all field expressions entering
Eq. (19) must be continuous.

B. Perturbative system

In the absence of bending, the fiber modes have constant
angular frequency w and propagation constant (3, for
which we define the dimensionless counterparts

B=o0B,

To set up a perturbative scheme for Eq. (13) in the pres-
ence of bending, we make the following ansatz. Seeking
monochromatic waves of angular frequency w and propa-
gation constant 3, we write

w=ow/c. (21)

_ 7 BU—J)f
A, =a,(rJ,c)e ( ), (22)
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FIG. 2. Transverse electric field profiles of linearly polarized fiber modes (LP modes). Horizontal polarization corresponds to
the Jones vector J4 = 1/+/2 (left figure), while vertical polarization corresponds to Ji = +i//2 (right figure). For illustration,

we have set the refractive indices to n1 = 1.46, no = 1, and the normalized frequency V =

contours indicate the relative electric field intensity.

where the field’s angular dependence is expanded in a
Fourier series:

(r,9,9) Z a, em (23)
meZ
with the following perturbative expansion
oo
aLm)(r, §) = Z Eka,([”’k)(r, S). (24)
k=|Im|-1]

Here, 0 and ¢ = €0 are to be considered as “independent
variables” in the sense of the multiple-scales method [36].
The precise form of the last expansion is motivated as
follows. In the unperturbed problem, SMFs allow for
modes with m = 4+1 and m = —1 only [13, 14]. Hence,
we start the series expansion of these Fourier modes at
order €°. The bending terms couple neighboring Fourier
components, so the series expansions of m =0 and m =
+2 start at order ¢!, while Fourier modes with m = +3
are at most of order €2, and so on.

We insert this ansatz into Eq. (13) and consider terms
of various powers of ¢ separately.

1. Unperturbed system

At order €°, one obtains

Hyya =0 =0, (25)
where the Helmholtz operator H,, acts on the fields
a, = (ao,a‘l,a+,a_)T (26)
as follows:
H,,a, = (Hnag, Hypay, Hyia, Hyo1a )T, (27)

(ow/c)/n3 —n2 to V = 2. The

with

2 190 m? 99 39
o2 Trar g2 T

The solution which is regular on the axis » = 0 and decays
for r > 1 is given in terms of Bessel functions as

o = 0 a0, )
o = £ G ),
a0 = plmet) (g7 <m 0>7q<1120 ROR (29¢)
a0 = flm,=1) (g (m 0) ’q(1"20)77~) (29d)

The coefficients qf:'ll’k)

fUm) are defined in terms of Bessel functions of the first
kind, J,,, and modified Bessel functions of the second
kind, K,,, as

may depend on ¢, and the functions

Jm+m/(Ur)

£ (g1, ga,r) = {‘“ T TSl a0
=gy r>1,
with
o= o B, Wey TR, o
For conciseness, we shall abbreviate Eq. (29) as
A = f (gm0, (32)

where ¢("™9 is a column vector containing all the param-
eters ¢ that occur in Eq. (29).

The matching conditions at the core-cladding interface
r =1 can then be written in matrix form

P[aF0) = My, - ¢F0 =0, (33)



where M,,, is a complex 8 x 8 matrix, given explicitly by
Eq. (58) in Ref. [12], the precise details of which are not
important for our present considerations.

For Eq. (33) to admit a non-trivial solution, the de-
terminant of M ; must vanish (one can show that the
two determinants for m = +1 and m = —1 are propor-
tional, so that they must vanish simultaneously). This
determines the standard dispersion relation between [,
w, o and the refractive indices ny,ng [13, 14].

If the dispersion relation is satisfied (SMFs admit only
a single solution for 5 in terms of w), the matrices M,
possess a one-dimensional kernel and co-kernel. Setting
g to be any vector spanning the kernel of M, (we take
g to be ¢-independent), the general solution to Eq. (33)
can be written as

&0 =304, (34)

where J (io ) can be interpreted as complex components of a
(¢-dependent) Jones vector, as the solution with m = +1
corresponds to right circular polarization, while m = —1
describes left circular polarization. Here, we choose the
norms and global phases of the vectors ¢, such that

J 5? ) =1 /+/2 corresponds to horizontal polarization and

Jf) = 4i/y/2 corresponds to vertical polarization; see

Fig. 2. To determine the dependence of JS_S) on ¢, we must
consider the equations at next order in the perturbative
expansion.

2. First order perturbations

At order ¢!, one obtains differential equations of the
form

Hy a, ) =%,0, (352)
ﬂj:laf,‘il’l) _ E&:I:l,l) , (35b)
Higaflﬂ:ll) — ZELiZl) ) (35C)

where the inhomogeneities fon’l), given explicitly in Ap-
pendix B, depend on the fields at order £°, their first
s-derivatives, as well as on the bending functions b, .
These equations can be solved using Green’s functions
for the Helmholtz operator H,, [37, Ch. 1.16]. Setting

G,,a,, = (Gmag, Gmay, Gpiray,Gm1a )", (36)

with
G%) r) r<l1,
Crugp(r) = { S #7) (37)
Gno(r) r>1,
Gg,ll)cp(r) = gYm(Ur)/ I (Ur)p(r")r" dr’
’ (38)

1
+ ng(UT)/ Yo (U)o (r')r' dr’

CPo(r) = —L,(Wr) / Ko (Wr Yo ()" dr’
Do (39)
- Km(WT)/ Lo(WrYo(r')yr' dr’,

1
where Y,,, and I,,, denote Bessel functions of the second

kind and modified Bessel functions of the first kind, re-
spectively, the general solution can be written in the form

a;L ©.1) = Q() Zu 1) + fu (O)<q (071)) ’ (403‘)
a}(;l:l,l) — gilzl(;tl,l) + fl(L:tl)(q(:tl,l))’ (40Db)
aif Y = GepXFY 4 fF (gY). (400)

The free parameters g™ 1) are needed to satisfy the junc-
tion conditions at the core-cladding interface. As in the
unperturbed case, these matching conditions can be writ-
ten in matrix form:

M, -q Y =-9[G, £, (41a)
My, 'q(il’l) = _'I’[Qilzfl’l)] ) (41b)
M, - ¢F> = —‘I’[Qﬂz,(iﬂ’l)] . (41c)

Since the matrices M, and M,, are non-singular,
Eqgs. (41a) and (41c) can be solved uniquely for the coef-
ficients ¢(®1) and ¢(*2V). However, M, , is singular due
to the dispersion relation. The condition that Eq. (41b) is
solvable is equivalent to the right-hand side of Eq. (41b)
being in the image of the matrix M ;. Denoting by
any eight-component row vector that spans the co-kernel
of M, the solubility condition can be expressed as

¢ PGy, EY] =0, (42)

Expanding all definitions, one obtains equations of the
form

d
(const.) &J@(g) =0, (43)

where the multiplicative factor is expressible in terms of
integrals of Bessel functions. Numerically, we find this
factor to be non-zero, leading to

d

d—<J§S) (<) =0. (44)
As will be explained in more detail below, this equation
implies that, to first order in the perturbative expansion,
the Jones vector of the SMF is Fermi—Walker transported
along the fiber (Rytov’s law). Non-trivial dynamics arise
only at second order.

As Eq. (44) implies that Eq. (41b) reduces to
My, - qF1Y =0, it follows that the vectors ¢(¥1'1) are
proportional to the vectors ¢, spanning the kernel of
M, where the proportionality coeflicients may depend
on <. Hence, we obtain

¢ =10 (d. (15)

where the dynamics of the coefficients J(il ) is to be deter-
mined at the next order.



8. Second order perturbations

At order €2, one obtains field equations of the form
Hy a, 0.2) = , (0’2) (46a)
H. a2 = 2<i1 2, (46Db)
Hi2a£i2 2) _ thﬂ 2) (46¢)
Hisaﬁ:g,z) _ Z}(;I:S,Q) ’ (46d)
(m,2)

where the inhomogeneities ¥,, ", given explicitly in Ap-
pendix B, depend on the fields at order € and €', their
¢-derivatives, as well as on the bending functions and
their derivatives.

These equations can be solved using the Green’s opera-
tor defined above:

a,®? =Gy £,02 11, O(g 02 (47a)
oD = G REDY) 4 pED (gFL) (47Db)
(i2 e E(ﬂ 2 4 fED(qE2Y) (47¢)
aL*S ? =Gy E“ES R PR C ) R CL (Y

and the interface conditions take the abstract form

M, -q ¥ =-9[G, 5,0, (48a)
My, - q(il’z) = _\I’[Q:I:lz;(ftl 2)], (48b)
M,, - q*22) — —‘I’[Qizzﬁﬂ’z)]a (48¢)

[ ] )

Mi?, . q(:l:3,2) — Gingftg ,2)

(48d
The structure is similar to Eq. (41). Equations (48a),
(48¢) and (48d) can be solved uniquely for the coeflicients
q\*?, ¢F22 and ¢*32. However, as the matrices
M, are singular, the solubility of Eq. (48b) provides a
non-trivial constraint, which is equivalent to

¢ ¥[G

Expanding the definitions, this leads to an equation of
the form

L EE]=0. (49)

d J(l) J(O)
d< [‘{1) IB() J(o) ) (50)

where B is a complex 2 x 2 matrix, which we find to be
of the general form

] &1

with & and 7 being dimensionless constants that depend
on the details of the SMF. (The factors of two on the
diagonal were inserted to simplify later calculations using
2b,b_ = 0®k?/¢%.) The matrix B is Hermitian since the
bending functions b are each other’s complex conjugates
and the parameters £ and 7 are real (this was verified
numerically, see Section IV below).

C. Polarization transport

Combining J(io ) and J (il) into one Jones vector

J, =39 40, (52)
Egs. (44) and (50) lead to

d L1 21

g.]:zg e“B-J, (53)

where error terms of order €2 have been neglected.
Transforming the complex components J to Cartesian
components J, and J, according to

J:I: = %(Jz + ZJy), (54)

the evolution equation for the Jones vector J can be
written as

AR | R bl
(55)

where the polarization curvature moment § and the phase
curvature moment n are given by & = o€ and n = o7,
respectively. Both curvature moments have dimensions
of length. The phase curvature moment 7 contributes to
the polarization dynamics by an overall phase, while the
polarization curvature moment ¢ determines the rate of
change of the polarization vector. This can be viewed as
an inverse spin Hall effect of light, where the evolution of
the state of polarization depends on the wavelength and
on the bending of the optical fiber.

Extending the Jones vector J to a three-dimensional
vector by setting J = 0, this result can be written in
covariant vector notation as

2,38 = ig(vhy, — Ls26) I+ ins?I" (56)

where Z; is the spatial Fermi—Walker derivative along the
fiber’s baseline, defined explicitly in Eq. (A4) below.

IV. RESULTS

We have implemented the above calculations in
Wolfram Mathematica [38] to numerically compute the
phase curvature moment 7 and the polarization curvature
moment & for various optical fibers and optical wave-
lengths. Here, we discuss numerical results for telecom-
munication SMFs and optical nanofibers, and also present
an analytical solution to the transport law (56) for helical
optical fibers.

A. Wavelength-dependence in single-mode fibers

Figure 3 shows the dependence of the phase curvature
moment 7 and the polarization curvature moment £ on the
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FIG. 3. Wavelength-dependence of the phase curvature mo-
ment 7 (upper figure) and the polarization curvature moment &
(lower figure) for typical step-index fibers with a core radius of
o0 = 4.1 pm and refractive indices n1 = 1.4712 and ne = 1.4659
(Fiber 1) as well as n; = 1.4715 and ny = 1.4648 (Fiber 11).

vacuum wavelength A = 2mw¢/w for two typical telecom-
munication optical fibers with a core radius ¢ = 4.1 nm
and refractive indices (1) n; = 1.4712 and ny = 1.4659 as
well as (11) ny = 1.4715 and ny = 1.4648.

In his 1987 paper [25], Berry predicted the polarization
curvature moment to be £ ~ 1/28 = \/(4nn) for weakly
guiding fibers, where n is the effective refractive index.
Despite the fact that the fibers considered here are weakly
guiding (the relative index differences are A, = 0.36 %
and A = 0.45 %, respectively), we find a deviation from
this prediction. Instead of & depending linearly on A, the
curves closely follow an affine dependence on A. The func-
tion £(\) thus has an isolated zero, at which Rytov’s law
extends to second order in perturbation theory. However,
as the following examples show, these curves are not affine
throughout.
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ment 7 (upper figure) and the polarization curvature moment
¢ (lower figure) for nanofibers with n; = 1.46 and np = 1,
operated at a vacuum wavelength of A = 633 nm.

B. Radius-dependence in nanofibers

In recent years, nanofibers, i.e., optical fibers with sub-
micrometer diameters, have attracted much experimental
interest [39-41]. In this regime, the two curvature mo-
ments 7 and & exhibit a behavior which differs significantly
from that in telecommunication SMFs described above.
Figure 4 shows the two curvature moments for nanofibers
with n; = 1.46 (fused silica) and ng =1 (vacuum), oper-
ated at an optical vacuum wavelength of A = 633 nm, as
was used experimentally in Ref. [39].

As such fibers cease to be single-mode at ¢ 2 230 nm
(where modes with m = 0 appear) and even support
multiple modes with m = £1 (labeled by their radial mode
index), this plot shows that the polarization curvature
moments are continuous functions at the cutoff frequencies
of higher modes.
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C. Multi-mode regime

In the above calculations, we have mainly focused on
SMFs, as the single-mode condition guarantees that the
matrices M,,, with m # %1 are non-singular. However,
we observe numerically that these matrices are typically
also non-singular for fibers which are not single-mode,
thus allowing us to extend our calculations into the multi-
mode regime. It should be noted, however, that not all
higher-order modes are linearly polarized, in which case
Eq. (56) continues to hold on a formal level, but the
physical interpretation of J becomes less intuitive (since
it merely describes the relative weights of the solutions
with m = 41 and m = —1, without a direct relation to a
polarization vector).

To investigate the behavior of the curvature moments
in the multi-mode regime, we consider optical fibers with

ny = 1.46 and ny = 1 (as in the preceding section) with
the normalized frequency V = gwc™'y/n? —n3 up to
V' = 10, where such fibers support five modes with az-
imuthal mode index m = £1 (they support further modes
for different mode indices, but they are not covered by the
calculations presented above). As Fig. 5 shows, the cur-
vature moments grow steeply near the cutoff frequencies,
which are marked by vertical dashed lines. This indicates
a limit on the range of validity of our perturbative scheme,
as first-order perturbations of the form £ and en cease
to be small near the cutoff.

D. Helical optical fibers

To illustrate the polarization dynamics derived above,
we consider the example of an optical fiber whose baseline
forms a helix. In this case, the Fermi—Walker transport for
the orthonormal frame (A4), as well as the polarization
transport equation for the Jones vector (56), can be solved
exactly.

We start by defining the curve -y, representing the
baseline of the optical fiber, as

~v(s) = (Rcos(as), Rsin(as), Has) , (57)
where s is the arc length, R is the radius of the helix,
2w H is the increase in height of the helix along the z-axis
after one turn in the zy-plane, and o = (R? + H?)~'/2.
The curve v has constant curvature and torsion

k= Ra?, T=Had?, (58)
and the Fermi—Walker transported orthonormal frame
(T, e1,e) can be constructed explicitly using Eq. (A5).
This frame is illustrated in Fig. 1.

At some reference point s = 0 on the fiber, the vectors
e; and es can be aligned with the initial orientation of
transverse electric field lines of the linearly polarized
fiber modes given in Fig. 2. Then, the Fermi-Walker
transport of e; and e; along v describes the lowest-order
frequency-independent transport law for the polarization
of the electromagnetic field along the optical fiber. This
is referred to as Rytov’s law, and has been experimentally
observed in Refs. [20, 21].

After traveling along ¢ complete loops of the helical
fiber, the plane of polarization of a linearly polarized
electromagnetic wave is rotated by the angle

(L) =2nlHa, {eN. (59)
This is the angle between the vectors e;(s = 0) and
ei(s =2nl/a).

Our results also include higher-order frequency-
dependent corrections to the polarization dynamics given
by Fermi—Walker transport, which can be viewed as an
inverse spin Hall effect of light. All information about the
polarization of the electromagnetic wave traveling along

the optical fiber, relative to the Fermi—Walker transported



frame, can be described by the Jones vector J = (J,J_)T.

The dynamics of the Jones vector is given by the transport
equation Eq. (53), which, for the helical fiber considered
here, takes the form

1¢,—2irs
. 2 n 38e

&J =1k %é‘e-‘rQirs 2 n J. (60)

The transport equation can be solved exactly in this case,

and the general solution can be written as

Ty = emilrk)s (o) 4 cae®H) | (61a)
P

where
F= VAR @R, hi=rEnd, (6

and c; and cy are integration constants depending on the
initial values J(0). Explicitly, one has

i ] it R

with the matrix U(s) being given by
B inn2s efi'rs 0
U(S) =e€ |: 0 e+zrs:|
o [cos(lzs)g—}— T sin(ks) 152,22 sin(ks) ] .

cos(ks) + T sin(ks)
(64)

51— sin(ks)

For illustration, consider an electromagnetic wave
that is initially right-hand circularly polarized, thus
J(0) = (1,0)T. Then, using the exact solutions given
above, one can calculate the probability of observing a
beam of opposite circular polarization to be

2

P (s) = (1 - ;2) sin?(ks) . (65)

This change of polarization represents an inverse spin
Hall effect of light, where the polarization dynamics is
controlled by the wavelength and by the bending of the
optical fiber. For typical fiber parameters such as R =
10cm, H = 1mm and £ = 10 pm, the above transition
probability oscillates with an amplitude 1 — 72/k? ~
2.5 x 107% and a period mk~! ~ 31 m. Furthermore, note
that k£ depends on the polarization curvature moment &,
which, for telecommunication fibers, is an affine function
of the optical wavelength A\ (see Fig. 3), but can have
a more general behavior for nanofibers (Fig. 4) or for
higher-order modes (Fig. 5). As & controls the magnitude
of the inverse spin Hall effect of light, the results in Fig. 5
suggest that this effect becomes large and potentially
observable close to the mode cutoff frequencies or for
large values of the normalized frequency V.

When the torsion 7 is set to zero, the helix reduces to
a circle of curvature kK = R™!, and the above transition
probability becomes

P+—(5)|T:0 =sin?(3&k%s). (66)

Thus, a circularly polarized electromagnetic wave can
flip to the opposite state of circular polarization after
propagating along a circular fiber. This occurs after
the electromagnetic wave has traveled a certain length s
along the fiber, depending on the geometry (through &),
the parameters of the fiber, and the wave frequency (£
depends on the refractive indices in the core and cladding,
on the radius of the core, and on wave frequency). More
precisely, we will have P+_(s)|T:0 =1lfors=(2i+1)gz,
with ¢ € Z. A similar transition probability was also
obtained in Ref. [26, Eq. 32]. However, our result is
different in the sense that ¢ is an affine function (at least
in the case of the telecommunication fibers presented in
Fig. 3) instead of a linear function of A, as was the case in
Ref. [26]. Furthermore, in our case ¢ contains additional
information about the optical fiber parameters, such as
the core radius o, and the refractive indices of the core
and cladding.

We can also calculate the transition probability from
an initially right-handed circularly polarized wave to a
linearly polarized wave:

2
5 |27 sin?(ks) cos(275)

N[ =
N
N

R

Pia(s) =5+

(67)
— ksin(2ks) sin(27s)

Note that while P, _(s) has a period of 7k=!, P .(s)
involves products of two sinusoidal functions with periods
of mk~! and w71, respectively. For the fiber parameters
mentioned above, we have k ~ 7, with k — 7 ~ 1.2 X
1075m~!. In this case, P,,(s) will oscillate on short
length scales with frequency k =~ 7, and we can write
2
P, .(s) =~ % [1 - 5% sin2(7's)} . (68)

In this approximation, the amplitude of the oscillations
of Py, (s) is controlled by the wave frequency and fiber
parameters (through £) and by the geometry (through x
and 7), while the frequency of the oscillations of Py, (s)
is solely controlled by the geometry (through 7). In
particular, a transition from circular to linear polarization
is achieved when Py ,(s) = 1, although this would require
some fine tuning of the geometry, fiber parameters and
wave frequency.

In general, there will also be a long-scale modulation
of Py_(s) due to the small difference between the two
frequencies in Eq. (67). However, this additional mod-
ulation is only significant on length scales of the order
7(k —7)"! ~ 2.5 x 10°m and can thus be neglected.



V. DISCUSSION

We have derived an equation for the transport of the
electromagnetic field’s polarization and phase in curved
optical fibers by perturbatively solving Maxwell’s equa-
tions, based on a multiple-scales approximation scheme.
The response of the electromagnetic field to the bending
was found to be characterized by two coupling constants:
the polarization curvature moment ¢ and the phase cur-
vature moment 7. We showed how the polarization curva-
ture moment ¢ leads to an inverse spin Hall effect of light,
where the state of polarization of the electromagnetic
wave is controlled by the wavelength and the bending of
the optical fiber.

The equations for the polarization transport derived
in this paper are similar in structure to those derived
by Berry [25]. In both treatments, the leading-order
transport law is given by Fermi-Walker transport, while
second-order corrections depend on the fiber’s curvature.
However, the details of the second-order corrections differ:
in Berry’s result, second-order corrections depend linearly
on frequency and quadratically on curvature, but there is
no explicit dependence on fiber parameters (neither on
the core radius nor on the refractive indices). Further-
more, Berry’s paper does not contain a detailed derivation
(the publication of which was announced in the paper,
but we are not aware of it). By contrast, our explicit
derivation shows that second-order corrections generally
can have a more complicated frequency dependence than
predicted by Berry, as described by the phase and polar-
ization curvature moments (which depend on the fiber
parameters).

Similar results to Berry’s were also obtained in the
related paper by Lai et al. [26]. While our calculations
model the electromagnetic field in both the fiber core and
the fiber cladding (with appropriate interface conditions),
Lai et al. evaluated the field equations only up to the
fiber core radius (i.e. in the core), suggesting that the
field was approximated to vanish in the cladding—an
approximation which was not necessary in the calculations
presented in this paper and is not satisfied in practice for
nanofibers.

Moreover, our methods do not rely on the commonly
used weak-guidance approximation, nor do they make
use of the thin-layer method [26, 42]. Instead, the meth-
ods presented here implement a perturbative scheme for
the full vectorial Maxwell equations, based only on the
assumption of weak and slowly varying bending of the
fiber (when compared with the wavelength of the fields
therein).

We expect the methods described here to be capable
also of providing detailed analyses of fiber mode perturba-
tions by other effects, such as variations in the refractive
indices due to stresses, variations in the fiber core radius,
but also gravitational effects.
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Appendix A: Spatial Fermi coordinate system

This section summarizes the construction of Fermi nor-
mal coordinates, based on Fermi—Walker transport. For
an analogous construction based on the Serret—Frenet
frame, see, e.g., Refs. [26, 43].

Let (M, g) be an oriented three-dimensional Rieman-
nian manifold with Levi-Civita connection V. Let
s — v(s) be a curve parameterized by arc length, and
denote by T' = 4/ its tangent vector (with g(7,7T) = 1)
and by v = V7T its normal vector. In regions where the
curvature K = /g(v, V) is non-zero, one can introduce
the orthonormal Serret—Frenet frame

(T7N:5,B:T><N), (A1)

K

where NN is the unit normal and B is the binormal. The

torsion of the curve « is then defined as
T:g(vTNyB):_g(vTBaN)7 (A2)

and the evolution of the Serret—Frenet frame along the
curve is given by the Serret—Frenet equations [44, Ch. 7.B]

VT = kN, (A3a)
VorN =—kT + 7B, (A3D)
ViB=-7N. (A3c)

The Fermi—Walker derivative %5 is defined by its action
on any vector v as

Dsv=Vrv+gv,v)T —g(T,v)v. (A4)
One readily verifies that 2,7 = 0, I,N = 7B, 9B =
—7N and ;g = 0.

Now, let (T,e1,e2) be an orthonormal frame at any
“reference point” p = v(0). Extending ej, es along v by
Fermi—Walker transport, i.e. Zse1 = Yes = 0, one obtains
an orthonormal frame (T'(s), e1(s), e2(s)) along the entire
curve 7. The Fermi-Walker transported vectors e; (s) and
e2(s) can be explicitly constructed along any curve ~ with
nonvanishing curvature x as

(20) = (sompte) —mtn) (3) . a9



where
0(s) = /OS 7(s")ds" + 6(0). (A6)
Next, define the function
(@Y, 8) = expy [zei(s) +yea(s)], (A7)

where exp : TM — M is the exponential map. The
implicit function theorem guarantees that the parameters
(s,z,y) define a coordinate system in a neighborhood of
the curve 7.

As (05,04, 0y) = (T(s),e1(s),e2(s)) is an orthonormal
frame along , one finds that along + the metric tensor
takes the form

9ij = 0ij - (A8)

The Christoffel symbols along v can be determined

using the general formula
Lijp = 9(8¢,V8j %) - (A9)

Using the definition of the Fermi—Walker transport, one
finds

V1T 0 Hglwe) +g(viea)\ (T
Vre, | = | —g(v,eq) 0 0 e |,
Vre, —g(v,e5) 0 0 €2

from which one can read I';;, = I';;; and I'; ... It thus
remains to determine I', ., where the last indices are both
distinct from s. This is accomplished by considering the
curve & — (s, 1€, c2), where s, ¢1 and ¢g are constant.
By Eq. (A7), this is a geodesic, which implies that ¢,9, +
20, is auto-parallel, which means

Vo, 0, + 3V 0, +2¢165V 0, = 0. (A11)

Since the constants ¢; and ¢y are arbitrary, one finds that
all covariant derivatives entering this equation vanish,
hence I',;, vanishes whenever the last two indices are
both distinct from s.

In total, one thus finds that the only non-zero Christof-
fel symbols (up to symmetry) along v are

Fzss =+, Fyss =+tv

Yy )
... =-v,, Fssy =—v,,

(Al2a)
(A12Db)

Ssx

where v; = (0,v,,v,) are the components of the normal
vector v in the frame (T, e;, e3) (they are functions of s
alone). Using 0,9, = U'jp; + Tk, one finds that the only
non-zero derivatives of g;; along vy are

aﬂcgss = _2Vm ) aygss = —2yy ) (A13)
Expanding the metric along v in a Taylor series in x and
1y, one obtains

gij = 0;; — 26705 (v, +vyy) + O(2*) +O(y?). (A14)
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Up to error terms of order 72 = z2 + 32, one thus has

g=da? +dy? + (1 — y;2%)%ds? + O(r?). (A15)
While the calculations leading to Eq. (A15) were pertur-
bative, it turns out that the error terms vanish in flat
Euclidean space. This can be seen by noting that the
metric of Eq. (A15) without the error terms has vanish-
ing Riemann curvature, and that the xy-plane is totally
geodesic, so that straight coordinate lines in the zy-plane
are exact solutions to the geodesic equation. Error terms
thus arise only in the presence of curvature, and are thus
absent for the applications in this paper.
In cylindrical coordinates (s, r,d), one finds

2

=dr? +r2d® + |1 — L v, et —u e ds?,
9 \/i ( + )
(A16)
where
v, = %(Vx Fiv,). (A17)

In terms of these functions, the curvature x and the
torsion 7 take the form

) =y, 7 (L L),

(A18)

Conversely, one has

v, = \%exp {:Fi (/OST(S')dsl + const.)} . (A19)

Appendix B: Inhomogeneities

Here, we give explicit expressions for the inhomo-

geneities E,(Lm’k) arising in Eqgs. (35) and (46). To express

them in a concise way, we introduce some notation.
First, define the two operators

LE = % [8(1 += kr%’} , (Bla)
ir3 ob
Bt = —’\T/g {zjzbi + aj] . (B1b)

Then, denoting by a,, the column vector of field compo-
nents defined in Eq. (26), let A, B and C be defined as
follows:

L2, a, 0

L2 a ~ “+a
Afa = o +2ifb |, (B2a
Gy Lz—(m+1)a+ B + 0 ( )

LZ (oo Bl

L;Hnao 0

Lina > +a
Ava, =2 | +2i6b_ | T, (B2b
Iz L;(m+1)a+ —a ( )

L (m-1ya-



0
+, _pt tay
BYa, =B"a, +[2b,0, + (9.b)] | ,  (B2c)
Bl
0
_ _ +a_
B a,=B"a,+[2b_0, +(9.b_)] —a, | ¢ (B2d)
ano
0y — 2“”
a, \/§b+b7r L1a+
Lia B2
. (B2c)
~ +a_
+ 2B, b a*_aua :
4
L3,.a,
b2 L3,.a
Cha, =% L3 I
V2 | H ) O
a_
—(m-1) (B2f)
0 0
VoirGn? | 4 2|0
+2 2%Tﬁb+ 0 +b+ 0 )
9 O+
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) Lg&-mao
=m-u \/5 L+(m+1)a+
0 0
4oV BB tZ[ o2 ao_
0 0

With these definitions at hand, the inhomogeneities of
the first-order equations can then be written as

X, o1 = Aflaffm) + AIl“LJrl’O) ) (B3a)
Eﬁtl’l) _ —2i,§8§a/(f:1’0) , (B3b)
2212,1) Zéiaﬁil’o)- (B3c)

Further, the inhomogeneities of the second-order equa-
tions are

02
z,©2

21&8 a (0.1)
AT A
+ B+aL—1,0) i B_GELH’O) 7
(£1,2) _ 92 (£1,0) _ o:73q9 (£1,1)
X, = —0a, 2180, a,;
+AFa?V + AT el
+C% (:I:l,O) i C:t al(fl,o) ’

2@58 a (£2,1)
L AT gL 1) 4 B*a (:I:l 0)
Z(i:s 2) _ Aji a(iz 1) —I—Ci (:tl 0)

(B4a)

(B4b)
E(j:? 2)
(B4c)
(B4d)

These source terms do not couple the temporal field com-
ponent a, with the spatial components a and a, which

is consistent with the decoupled system given in Eq. (13).
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