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The geometric phase in optics (GPIO) is directly associated with the polarization of light. We
investigate the physical principles underlying the occurrence of the GPIO for a single-mode light
beam propagating in a single-mode optical fiber wound into a circular helix configuration, with and
without stress-induced birefringence. The effects of the curvature and torsion of the helical fiber on
the rotation of the polarization vector and the associated GPIO are discussed. Analytic expressions
are derived for the polarization vector and Stokes parameters for any initial polarization state of
the light entering the helical fiber, as well as for the GPIO of the light as a function of helix arc-
length. Additionally, the intensity of a superposition of the initial and final beams, which depends
on the final GPIO, is derived. Furthermore, the relationship between the GPIO and the solid angle
subtended by the tangent vector of the helix plotted on the Poincaré sphere is analyzed, and the
effects of fluctuations of the parameters specifying the geometry and the material characteristics of
the helical fiber on the GPIO are considered.

I. INTRODUCTION

The propagation of light in optical fibers is an impor-
tant topic in optics. When an optical fiber is wound
into a twisted configuration, such as a helix, the polar-
ization state of the light propagating through the fiber
can undergo a variety of interesting effects due to the ge-
ometric properties of the twisted fiber. One such effect
arises from the optical geometric phase (GPIO), some-
times called the Pancharatnam-Berry geometric phase,
γPB, which emerges due to the non-trivial geometry of
the fiber, as has been described in Refs. [1–14] and ref-
erences therein. This phase is acquired by a light beam
when its polarization state undergoes cyclic evolution,
i.e., the GPIO arises when a polarization vector evolves
along a closed path in parameter space. For a circular
helix optical fiber with and without significant stress-
induced birefringence, the curvature and torsion of the
coiled fiber play a crucial role in determining the GPIO.
As a consequence of the helical configuration, the polar-
ization vector undergoes rotation as the light propagates.
The mathematical formalism for calculating the rotation
and the GPIO is related to the Berry connection; the
GPIO is the integration of the Berry connection over the
closed path in parameter space. The GPIO can be exper-
imentally quantified by splitting off a portion of the light
entering and exiting the fiber and forming a superposi-
tion of these portions of the beam, and then measuring
the resulting light intensity.
Phase has broad relevance in optics; for example,

Ref. [4] deals with the formation of geometric phases dur-
ing non-adiabatic frequency-swept radio frequency (RF)
pulses with sine amplitude modulation and cosine fre-
quency modulation functions. The study analyzes the
geometric phases using a Schrödinger equation formal-
ism and provides solutions for sub-geometric phase com-
ponents. The results have implications for magnetic res-

onance imaging (MRI) and high-resolution nuclear mag-
netic resonance (NMR). Here we study the physical prin-
ciples underlying the propagation of polarized light and
the GPIO in helical optical fibers.
A considerable amount of research has been devoted

to the GPIO, see Refs. [2, 3, 5, 6, 9–14] and references
therein, with applications in various optical systems.
Reference [5] develops the theoretical framework of ge-
ometric phases with particular emphasis on what is now
often called the Berry phase, which arises during adia-
batic changes in quantum systems. Geometric phases de-
pend on the path traversed in parameter space and have
important implications in quantum mechanics [15, 16],
mechanics in general, and optics. Reference [6] empha-
sizes its connection of holonomy (the failure of parallel
transport around closed cycles to preserve the geomet-
ric information being transported), the Berry phase and
the quantum adiabatic theorem; it provides mathemati-
cal insights into the geometric phase and its importance
in quantum physics and beyond.
The rotation of the polarization vector of a light beam

propagating in an optical fiber has practical applications,
including [8]:

1. Optical sensing: The GPIO can be used for sensing
applications. Changes in the curvature or torsion
of the fiber can be detected by monitoring the po-
larization state [9].

2. Optical communications: Helical fibers can be used
to create polarization-based devices such as polar-
ization rotators or mode converters [10].

3. A spin-dependent deflector based on the GPIO has
been realized for IR wavelengths in metallic nano-
gratings working in transmission [11].

4. Lenses based on the GPIO [12].
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5. The intrinsic spin-orbit interaction associated with
a gradient in the GPIO can produce a novel type
of electromagnetic angular momentum transfer [11,
13].

6. Quantum optics: The GPIO is relevant in quantum
optics, where geometric phases play a crucial role
[11, 13].

The GPIO in twisted optical fibers provides a rich play-
ground for exploring geometric effects in optics. Under-
standing this phase can lead to novel applications and
improve our ability to manipulate light polarization in
optical systems.
The following papers are also particularly relevant

to the work reported here. Reference [7] investigates
the modification of polarization in low and high stress-
induced birefringence mono-mode optical fibers due to
geometric effects. Specifically, it examines how bending
and curving the fiber path can lead to polarization ro-
tation. Reference [10] analyzes the propagation of light
in arbitrarily curved step-index optical fibers. Using a
multi-scale approximation scheme, they rigorously de-
rive Rytov’s law (the rotation of the plane of polariza-
tion of an electromagnetic wave in a uniform inhomoge-
neous medium due to the GPIO) at leading order, and
explore nontrivial dynamics of the polarization of the
electromagnetic field. It describes how the curvature and
torsion of the optical fiber affect the polarization vector
of the light (this is an inverse Spin Hall effect for light
[10]). Measurement of the GPIO have been reported in
Refs. [7, 14, 17, 18].
The outline of this manuscript is as follows: Section II

presents a brief introduction to geometric phase in me-
chanics, quantum mechanics and optics. Section III dis-
cusses the geometry of a circular helical optical fiber and
the Frenet-Serret system (the basis vectors and the gen-
eralized curvatures for a curve in Rn) [in R3 the basis
vectors are the tangent vector T, the normal N, and
the binormal vector B, which form an orthonormal ba-
sis, and the curvature κ and the torsion τ parameters].
Section IV considers the dynamics of light polarization
in a helical fiber as the light propagates along the fiber,
and presents the equations of motion for amplitudes of
the normal and binormal vectors in the light polarization
vector that propagates in the helical fiber, Sec. IVA plots
the Stokes vector on the Poincaré sphere, and Sec. IVB
considers the dynamics without any stress-induced bire-
fringence. Sec. V introduces the GPIO for a helical
fiber, Secs. VA, VB present analytic formulas for the
Pancharatnam-Berry phase (PBP) and the Frenet-Serret
geometric phase (FSGP) and the total geometric phase,
respectively, Sec. VC considers the adiabatic limit of the
geometric phases, and Sec. VE presents the geometric
phases versus initial conditions of the polarization vec-
tor. Section VI discusses the intensity of a coherent su-
perposition of the initial and final polarization vectors.
Section VII considers the relationship between γFS and
Ω. Section VIII calculates the effects of fluctuations of

the parameters in the expressions for the GPIO, and fi-
nally, Sec. IX contains a summary and conclusion. Ap-
pendix A addresses the representation of the PBP and
FSGP in a helical fiber using eigenvectors of the matrix
in the dynamical equation for the amplitudes of the nor-
mal and binormal vectors in the light polarization vector,
and Appendix B considers the extrema of the PBP.

II. GEOMETRIC PHASE IN MECHANICS,

QUANTUM MECHANICS AND OPTICS

In the context of classical and quantum mechanics, the
term “geometric phase” refers to a phase acquired by a
system in the course of carrying out motion along a closed
curve. The geometric phase is frequently studied in sys-
tems that vary adiabatically, i.e. slowly, and it is derived
by considering the geometric properties of the parameter
space of a Hamiltonian system [19]. In optics it is known
as the optical geometric phase, but it is also sometimes
called the Pancharatnam phase, the Berry phase, or the
Pancharatnam-Berry phase. The phenomenon was inde-
pendently discovered in classical optics by S. Pancharat-
nam in 1956 [1] and by H. C. Longuet-Higgins in molec-
ular physics in 1958 [20]. A noteworthy manifestation
can be observed in the Aharonov–Bohm effect [33]. Two
further examples of a geometric phase arise in the Fou-
cault pendulum, as explained in Ref. [22], and in nuclear
magnetic resonance, see Ref. [23]. One may observe the
effects of a geometric phase as follows: place your right
arm at your side, then move it straight in front of you by
rotating it 90 degrees. Next rotate it another 90 degrees
so that your arm is extended to your right, and finally
rotate your arm another 90 degrees so that your arm is
back at your side. Notice that your hand is rotated 90
degrees from its original direction. This rotation of your
hand is a geometric phase.
The polarization vector of the light is an important

quantity in the field of optics. We shall denote the slowly
varying envelope of the electric field of the light by the
symbolA. In what follows we shall consider the propaga-
tion of A as a function of the arc-length s along the fiber,
A(s). The light propagates in the direction of the wave
vector of the light, k, which is guided along the fiber and
therefore propagates along the tangent vector of the fiber,
T(s). The vector A(s) is normal to the vector T(s) and
has components along the normal and binormal vectors,
N(s) and B(s), i.e., A(s) = An(s)N(s) + Ab(s)B(s),
where An(s) and Ab(s) are the amplitudes of the nor-
mal and binormal vectors. In quantum mechanics [16],
the geometric phase is associated with amplitudes of ba-
sis functions which vary with time. But in optics, not
only do An(s) and Ab(s) vary with arc-length, but the
basis vectors N(s) and B(s) also vary with arc-length.
As a consequence of this variation of the basis vectors
with arc-length, there is an additional geometric phase
that is not present in quantum mechanical treatments.
It is therefore necessary to discuss what can be thought
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of as a ‘dynamic geometric phase’, the “Pancharatnam-
Berry phase (PBP)”, for which we introduce the symbol
γPB(s), as well as a new geometric phase that arises from
the variation of the basis vectors N(s) and B(s) with
arc-length. We call the latter phase the “Frenet-Serret
geometric phase (FSGP)”, for which we introduce the
symbol γFS(s). To the best of our knowledge, the FSGP
has not been previously discussed in the literature. We
shall call the sum of the PBP and the FSGP, the total

geometric phase.

III. GEOMETRY OF AN OPTICAL HELIX

FIBER

A circular helix of radius r and pitch 2πc is defined as
a vector-valued function in 3D space,

R(t) = r cos t x̂+ r sin t ŷ + c t ẑ, (1)

where x̂, ŷ and ẑ are Cartesian basis vectors, the origin
of the coordinate system is on the axis of the helix, r and
c are assumed to be positive, and the real dimensionless
curve parameter t (you can think of the parameter t as
being the product of the beam phase velocity and the
propagation time expressed in dimensionless units). The
arc-length s of the helix is

s =
√

r2 + c2 t. (2)

Solving Eq. (2) for t, we obtain t = s/
√
r2 + c2, i.e., we

invert s(t) to get t(s). Hence, the curve of the helix in
Eq. (1) can be re-parameterized to give R as a function
of s:

R(s) = r cos

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

x̂+ r sin

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

ŷ

+
c s√
r2 + c2

ẑ. (3)

Note that |dR(s)/ds| = 1, hence T(s) = dR(s)/ds is the
tangent vector of unit length. In the helical case,

T(s) =
1√

r2 + c2

[

− r sin

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

x̂

+r cos

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

ŷ + c ẑ

]

. (4)

The unit normal vector N(s) can be obtained from the
equation dT(s)/ds = κN(s), where the curvature κ is
given by

κ =
∣

∣

∣

dT(s)

ds

∣

∣

∣
=

r

r2 + c2
, (5)

and using these results we find:

N(s) = − cos

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

x̂− sin

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

ŷ. (6)

The binormal vector is given by B(s) = T(s) ×N(s):

B(s) =
1√

r2 + c2

[

c sin

(

s√
r2 + c2

)

x̂

−c cos
(

s√
r2 + c2

)

ŷ + r ẑ

]

. (7)

By differentiating B(s) we find dB(s)/ds = −τ N(s),
where the torsion of the helix is τ = −N(s) · dB/ds:

τ =
c

r2 + c2
. (8)

More generally, the Frenet–Serret formulas [24] de-
scribe differentiable curves in Rn. Although the curve
R(t) is given as a function of the dimensionless curve pa-
rameter t, the Frenet–Serret system is usually written in
terms of the arc-length s:

R(s) = x1(s) x̂1 + x2(s) x̂2 + . . .+ xn(s) x̂n. (9)

Here xi(s) are smooth functions of the arc-length s, and

the unit tangent vector is given by T(s) = dR(s)
ds . In

Rn there are n−1 generalized curvatures, and n Frenet–
Serret unit basis vectors.
As mentioned above, in three-dimensional Euclidean

space, R3, the normal vector N(s) and the binormal vec-
tor B(s) are given by

N(s) =
1

κ(s)

dT(s)

ds
, (10)

B(s) = T(s)×N(s), (11)

The curvature κ(s) measures the failure of the curveR(s)
to be a straight line, while torsion τ(s) measures the fail-
ure of the curve to be planar:

κ(s) =
|R′(s)×R′′(s)|

|R(s)|3 , (12)

τ(s) =
[R′(s)×R′′(s)]×R′′′(s)

|R′(s)×R′′(s)|2 , (13)

where R′(s) = dR(s)/ds, R′′(s) = d2R(s)/ds2 and
R′′′(s) = d3R(s)/ds3. The Frenet–Serret system de-
scribes the curvature κ(s) and torsion τ(s) of the curve
and the derivatives of the tangent, normal, and binormal
unit vectors in terms of each other,

dT

ds
= κN,

dN

ds
= −κT+ τB,

dB

ds
= −τN.

(14)

The unit vectors T, N, B, and the scalars κ and τ ,
are together called the Frenet–Serret apparatus. [In the
Wolfram Mathematica language used to carry out the
calculations reported here, the Frenet–Serret system is
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FIG. 1. Helix R(s) (black), and T(s) (red), N(s) (yellow), B(s)
(blue) plotted with parameters r = 1 and c = 1/4. The triad of
unit vectors are plotted for s = 2.

called ‘FrenetSerretSystem’; the Frenet–Serret equations
are coded as a function of a parameter t, which is not
necessarily the arc-length s.] We denote the period of
the tangent, normal and binormal vectors by PFS:

PFS = 2π
√

r2 + c2 =
2π√
κ2 + τ2

. (15)

Figure 1 shows a helix R(s) with parameters r = 1
and c = 1/4 plotted in black, and the unit vectors T(s)
(red), N(s) (yellow), B(s) (blue) evaluated at t = 2 (s =

2
√

17/16. A triad of unit vectors can be plotted at any
value of arc-length s.

Figure 2 shows the tangent vector T(s) on the unit
sphere (i.e., the Poincaré sphere) as a blue curve, where
the unit vector T(s) has its tail at the origin and its head
on the blue curve on the Poincaré sphere. The figure is
drawn for helix parameters r = 1 and c = 1/4. The solid
angle on the sphere subtended by T(s) as s moves from
s = 0 to s = PFS is drawn as semi-transparent red. We
call this solid angle Ω(r, c):

Ω(r, c) =
2π c√
r2 + c2

=
2π τ√
κ2 + τ2

. (16)

Note that as r decreases (increases) the area decreases
(increases), and as c decreases (increases), the solid angle
Ω(r, c) increases (decreases).

FIG. 2. Tangent vector T(s) on the Poincaré sphere plotted with
parameters r = 1 and c = 1/4. The arrow shows the initial value,
T(0). The solid angle Ω(r, c) is depicted by semi-transparent red.

IV. DYNAMICS OF LIGHT POLARIZATION IN

A HELIX FIBER

For a fiber wound into a circular helix (e.g., by wrap-
ping the fiber around a cylinder), an analytic solution
for the polarization state of the light as a function of
arc-length in a fiber with both significant and negligible
stress-induced birefringence is possible as both r and c
(and therefore κ and τ) are constants independent of s.
The propagation equations for the polarization vector

A(s) = An(s)N(s) +Ab(s)B(s), (17)

where the subscripts n and b stand for normal and binor-
mal, is given by [7, 25]

i
d

ds

(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

=

(

−ακ2

2 iτ

−iτ ακ2

2

)

(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

. (18)

Here the parameter α is the product of the square of
radius of the optical fiber, ρ, and a constant a depending
on the wavelength of the light and the elastic material
properties of the fiber that give rise to stress-induced
birefringence, α = ρ2a [7, 25]. The solution to Eq. (18)
with the general initial conditions

An(0) = p, Ab(0) = eiφ
√

1− p2, (19)

where p is the probability amplitude for being along the
normal vector and φ is the initial phase of the amplitude
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FIG. 3. The amplitudes An(s) and Ab(s) of the normal and bi-
normal vectors in the polarization vector A(s) [see Eq. (17)] for
p = 1/

√

2 and φ = 0 (linearly polarized light with polarization at
a 45◦ angle from the x-axis). Re[An(s)] is the solid blue curve,
Im[An(s)] is the dashed red curve, Re[Ab(s)] is the solid green
curve, and Im[Ab(s)] is the dashed purple curve.
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FIG. 4. The amplitudes An(s) and Ab(s) of the normal and binor-
mal vectors in the polarization vector A(s) [see Eq. (17)] for left
circular polarized light, p = 1/

√

2 and φ = π/2. The Re[An(s)] is
the solid blue curve, Im[An(s)] is the dashed red curve, Re[Ab(s)]
is the solid green curve, and Im[Ab(s)] is the dashed purple curve
which overlaps the solid blue Re[An(s)] curve.

Ab(0), takes the form

An(s) = p cos(kss) +
2τeiφ

√

1− p2 + i ακ2p

2ks
sin(kss),

Ab(s) = eiφ
√

1− p2 cos(kss)

− 2τp+ i ακ2eiφ
√

1− p2

2ks
sin(kss), (20)

where ks =
1
2

√
α2κ4 + 4τ2.

Figure 3 plots the amplitudes An(s) and Ab(s) versus
s for linearly polarized light with polarization at a 45◦

angle from the x-axis, i.e., probability amplitude p =
1/

√
2 and the phase φ = 0. The parameter values used

are α = 1, r = 1 and c = 1/4. The amplitudes have

a period Ps = 2π/ks = 4π/
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2. The curves

Im[An(s)] and Im[Ab(s)] are 180
◦ out of phase; Re[An(s)]

and Re[Ab(s)] are out of phase by a much smaller angle.
Figure 4 plots the amplitudes An(s) and Ab(s) versus
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FIG. 5. Amplitudes An(s) and Ab(s) of the normal and binormal
vectors in the polarization vector A(s) for right circular polarized
light, p = 1/

√

2 and φ = −π/2. The Re[An(s)] is the solid blue
curve, Im[An(s)] is the dashed red curve, Re[Ab(s)] is the solid
green curve, and Im[Ab(s)] is the dashed purple curve.

s for left circular polarized light, i.e., probability ampli-
tude p = 1/

√
2 and the phase φ = π/2. In this case,

Re[An(s)] = Im[Ab(s)] so these curves lie one on top
of the other. Figure 5 is somewhat similar to Fig. 4,
except for right circular polarized light, p = 1/

√
2 and

φ = −π/2; here the Re[An(s)] and Im[Ab(s)] curves are
distinct.

A. Polarization vector and Stokes vector on the

Poincaré sphere

In order to demonstrate that the dynamics of the polar-
ization vector in a helical optical fiber can be represented
by the polarization evolution on the Poincaré sphere, it
is convenient to rewrite Eq. (18) in a manner that re-
sembles a dynamical equation for a spin-1/2 particle in
a constant magnetic field:

i
d

ds

(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

= B · σ
(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

. (21)

Here σ = (σz , σx, σy) [note the order], and the s-
independent fictitious magnetic field vector B is given
by

B =
(

− 1

2
ακ2, 0, −τ

)

. (22)

This notation is employed to elucidate the analogy be-
tween the dynamics of a polarization vector in a helical
optical fiber and the dynamics of a spin-1/2 particle in
the presence of a real magnetic field.
For understanding the physics of the polarization,

it is convenient to define the Stokes vector SFS(s) =
(S1(s), S2(s), S3(s)) where S1, S2 and S3 are the Stokes
parameters. The third component is along the propaga-

tion direction of the light, k̂ = T(s) [26]. SFS(s) is a real
vector that can be plotted on the Poincaré sphere (as can
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FIG. 6. The Stokes vector components of SFS(s) in the Frenet–
Serret frame versus arc-length s for initial conditions p = 1/

√

2 and
φ = 0 with with parameters r = 1 and c = 1/4.

the complex polarization vector A(s) be plotted on the
complex Bloch sphere [27]):

SFS(s) =
(

A∗

n(s), A
∗

b (s)
)

σ

(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

. (23)

Here the Pauli vector σ is defined as σ = (σz , σx, σy)
[note the order], where σx, σy and σz are the usual Pauli
matrices.
Figure 6 plots the components of SFS(s) versus s for

the initial linearly polarized case where the amplitudes
An(s) and Ab(s) are shown in Fig. 3. The period of
Stokes vector SFS(s) is half of the period Ps of the am-
plitudes, where Ps = 12.5281, as can be seen in all the
figures for the amplitudes shown above.
Figure 7 shows the dynamics of the Stokes vector

SFS(s) in the Frenet–Serret frame on the Poincaré sphere

for the linearly polarized case, p = 1/
√
2 and φ = 0. This

dynamics is analogous to the dynamics of a spin-1/2 par-
ticle on the Bloch sphere due to a magnetic field. The
black arrow shows the polarization vector at s = 0. As
propagation proceeds, the tip of SFS(s) follows the red
curve shown in the figure, making one full revolution at
s = Ps/2 and two full revolutions at s = Ps. As the initial
conditions change the solid angle subtended by SFS(s) in
the Frenet–Serret frame on the Poincaré sphere changes;
as p increases from zero to one, the solid angle subtended
increases. When p = 0 and p = 1, there is no dependence
on φ, but when p 6= 0, first the solid angle increases with
increasing p, then decreases, and for certain values of φ
it can again increase. The solid angle subtended equals
the GPIO. More will be said about the GPIO in Sec. V.
Note that the plot of the Stokes vector in the Frenet–

Serret frame SFS(s) on the Poincaré sphere is equivalent
to the plot of the polarization vector in the Frenet–Serret
frame on the Poincaré sphere.
The position of the Stokes vector SFS(s) on the

Poincaré sphere can be quantified by the polar angle θ(s)
and azimuthal angle φ(s). Figure 8 plots these angles ver-

sus s for the linear polarization case with p = 1/
√
2 and

φ = 0. The discontinuities in φ(s) arises because of the

FIG. 7. The trajectory of the Stokes vector SFS(s) in the Frenet–
Serret frame (blue curve) plotted on the Poincaré sphere for the
initial conditions with p = 1/

√

2 and φ = 0 (linearly polarized
beam). The arrow shows the initial value, SFS(0), the red point
at the north pole indicates the instantaneous direction of T(s) and
the magenta point at the south pole is the direction of −T(s).

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
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-1

0

1

2

3

s

θ
(s
),

ϕ
(s
)

FIG. 8. The polar and azimuthal angles of the Stokes vector
SFS(s), θ(s) and φ(s), versus s.

way the azimuthal angle was calculated; it ranges from
−π to π. Clearly these angles are also periodic.
It is also possible to define the Stokes vector in

the space-fixed frame, S(s) = R(T(s))SFS(s), where
R(T(s)) is the 3D rotation matrix that rotates the light
propagation direction (0, 0, 1) into the vector T(s).

B. Dynamics without stress-induced birefringence

Reference [3] considers the dynamics of light propaga-
tion in the absence of stress-induced birefringence. In
this case, the parameter α appearing in Eq. (18) takes
the value α = − λ

4π , where λ = λ0/n, λ0 is the vacuum
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wavelength and n is the fiber refractive index. The ma-
trix appearing on the right-hand-side of Eq. (18) then
becomes

(

−ακ2

2 iτ

−iτ ακ2

2

)

→
(

λκ2

8π iτ

−iτ −λκ2

8π

)

.

Clearly, the analytic solution in Eq. (20) remains valid
when the stress-induced birefringence vanishes so α =

− λ
4π . [Reference [3] adds a 2×2 unit matrix λκ2

8π 1 to this
matrix so the (2,2) element of the matrix vanishes, and
then the analytic solution in Eq. (20) is multiplied by an

additional phase factor e−iλκ2s/(8π)].

V. PBP AND FSGP IN A HELICAL FIBER

The total geometric phase γ(s) (i.e., the sum of the
PBP and FSGP) as a function of the arc-length s can be
found from the equation

dγ(s)

ds
= iA∗(s) · dA(s)

ds
. (24)

Using Eq. (14), dγ(s)/ds can be written as

dγ(s)

ds
=
dγPB(s)

ds
+
dγFS(s)

ds
, (25)

where

dγPB(s)

ds
= i A∗

n(s)
dAn(s)

ds
+ i A∗

b(s)
dAb(s)

ds

=
(

A∗

n(s), A
∗

b(s)
)

(

−ακ2

2 iτ

−iτ ακ2

2

)

(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

,

(26)

dγFS(s)

ds
=
(

A∗

n(s), A
∗

b(s)
)

(

0 −iτ
iτ 0

) (

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

.(27)

We shall refer to the first term on the right-hand side
of Eq. (25), dγPB(s)/ds, as a PBP (see the discussion in
the Sec. VA below), and to the second term, dγFS(s)/ds,
as the FSGP; the latter arises from the second term on
the right-hand-side of Eq. (25) which can be written as

iA∗(s) · [An(s)
dN(s)
ds +Ab(s)

dB(s)
ds ].

A. Pancharatnam-Berry phase

Using Eqs. (23) and (26), we can express dγPB(s)/ds
as

dγPB(s)

ds
= B · SFS(s), (28)

where B is defined in Eq. (22) and the Stokes vector
SFS(s) is defined in Eq. (23). Substituting Eq. (20) into
Eq. (23), one can see that B · SFS(s) does not depend

on s, therefore dγPB(s)/ds does not depend on s, hence
γPB(s) is a linear function of s:

γPB(s) = [(1− 2p2)ακ2 − 4p
√

1− p2 τ sinφ]
s

2
. (29)

The extrema of γPB(s) (for a given value of s) over p
and φ are (see Appendix B for details)

γPB,max(s) =

√
α2κ4 + 4τ2

2
s, (30)

γPB,min(s) = −γPB,max(s). (31)

The two (equal) maxima of γPB(PFS) occur for p and φ
given by

(p, φ) = ±
(

√√
α2κ4 + 4τ2 − ακ2

2
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2

sign(τ),
π

2

)

.

and the two (equal) minima of γPB(PFS) occur for p and
φ given by

(p, φ) = ±
(

√√
α2κ4 + 4τ2 + ακ2

2
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2

sign(τ),
π

2

)

.

B. Frenet-Serret Geometric Phase

Upon substituting Eq. (20) into Eq. (27) and integrat-
ing the resulting expression over s, the following expres-
sion for γFS(s) is obtained:

γFS(s) = − (1− 2p2)ακ2 − 4p
√

1− p2 τ sinφ

α2κ4 + 4τ2
2τ2s

− 2p
√

1− p2 ακ2τ cosφ

α2κ4 + τ2

×
[

1− cos
(

√

α2κ4 + 4τ2 s
)]

+
2ακ2τ

(α2κ4 + 4τ2)3/2
sin
(

√

α2κ4 + 4τ2 s
)

×
[

(1− 2p2)τ + p
√

1− p2 ακ2 sinφ
]

. (32)

It should be noted that γFS(s) consists of a constant term

[the term 1 in the expression 1 − cos(
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2 s),

which is introduced in order to satisfy the initial con-
dition γFS(0) = 0], a linear with s term, and two oscillat-
ing terms. The later are periodic with the period Ps/2,

where Ps = 4π/
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2.

C. Adiabatic limit: α → 0

To understand why γ(s) = 0 if α = 0, we use Eq. (26)
for γPB(s) and Eq. (27) for γFS(s), and express dγ(s)/ds
in Eq. (25) as

dγ(s)

ds
=
(

A∗

n(s), A
∗

b (s)
)

(

−ακ2

2 0

0 ακ2

2

)

(

An(s)
Ab(s)

)

.

(33)
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Hence, as α approaches zero, dγ(s)/ds approaches zero
and therefore γ(s) approaches zero for any s. Moreover,
at α = 0, γFS(s) is given by

γFS(s)|α→0 = 2p
√

1− p2 τ sinφ s, (34)

and

{

γPB(s) + γFS(s)
}∣

∣

α→0
= 0. (35)

D. Comparison of geometric optical phases with

Aharonov-Bohm and Aharonov-Casher phases

In this section we compare the PBP the FSGP and
the total geometric phase with the Aharonov-Bohm (AB)
phase and the Aharonov-Casher (AC) phase. The AB
effect [33] is a quantum-mechanical phenomenon in which
an electrically charged particle with charge q is affected
by an electromagnetic potential despite being confined
to a region in which both the magnetic field and electric
field are zero [16]. The charged particle acquires a phase
shift

ϕAB =
q

~c

∮

P

A(r) ·dr =
q

~

∫∫

ΣP

B(r) ·dΣ =
q

~
Φ, (36)

where P is a closed path that is traversed in the coun-
terclockwise direction around the magnetic flux Φ encir-
cled by the closed path, A(r) is the vector potential and
B(r) = ∇×A(r) is the magnetic field. The AB phase,
ϕAB, does not depend on the closed path P provided
the magnetic flux Φ encircled remains unchanged as the
closed path is varied. Hence, the AB phase is referred as
a topological phase [35].
The AC effect [34] occurs when a particle with a mag-

netic moment moves on a closed path so that the mag-
netic moment is subject to an electric field, and hence
the dynamics of the particle is affected due to spin-orbit
coupling. Let us consider a specific case of the AC effect
that arises when a spin-1/2 particle with magnetic mo-
ment µ = gµBσ moves on a closed path in the x-y plane
(e.g., a ring of radius R) and the ring is threaded by a
perpendicular line along the z-axis with homogeneous lin-
ear charge density λ that generates a radial electric field
E = λ

2R r̂. Therefore, a particle with velocity v moving
along the ring is subject to an effective magnetic field
B = E×v

c = B ẑ in its rest frame. The particle acquires
an AC phase ϕAC while traversing the closed ring P :

ϕAC(σ) =
gµBσ

2~c

∮

P

(

Ey(r)dx − Ex(r)dy
)

= −2π
gµBλσ

~c
. (37)

Here the quantum number σ is the projection of the spin
on the z-axis. Note that in this configuration the direc-
tion of the effective magnetic field is constant and is along
the z-axis. In more general configurations, the Zeeman

FIG. 9. The PBP γPB(PFS) (divided by π) versus the probability
amplitude p and initial angle φ for parameters r = 1, c = 1/4 and
α = 1.

term B · σ can depend on r and the direction of the ef-
fective magnetic field varies along the path (for example,
when the path is not restricted to the x-y plane) and, in
contradistinction to Eq. (37), the integral in the expres-
sion for the AC phase must be path ordered.
References [34–36] claim that the AC phase, ϕAC, does

not depend on the details of the closed path P , i.e., the
path can be arbitrarily deformed, i.e., it is a topological

phase. Unlike the AB phase and the AC phase, the PBP,
the FSGP and the total geometric phase depend on the
torsion τ and/or the curvature κ of the helix, hence they
are called geometric phases [35].

E. PBP, FSGP and the total geometric phases of

the polarization vector

Figure 9 plots the PBP γPB(PFS) versus p and φ for
helix parameters r = 1, c = 1/4 and α = 1. γPB(PFS)
has a maximum of 3.248 at (p, φ) = (0.2417, π/2) and at
(p, φ) = (−0.2417, 3π/2), and a minimum of −3.248 at
(p, φ) = (0.9703, 3π/2) and at (p, φ) = (−0.9703, π/2).
Note the symmetry of γPB(PFS): transforming p → −p
and φ→ −φ leaves γPB(PFS) unchanged, as is clear from
the figure.
Figure 10 plots the FSGP γFS(PFS) versus p and φ for

parameters r = 1, c = 1/4 and α = 1. Note that the
FSGP is about an order of magnitude smaller than the
PBP for α = 1. For comparison, the FSGP γFS(PFS) for
r = 1, c = 1/4 and α = 0 is plotted in Fig. 11. Clearly
the stress-induced birefringence has a significant effect
given the differences in the two figures.
Figure 12 plots the total geometric phase γ(PFS) (di-

vided by π) versus the probability amplitude p and initial
angle φ for parameters r = 1, c = 1/4 and α = 1. The
total geometric phase is just the sum of the PBP and
the FSGP. For α = 1, the PBP is an order of magnitude
larger than the FSGP, hence the total geometric phase
looks somewhat like the PBP.
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FIG. 10. The FSGP γFS(PFS) (divided by π) versus the probabil-
ity amplitude p and initial angle φ for parameters r = 1, c = 1/4
and α = 1.

FIG. 11. The FSGP γFS(PFS) (divided by π) versus the probabil-
ity amplitude p and initial angle φ for parameters r = 1, c = 1/4
and α = 0.

FIG. 12. The total geometric phase γ(PFS) (divided by π) versus
the probability amplitude p and initial angle φ for parameters r =
1, c = 1/4 and α = 1.

VI. COHERENT SUPERPOSITION OF THE

INITIAL AND FINAL POLARIZATION

VECTORS

One method of measuring geometric phases is to pre-
form interference experiments (see Ref. [29] which dis-
cusses a non-interferometric approach for probing geo-
metric phases). Consider a coherent superposition of a
fraction of the incident beam at s = 0 and the same
fraction of the beam at s = PFS. The intensity of the
superposition is proportional to

IFS =
∣

∣

A(0) +A(PFS)

2

∣

∣

2
= cos2

(

π
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2

2
√
κ2 + τ2

)

.

(38)
Comparing the argument of the cosine in the above equa-
tion with Eq. (41) when s = PFS, one can see that the
argument is equal to γPB,max(PFS)/2 where

γPB,max(PFS) =
π
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2√
κ2 + τ2

. (39)

Hence, measuring IFS can determine γPB,max(PFS).
Figure 13 plots IFS defined in Eq. (38), which ranges

from 0 to 1. As r gets large, IFS = 0 on the curve whose
asymptote is |c| = r/

√
3, and subsequently approaches 1

for c far away from the curve. For r < 1, IFS goes to 1
for large |c|, and oscillates rapidly for small |c|. Figure
14 shows a blowup of Fig. 13 in the region of small r and
|c| that showcases the rapid oscillations of IFS in this
region. Figure 15 shows IFS when α = 0. A comparison
of Figs. 13 and 15 reveals the similarities and differences
in the intensity for the case of α = 0 and ‘large’ α.
The intensity IFS is solely dependent on the param-

eters α, κ and τ , and is not dependent on the initial
conditions specified by p and φ. For α 6= 0, the phase
in Eq. (38) is not γFS(PFS), γPB(PFS) or γ(PFS), but is
equal to γPB,max(PFS)/2. When α → 0,

IFS → cos2(Ω(r, c)/2), (40)

where Ω(r, c) is given by Eq. (16). When α is non-zero,
there is a modification of the angle appearing in the ex-
pression for the intensity which is due to linear birefrin-
gence.
Note that when α = 0, IFS is related to both γFS(PFS)

and γPB(PFS) since these phases are directly related to
Ω for α = 0. However, measuring the intensity IFS in an
interference experiment will in general not determine the
FSGP, but instead determines the maximum of the PBP.

VII. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN γFS AND Ω

Here we compare the solid angle Ω(r, c) given in
Eq. (16) and the PBP γPB(PFS) given in Eq. (29) for
s = PFS. Note that γPB(PFS) depends on the initial con-
ditions parameterized by p and φ, see Eq. (19), as well
as the parameter α (which depends on the fiber radius



10

FIG. 13. The intensity IFS plotted as a function of the helix
parameters r and c for α = 1. The intensity is independent of
initial conditions p and φ.

FIG. 14. Blowup of the intensity IFS plotted as a function of the
helix parameters r and c for α = 1 for small values of r and c
showing the fast oscillations of the intensity.

FIG. 15. The intensity IFS plotted as a function of the helix
parameters r and c for α = 0, see Eq. (40).

and elastic properties of the material). In contradistinc-
tion, Ω(r, c) is a function only of the helix radius r and
pitch 2πc (it does not depend upon α, nor on the initial
conditions).

If the three conditions, (p, φ) = ±(1/
√
2,−π/2)

and α = 0, are satisfied, γFS(PFS) = −Ω(r, c) and
γPB(PFS) = Ω(r, c). If the three conditions, (p, φ) =

±(1/
√
2, π/2) and α = 0, are satisfied, γFS(PFS) =

Ω(r, c) and γPB(PFS) = −Ω(r, c). Only under these con-
ditions are the PBP and the FSGP related to Ω(r, c).
The condition α = 0 implies that (a) no stress-induced
birefringence is present, and (b) the light wavenumber
k → ∞, i.e., the wavelength λ→ 0 [3].
The extrema γdyn,max(s) and γdyn,min(s) for fixed s as

functions of p and φ are given in Eqs. (41) and (31). The
maximum γdyn,max(PFS) calculated for s = PFS is

γPB,max(PFS) =

√

1 +
α2κ4

4τ2
Ω(r, c). (41)

This equation demonstrates that if α = 0, γPB,max(PFS)
is equal to Ω(r, c). However, birefringence that occurs
for α 6= 0, affects the PBP, and γPB,max(PFS) is not in
general equal to Ω(r, c).

VIII. FLUCTUATIONS OF THE GPIO DUE TO

FLUCTUATIONS OF THE HELIX PARAMETERS

Experiments to measure the variance of the polariza-
tion rotation in optical fibers due to variance in the op-
tical path along the fiber were reported in Ref. [30]. In
this section we examine the fluctuations of γPB(κ, τ, α)
as a result of possible fluctuations in the fiber parame-
ters r, c and α for fixed arc-length s. For example, let us
assume that there is a Gaussian probability distribution
for some of the parameters r, c and α, with expectation
values designated as r0, c0 and α0, and the variances σ2

r ,
σ2
c and σ2

α. Assuming that the standard deviations of
the variables are smaller than the corresponding mean
values, σr ≪ r0, σc ≪ c0 and σα ≪ α0, and neglecting
terms of order σ4, we find the expectation value γ̄PB of
γPB(κ, τ, α) and its variance σ2

γPB
:

γ̄PB = γPB(r0, c0, α0) +
∂2γPB(r0, c0, α0)

∂r20
σ2
r

+
∂2γPB(r0, c0, α0)

∂c20
σ2
c +

∂2γPB(r0, c0, α0)

∂α2
0

σ2
α.(42)

Note that the expectation value γ̄PB depends on the vari-
ances of r, c, and α i.e., γ̄PB 6= γPB(r0, c0, α0). Hence,
average experimental results depend on the variances of
r, c and α.

IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The concept of geometric phase is fundamental and
establishes a deep connection between classical mechan-



11

ics, quantum mechanics and optics (where it is referred
to as the GPIO γFS). In this work, we have analyzed
the geometric phase γFS for light propagating in a cir-
cular helix optical fiber. Using the Frenet-Serret system
we obtain the curvature κ, the torsion τ , and the three
orthogonal vectors, the tangent vector T, the normal
vector N, and the binormal vector B along the helical
curve. Section IV presents an analytic expression for the
amplitudes An(s) and Ab(s) in the polarization vector
A(s) = An(s)N(s) +Ab(s)B(s) as a function of the arc-
length s, and the phases γPB and γFS for arbitrary initial
conditions of the polarization. Section VII shows that,
even for circularly polarized light, γFS is generally not
equal to the solid angle Ω(r, c) on the sphere subtended
by T(s) as s moves from s = 0 and back to the same
point. For birefringent fibers, the geometric phases de-
pend on initial conditions of the polarization vector and
on the parameter α = ρ2a, which is the product of the
square of the radius of the optical fiber, ρ and the con-
stant a which depends on the wavelength of the light and
the elastic properties of the fiber. For fibers with negli-
gible stress-induced birefringence, the geometric phases
still depend on the initial conditions for the polarization
vector and on the wavelength unless the adiabatic limit,
α → 0, is imposed. In contrast, Ω(r, c) is not dependent
on a nor does it depend on the initial conditions for the
polarization or the wavelength. The dependence of the
mean and standard deviation of the GPIO γFS on fluctu-
ations of the parameters r, c, α is discussed in Sec. VIII.
The mean value of γFS is dependent upon the variances
of r, c, and α. Although it is well established that disor-
der can result in the localization of light, as evidenced by
previous research [31, 32], a comprehensive understand-
ing of the impact of disorder on light polarization and
the GPIO remains a topic for further investigation. It
remains to study optical fibers with curvature and tor-
sion that depend on arc-length so that the motion of the
polarization vector (or Stokes vector) on the Poincaré
sphere is not planar because the matrix in Eq. (18) de-
pends on arc-length.
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Appendix A: PBP and FSGP in a helical fiber using

eigenvectors

In this Appendix we propose an alternative way to cal-
culate the PBP in Eq. (26) and the geometric phase in
Eq. (27) using the eigenvectors |ψ±〉 of the matrix ap-

pearing on the right-hand-side of Eq. (18), with eigen-
values ±ks [see the definition of ks just below Eq. (20)].
The initial polarization vector written in bra-ket nota-
tion, |ψ(0)〉 = (An(0), A0(s))

T , can be expressed as a
linear combination of |ψ+〉 and |ψ−〉:

|ψ(0)〉 = q+ |ψ+〉+ q− |ψ−〉. (A1)

Here q+ and q− are complex probability amplitudes to
find the polarization vector |ψ(0)〉 in the state |ψ+〉 and
|ψ−〉, respectively, and the polarization eigenvectors are

|ψ+〉 =

(

i sign(τ)u0
√

1− u20

)

, (A2a)

|ψ−〉 =

( √

1− u20
i sign(τ)u0

)

, (A2b)

where sign(τ) is the sign function equal to 1, 0 or −1
depending on whether τ is positive, zero, or negative,
and

u0 =

√

2ks − ακ2

4ks
=

√√
α2κ4 + 4τ2 − ακ2

2
√
α2κ4 + 4τ2

. (A3)

The initial condition for An(0) and Ab(0) in Eq. (19) can
be rewritten as

An(0) = i sign(τ)u0q+ +
√

1− u20 q−, (A4a)

Ab(0) =
√

1− u20 q+ + i sign(τ)u0 q−. (A4b)

Note that the first component of |ψ+〉 is imaginary and
the second component of |ψ+〉 is real. Therefore, in order
to satisfy the initial condition in Eq. (19), both q+ and q−
must be complex. After doing some algebra, the following
results is obtained:

q+ = −i u0 p sign(τ) +
√

1− u20
√

1− p2 eiφ, (A5)

q− = −i u0
√

1− p2 eiφ sign(τ) +
√

1− u20 p. (A6)

These equations satisfy the condition |q+|2 + |q−|2 = 1.
The solution of Eq. (18) satisfying the initial conditions
in Eq. (A4) can be rewritten as:

|ψ(s)〉 = q+|ψ+〉 e−ikss + q−|ψ−〉 eikss. (A7)

1. Pancharatnam-Berry Phase

Substituting Eq. (A7) into Eq. (26) and integrating the
resulting expression with respect to s yields

γPB(s) =
(

|q+|2 − |q−|2
)

ks s. (A8)

Equation (A8) indicates that γPB(s) is equal to the prob-
ability |q+|2 to find the polarization vector in the polar-
ization state |ψ+〉 times kss plus the probability |q−|2
to find the polarization vector in the polarization state
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|ψ−〉 times −kss. Therefore, it is appropriate to refer to
γPB(s) as a PBP. γPB(s) is dependent on the initial con-
ditions parametrized by the complex parameters q+ and
q− (or p and φ). The PBP in Eq. (A8) can be represented
as

γPB(s) =
(

|q+|2 − |q−|2
)

√

1 +
α2κ4

4τ2
τs. (A9)

Substituting Eqs. (15), (A5) and (A6) into Eq. (A9),
Eq. (29) for γPB(s) is obtained.

2. Frenet-Serret Geometric Phase

Substituting Eq. (A7) into Eq. (27), the following equa-
tion is obtained:

dγFS(s)

ds
= τ 〈ψ(s)|σy |ψ(s)〉

= 2 |τ |
(

|q−|2 − |q+|2
)

u0

√

1− u20

− 2τ
(

1− 2u20
)

Im
(

q∗+q−e
2ikss

)

.

Substituting Eq. (A3) into this equation and integrating
the resulting expression with respect to s, one obtains
the following expression for γFS(s):

γFS(s) =
(

|q−|2 − |q+|2
) 2τ2s√

4τ2 + α2κ4

+
2τακ2

4τ2 + α2κ4
Re
(

q∗+q−e
2ikss

)

. (A10)

If, s = PFS (the arc-length is a Frenet–Serret period) and
α = 0 (stress-induced birefringence is negligible),

γFS(PFS) =
(

∣

∣q−
∣

∣

2 −
∣

∣q+
∣

∣

2
)

Ω(r, c). (A11)

If, in addition, |q+| = 1 then γFS(PFS) = −Ω(r, c), but if
|q−| = 1 then γFS(PFS) = Ω(r, c).
Upon substituting Eqs. (16), (A5) and (A6) into

Eq. (A11), Eq. (32) for the geometric phase γFS(s) is
obtained.

Appendix B: Extrema of γPB(PFS)

In this Appendix we find the extrema of γPB(PFS)
given in Eq. (29) as a function of p and φ. Since find-

ing the extrema of γPB(PFS) using Eq. (29) is somewhat
complicated (they are nonlinear in the variables p and
φ), instead, one can use Eq. (A9) evaluated at s = PFS

as a function of q+ and q−. Using equations (A5) and
(A6), p and φ can be expressed in terms of q+ and q−.
Equation (A9) shows that the maximum of γPB(PFS) is

γdyn,max(PFS) =

√

1 +
α2κ4

4τ2
Ω(r, c), (B1)

and the maximum occurs for |q+| = 1 and |q−| = 0. The
minimum of γPB(PFS) is given by

γdyn,min(PFS) = −γdyn,max(PFS), (B2)

and occurs for |q+| = 0 and |q−| = 1.
The values of p and φ at which γdyn,(PFS) has a max-

imum can be found from the equation |ψ(0)〉 = q+|ψ+〉.
This implies

i q+ u0 sign(τ) = p, (B3a)

q+

√

1− u20 = eiφ
√

1− p2. (B3b)

Here τ , u0, p and φ are real, and q+ is complex. More-
over, 0 < u0 < 1, |p| < 1, 0 ≤ φ < 2π and |q+| = 1.
Equation (B3) has two solutions,

q+ = i, p = −u0 sign(τ), φ =
π

2
,

q+ = −i, p = u0 sign(τ), φ =
3π

2
.

The values of p and φ at which γdyn,(PFS) has a min-
imum can be found from the equation |ψ(0)〉 = q−|ψ−〉.
This implies

q−

√

1− u20 = p, (B4a)

iq−u0sign(τ) = eiφ
√

1− p2. (B4b)

This equation has two solutions,

q− = sign(τ), p =
√

1− u20 sign(τ), φ =
π

2
,

q− = −sign(τ), p = −
√

1− u20 sign(τ), φ =
3π

2
.
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