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Does gravity affect the polarization of electromagnetic radiation in an observable way? The effect
of gravity on the observed polarization of a ray of electromagnetic radiation is investigated for an
arbitrary 4-dimensional spacetime and radiation with a frequency spectrum within the geometric
optics limit and with arbitrary state of polarization. Focusing on effects observable by a single inertial
observer, we show how the presence of curvature along the null geodesic of polarized electromagnetic
radiation may induce observable changes in the state of polarization. We find a set of scalars that
quantify the effect and derive their transport equations. Two of these scalars, the polarization
degree and the circular polarization degree, are polarization state observables that are conserved
along the radiation geodesic. Four observables that quantify time rate of change of the observed
state of polarization are identified. One observable, the polarization axis rotation rate, measures
angular motion of the polarization axis. The presence of curvature along the null geodesic of
polarized electromagnetic radiation may induce rotation of the polarization axis of the radiation, as
measured by an inertial observer. These observables quantify gravitational effects on electromagnetic
polarization unambiguously. They are generally sensitive to gravity, which implies that polarized
electromagnetic radiation can potentially be used to measure the gravitational fields it traverses.
These observables and their corresponding transport equations provide a complete representation of
how gravity affects the observed state of polarization of electromagnetic radiation with frequencies
above the geometric optics limit. Polarization wiggling is sourced by curvature twist, which is a
scalar derived from the Riemann tensor. Curvature twist is closely related to the magnetic part of
the Weyl tensor, the second Weyl scalar as well as the rotation of the rest frame geodesic congruence.
The results of this paper are valid for any metric theory of gravity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Does gravity affect the polarization of electromagnetic radiation in a measurable way? Gravity is a complex
phenomenon with widely different physical manifestations on a wide range of length scales, ranging from scalar
gravity, which drives structure formation at the largest observable scales in the universe, to tensorial gravity causing
displacements at the smallest of scales probed by human experiment [1]. Just as gravity’s effects on matter vary
between the well-known, well described by Newtonian gravity, to the faint effects of gravitational waves, just recently
probed experimentally [2], gravity’s effects on electromagnetic radiation vary between the well understood and the
elusive. Among the well understood effects are gravitational redshift and lensing. Among the elusive effects is gravity’s
direct effect on electromagnetic polarization.

The effect of a gravitomagnetic field on electromagnetic polarization has been studied extensively, and is known as
the Gravitational Faraday Effect [3] because of its analogy with the Faraday Effect, which is the effect an ambient
magnetic field has on the polarization of a passing ray of electromagnetic radiation. Still, from a theoretical perspective,
an observable quantifying the effect is missing. The observability of the effect has been questioned [4]. Within
cosmology, there is an established presumption that gravity has no observable direct effect on the polarized Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB) [5].

The Gravitational Faraday Effect emerges when quantifying the evolution of the polarization vector along the
trajectory of a plane electromagnetic wave propagating in a gravitational field. It appears as a rotation of the
polarization vector as it propagates along the radiation trajectory. Quantifying this rotation requires a choice of
reference frame at each point along the radiation geodesic. Since there is no canonical choice of reference frames in
a curved spacetime, quantifying the effect of a gravitational field on the polarization of electromagnetic radiation by
quantifying the rotation of the Gravitational Faraday Effect yields ambiguous results.

From an observational perspective, the Gravitational Faraday Effect on a single ray of radiation provides an in-
sufficient view of the effect of gravity on electromagnetic polarization since it lacks unambiguous quantification. A
different view and representation of this effect may be needed to uncover observables for gravitational effects on elec-
tromagnetic polarization. Such observables may instead be obtained by studying how optical parameters vary over a
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cross section of a bundle of rays of radiation. There are interesting examples of observables quantifying gravitational
effects on electromagnetic radiation that were uncovered this way. One such example is how gravity affects the Orbital
Angular Momentum (OAM) of a beam of electromagnetic radiation. OAM is the angular momentum of a beam of
electromagnetic radiation around the center of the beam [6]. OAM is observable and can be quantified from the phase
variation of the radiation over a spatial cross-section of the beam. It is sensitive to gravity [7], and OAM has recently
been used to quantify the rotation parameters of the M87 black hole [8, 9]. A second example is how the variation
over the sky of linear polarization of the CMB has been used to probe the early universe [10, 11]. Also, gravitational
vector modes may induce angular correlations in the polarized CMB as well as in radiation from quasars [12]. These
are examples of how a gravitational field may induce variations of optical parameters over a spatial cross section of a
radiation field and how these variations can be used to probe the gravitational fields inducing them.

In this paper, we will do something similar. But instead of considering parameter variations over a spatial cross
section of a congruence of null geodesics, we will consider the intersection of a null geodesic congruence of electromag-
netic radiation by the timelike geodesic of an inertial observer and quantify how observable optical parameters vary
with proper time of this observer. The present paper provides a view and representation of the effect of gravity on
electromagnetic polarization that is different from that of the Gravitational Faraday Effect. It represents the effect
from the perspective of a single inertial observer: Given a pointlike inertial emitter of polarized electromagnetic rada-
tion, how is the presence of a gravitational field along the trajectory of the radiation manifested in observations made
by this observer? Given timelike geodesics of the emitter and observer, we will identify observables that quantify this
effect unambiguously. The effect is referred to as polarization wiggling, which alludes to how the observed polarization
axis of any polarized electromagnetic radiation will wiggle in the presence of gravitational fields along the radiation
geodesics.

The objective of this paper is simply to answer the question posed initially for an arbitrary 4-dimensional spacetime.
We will show that gravity indeed has a real, direct physical effect on electromagnetic polarization by identifying
observables for this effect. By using covariant techniques that are valid for any metric theory of gravity, we make sure
that the results are valid for any 4-dimensional spacetime geometry defined by a pseudo-Riemannian metric. This
effect opens the prospect of measuring gravitational fields directly using polarized electromagnetic radiation.

A 4-dimensional metric theory of gravity is assumed. Our metric convention is (− + ++), and relativistic units
with c = 1 are used. The Einstein summation convention is assumed on repeated indices. Throughout the paper, we
follow a convention where, unless otherwise stated, geodesics and geodesic congruences are referenced by their tangent
vector fields.

A. The Gravitational Faraday Effect

Based on theoretical work on geometric optics in gravitational fields by Rytov [13], Skrotskii first described the
effect of a stationary gravitational field on the polarization of a plane electromagnetic wave [14]. This effect is now
alternately referred to as the Skrotskii effect or the Gravitational Faraday effect. It should be mentioned that the term
Gravitational Farday Effect alludes to the analogy with the Faraday Effect and the corresponding deep analogy between
electromagnetism and the gravitoelectromagnetic formulation of General Relativity [15–17]. Since Skrotskii’s original
paper, the effects of gravity on polarized electromagnetic radiation has been studied by many authors [3, 12, 18–36].
All of these papers study gravitational effects on plane electromagnetic waves. Most papers focus on the effect of
a stationary gravitational field [18, 20–26][30, 33, 34]. In particular, Fayos and Llosa analyzed the Gravitational
Faraday effect for an arbitrary stationary spacetime [25]. Their result is quite general and reproduces earlier results
obtained by Plebanski [21], Godfrey [22] and Pineault and Roeder [23] for more specific stationary metrics. More
general gravitational systems in asymptotically flat spacetimes have also been studied [21][27–29][31, 32]. Montanari
studied the effect of a plane gravitational wave [35]. Perlick and Hasse studied the effect in conformally stationary
spacetimes [19]. Ruggiero and Tartaglia analyzed the Gravitational Faraday effect of the gravitational field of a binary
pulsar system [36]. Morales and Sàez studied the effect of gravitational vector perturbations in a cosmology with a
flat FLRW background [12].

Let us give a brief summary of the Gravitational Faraday effect. The Gravitational Faraday effect appears in linear
gravity when expanding the parallel transport equation for the polarization vector of the electromagnetic vector
potential. Given a gravitational field expressed as a metric perturbation hµν to a Minkowsski background, this
parallel transport equation can be rewritten as a transport equation for the polarization vector of the electric field.
To first perturbative order, the transport equation for the transverse polarization vector ǫi is, stated in an inertial
frame and parametrized in terms of distance s along the radiation path [29]:

dǫ

ds
= Ω× ǫ, (1)
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where Ωi ≡ 1
2pεijkp

αhαj,k, p is the photon energy, εijk is the antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol, and pα is the photon
4-momentum.

Eq. (1) exposes the Gravitational Faraday effect as a rotation of the polarization vector ǫ as the radiation propagates
along its trajectory. The angular velocity is Ω. Projecting Ω against the direction of propagation, p̂, gives the rotation
rate of the polarization axis about the direction of propagation:

ν ≡ p̂iΩi =
1

2p
p̂iεijkp

αhαj,k. (2)

If we consider the example of a stationary metric with wi ≡ h0i 6= 0 and hij = 2Φδij, representing the gravitational
field of a rotating body, the rotation rate ν is

ν = −1

2
p̂ ·B, (3)

where B ≡ ∇ ×w is the gravitomagnetic field [15]. This relates the rotation rate of the polarization axis to the
strenght of the gravitomagnetic field, which motivates naming the effect the Gravitational Faraday Effect.

The Gravitational Faraday effect can easily be quantified, as was done here, by choosing a polarization basis at
each point along the geodesic, then evaluating the rotation rate of the polarization vector along the geodesic at each
point and finally integrating along the null geodesic to obtain the total rotation of the polarization vector over the
path. However, as was pointed out by Brodutch, Demarie and Terno [33], the resulting rotation is only meaningful
in the context of a particular choice of polarization basis at each point along the geodesic. Since there is no canonical
choice of reference frames in a curved spacetime, different choices of polarization basis along the null geodesic may
yield different results for the angle of rotation of the polarization vector.

In the literature on the Gravitational Faraday effect, authors have made different choices of polarization basis along
the null geodesic. While Skrotskii calculated the rotation rate relative to a Frenet frame, some authors chose to
analyze the Gravitational Faraday Effect in the coordinate frame [21, 29]. Other authors have computed the rotation
rate relative to a frame that is parallel propagated along the spatial trajectory of the ray by using the spatial metric
[25, 30, 33]. Each of these approaches quantifies the Gravitational Faraday Effect differently, and the results are
therefore difficult to compare.

An additional complicating factor is that observable quantities also will depend on the motions of the frames of
emission and observation. If we assume inertial frames of emission and observation, these frames will for instance be
subject to frame dragging in the presence of gravitomagnetic fields, which will affect the observed rotation rates of the
polarization axis of the radiation. It is therefore essential that the motions of the frames of observation and emission
are taken into account in the formulation of observables that quantify the Gravitational Faraday effect.

B. Paper Overview

The main objective of this paper is to show that gravity indeed has a real, physical effect on electromagnetic
polarization by identifying observables that quantify this effect unambiguously, independent of any choice of local
polarization basis, for any 4-dimensional spacetime and for radiation with arbitrary frequency composition and state
of polarization.

To meet this objective, we have chosen a perspective on the effects of gravity on electromagnetic polarization
that differs from that of previous publications on this topic. While previous authors have restricted their attention
to specific gravitational systems using specific metrics, we will approach the effect geometrically and in complete
generality, using covariant constructs.

To present the results in a proper way, the paper gives a comprehensive and self-contained account of gravity’s
effect on the polarization of electromagnetic radiation. Each of the main constructs are defined in a labeled Definition
statement. The results are derived step by step through a long series of minor propositions. The main results are
formulated as theorems. Although somewhat elaborate, this way of presenting the results was chosen to make the
derivations explicit and easier to follow.

First, the nomenclature and covariant constructs needed for our study is introduced in Section II.
In sections III through V, the results are derived step by step. For readers just interested in the results, a brief

result summary can be found in Section VI.
In Section III, we define the problem formally and covariantly for a plane electromagnetic wave, using standard

Riemannian geometry. We seek a unified treatment of the effect, valid for any 4-dimensional spacetime. Two complex
scalars, which we refer to as the polarization wiggle scalars, are defined as two independent transverse projections
of the time derivative of the transverse polarization vector. Their covariant transport equations are derived. By
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performing a helicity decomposition of the polarization wiggle scalars, a set of four observables that quantify time
rates of change of the state of polarization emerge. One of these observables, the polarization axis wiggle rate, is
the angular speed of the polarization axis, as measured by an inertial observer. Another observable, the circular
polarization wiggle rate, is proportional to the rate of change of the circular polarization degree. At the end of this
section, we demonstrate how the polarization axis wiggle rate relates to previous results on the Gravitational Faraday
Effect in linear gravity.

The results are generalized to composite radiation with a frequency spectrum within the geometric optics limit and
arbitrary state of polarization in Section IV. We find that the total degree of polarization, one of the observables of
the state of polarization, is conserved along the null geodesic of the radiation.

In Section V, we study the curvature twist scalar, which appears in the transport equation for the polarization
wiggle scalars. We relate it to several known quantities, such as the second Weyl scalar, the magnetic part of the
Weyl tensor as well as the rotation of the rest frame geodesic congruence.

A summary of the results of this paper is given in Section VI. A discussion of the results can be found in Section
VII, and conclusions are drawn in Section VIII.

II. DEFINITIONS

In this section, we will review the nomenclature and basic constructs that will be applied in later sections. Since
some of the constructs used are new or not commonly used, they will be reviewed here before we commence our
analysis in the subsequent section. More details can be found in the appendices.

A. Spacetime Decomposition

Throughout the paper, we will assume the presence of a congruence of timelike geodesics uµ. These geodesics will
be referred to as the timelikereference geodesics and the congruence as the reference geodesic congruence. They can
be viewed as the geodesics of inertial objects at rest, and an inertial frame along one such geodesic is called a rest
frame. In Gaussian normal coordinates (synchronous coordinates) adapted to the timelike reference geodesics, objects
at rest are stationary.

Given a spacetime with metric gµν , the spatial projection tensor is defined as

γµν ≡ gµν + uµuν . (4)

Then, assuming the presence of an electromagnetic plane wave with wave vector pµ, at any point along its null
geodesic, the null vector pµ can be decomposed into timelike and spacelike vectors as follows:

pµ = p(uµ + p̂µ), (5)

where p ≡ −uµpµ is the photon energy measured in the rest frame, while p̂µ is the vector

p̂µ ≡ pµ

p
− uµ = γµν

pν

p
. (6)

p̂µ is a spacelike unit vector. It is orthogonal to uµ, and represents the spatial direction of propagation of the
radiation. We will refer to p as the rest frame momentum. The rest frame momentum can also be found by contracting
p̂µ with the 4-momentum: p = pµp̂

µ. We will refer to the null vector nµ ≡ pµ/p = uµ + p̂µ as the scale invariant null
vector associated with a null vector pµ.

The state of polarization of electromagnetic radiation can be quantified in terms of the four Stokes parameters.
They are measurable quantities that can be expressed in terms of the electric field vector and its projections against
a polarization basis, which consists of two mutually orthogonal unit vectors that both are transverse to the direction
of propagation of the radiation, p̂. Let the polarization basis vectors be denoted by eµA, A = 1, 2. In the following, we
will assume that the polarization basis is parallel transported along the timelike reference geodesics. The four unit
vectors uµ, p̂µ and eµA, A = 1, 2 form a tetrad.

This decomposition can be made for any spacetime geometry, and does not put any constraints on the spacetime
geometry.

The null tetrad formalism introduced by Newman and Penrose [37] represents an alernative spacetime decomposi-
tion. Here we will just capture the basic representations needed for this paper. It is referred to the book by Stephani
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et. al for a complete account of the formalism [38]. A complex null tetrad consists of four null vectors; two real and
two complex. Our choice of null tetrad can be expressed in terms of the (u, p̂, eA) tetrad as follows:

kµ ≡ 1√
2
(uµ + p̂µ) , lµ ≡ 1√

2
(uµ − p̂µ)

mµ
+ ≡ 1√

2
(eµ1 + ieµ2 ) , mµ

− ≡ 1√
2
(eµ1 − ieµ2 ) .

This basis satisfies kµkµ = lµlµ = mµ
+m

+
µ = mµ

−m
−
µ = 0, kµlµ = −1 and mµ

+m
−
µ = 1.

Define differential operators D ≡ kα∇α and ∆ ≡ lα∇α. We notice that

1√
2
(D +∆) = ∇u.

We will assume that the polarization basis eµA is parallel transported along the geodesic uµ and therefore satisfies
∇ue

µ
A = 0. Therefore,

(D +∆)mν
± =

√
2∇um

ν
± = 0. (7)

B. Screen Projector

The spatial projection tensor γµν can be further decomposed in the presence of a null congruence.

Definition 1. Given a null vector pµ and a timelike unit vector uµ, define the screen projector as the transverse
projector

Sµν ≡ γµν − p̂µp̂ν = gµν + uµuν − p̂µp̂ν . (8)

Sµν is referred to as the screen projector [39, 40], because it can be used to project any 4-field to a transverse 4-field.
If vµ is an arbitrary 4-vector, Sµ

ν v
ν will be transverse to pµ, because uµS

µ
ν = p̂µS

µ
ν = 0. Furthermore, the screen

projector satisfies

Sµ
αS

α
ν = Sµ

ν .

The screen projector has trace 2: gµνSµν = 2. This decomposition can be done for any spacetime geometry.
Notice that, if uµ belongs to a timelike geodesic congruence that is hypersurface orthogonal, γµν represents the

metric of a 3-dimensional spatial hypersurface, while if pµ belongs to a hypersurface orthogonal null congruence, Sµν

represents the metric of a 2-dimensional hypersurface everywhere transverse to the direction of propagation p̂µ.
In terms of the (k, l,m±) null tetrad, the screen projector takes the form

Sµ
ν = δµν + kµlν + lµkν .

C. Transverse Directional Derivative

Definition 2. Given a null vector pµ and its screen projector Sµν , define the transverse covariant derivative of
a vector V µ as

DµV
ν ≡ Sν

α∇µV
α.

Definition 3. Corresponding to the directional derivative ∇UV of the vector V with respect to a vector U , define the
transverse covariant directional derivative of V with respect to U as

DUV
µ ≡ uβDβV

µ = Sµ
α∇UV

α = Sµ
αU

β∇βV
α.

These definitions trivially extend to tensors of higher rank and scalars. For example, for a (0, n) tensor T , the
transverse covariant derivative of T is defined by

DλTµ1...µn
≡ Sα1

µ1
...Sαn

µn

∇λTα1...αn
,

while the transverse covariant directional derivative of T with respect to U is defined by

DUTµ1...µn
≡ UλDλTµ1...µn

= Sα1

µ1
...Sαn

µn

Uλ∇λTα1...αn
.

The transverse covariant derivative of a scalar is simply defined as its derivative: DµS ≡ ∇µS for scalar S.
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Proposition 1. The transverse covariant derivative of the screen projector vanishes:

DµSαβ ≡ Sλ
αS

γ
β∇µSλγ = 0. (9)

Proof. Since the covariant derivative of the metric vanishes and uµSµν = p̂µSµν = 0, it follows directly from its
definition in Definition 1 that the transverse covariant derivative of the screen projector vanishes.

D. Screen Rotator

Definition 4. Given a null vector pµ and a timelike unit vector uµ, define the screen rotator as the antisymmetric
tensor

ǫµν ≡ uαp̂βǫαβµν , (10)

where ǫαβµν is the Levi-Civita tensor.

ǫµν is transverse by construction, because ǫµνu
ν = ǫµν p̂

ν = ǫµνp
µ = 0. We refer to this tensor as the screen

rotator, because it is a generator of rotations in the transverse plane. A small rotation Rµν(ϕ) an angle ϕ about the
propagation direction p̂µ can, when expanded to first order in ϕ, be written as

Rµν(ϕ) = Sµν − ϕǫµν +O(ϕ2). (11)

In terms of the (k, l,m±) null tetrad, the screen rotator takes the form

ǫµν = i(mµ
+m

ν
− −mµ

−m
ν
+).

Proposition 2. The screen rotator satisfies

ǫµνǫ
ργ = Sρ

µS
γ
ν − Sγ

µS
ρ
ν . (12)

Proof. This follows from expanding the left-hand side of eq.(12) in a screen basis eAµ , using that the 2-dimensional

Levi-Civita symbol satisfies εABε
CD = δCAδ

D
B − δDA δ

C
B and finally that the screen basis satisfies eAµ e

ρ
A = Sρ

µ.

Proposition 3. The transverse covariant derivative of the screen rotator vanishes:

Dαǫµν = 0. (13)

Proof. The proof is given in Appendix A1.

E. The Polarization of a Plane Electromagnetic Wave

Let us review the basic constructs of electromagnetism that we will build upon. We will assume that the emitted
electromagnetic radiation satisfies the geometric optics approximation, which means that the wavelength of this
radiation is much smaller than any relevant length scale of the gravitational field. In this approximation, referred to
as the geometric optics limit, a plane electromagnetic wave can be represented by a vector potential [41]

Aµ = aµe
iϑ, (14)

where aµ is a slowly varying complex amplitude, while ϑ is a rapidly varying real phase. By using a complex
expression for the vector potential in eq. (14), we apply the common convention that the physical quantity can be
found by taking the real part of the expression. This convention also applies to any quantity derived linearly from the
vector potential. The wave vector, corresponding to the photon 4-momentum, is defined as pµ = ∇µϑ. By applying
the vector potential of eq. (14) to the Maxwell equations, it can be shown that pµ is a null vector. Furthermore, pµ

satisfies the geodesic equation: pα∇αp
µ = 0. The scalar amplitude is a ≡ √

a∗µa
µ. a is referred to as the magnitude of

the field. The polarization vector of the vector potential is fµ ≡ aµ/a. Hence, fµ is a complex unit vector (f∗
µf

µ = 1),
and it satisfies pµfµ = 0 [41]. The polarization vector fµ is parallel transported along the null geodesic and therefore
satisfies pα∇αf

µ = 0.
In the geometric optics limit, the field tensor for a single plane wave takes the form

Fµν = ia(pµfν − pνfµ)e
iϑ. (15)
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Remark 1.

Given a timelike geodesic vector uµ, the electric vector Eµ is defined as

Eµ ≡ uαF
αµ. (16)

Definition 5. Given an electromagnetic plane wave in the geometric optics limit with a vector potential represented
by eq. (14), define the transverse polarization vector ǫµ as the transverse projection of the vector potential
polarization vector, fµ:

ǫµ ≡ Sµ
ν f

ν .

ǫµ is a complex, spacelike unit vector: ǫ∗µǫ
µ = 1. Hence, the electric field of an electromagnetic plane wave can then

be expressed in terms of the transverse polarization vector as

Eµ = −iapǫµeiϑ.

Proposition 4. The transverse covariant directional derivative of the transverse polarization vector ǫµ along the null
geodesic pµ vanishes:

Dpǫ
µ = 0. (17)

Proof. From parallel propagation of the polarization vector fµ follows that the transverse polarization vector ǫµ evolves
according to the equation

pα∇αǫ
µ =

pµ

p
ǫβp

α∇αu
β.

By applying the screen projector to this equation, we find that the transverse directional derivative of ǫµ along the
null geodesic pµ vanishes.

F. Covariant Representation of Electromagnetic Polarization

The polarization state of a classical field of electromagnetic radiation is completely characterized by the four Stokes
parameters [42, 43]. They are measurable quantities that can be expressed in terms of the electric field vector and
its projections against a polarization basis consisting of two transverse, mutually orthogonal unit vectors. We will
apply a covariant representation of the state of polarization of a ray of electromagnetic radiation. This covariant
representation of polarization is reviewed in Appendix B, so more detail can be found there.

Definition 6. Given an electromagnetic radiation field with electric vector Eµ, the coherency tensor is defined as
[42]

Iµν ≡ 〈EµE
∗
ν 〉 ,

where the expectation value 〈EµE
∗
ν 〉 is assumed to be a time average over a large number of radiation cycles.

The radiation intensity is the trace of the coherency tensor: I ≡ gµνIµν = SµνIµν . The Q, U and V Stokes
parameters can be extracted from the coherency tensor by making different projections of it against the polarization
basis vectors. See Appendix B for details.

Definition 7. Define the relative coherency tensor as iµν ≡ Iµν/I, where I ≡ gµνIµν = SµνIµν is the radiation
intensity.

Proposition 5. For a plane wave with transverse polarization vector ǫµ, the relative coherency tensor is.

ipwµν (ǫ) = ǫµǫ
∗
ν .

Definition 8. The polarization tensor is defined as the traceless part of the relative coherency tensor:

Pµν ≡ iµν − 1

2
Sµν . (18)
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Definition 9. The polarization degree P is defined from the polarization tensor as

P2 = 2P νµPµν = 2PµνP ∗
µν .

In Appendix B it is shown that Definition 9 is equivalent to the conventional definition of polarization degree.

Definition 10. Define the circular polarization degree V from the antisymmetric part of the polarization tensor
as

V = iǫµνPµν . (19)

V is the relative Stokes parameter measuring the degree of circular polarization of electromagnetic radiation. See
Section B 3 of Appendix B for details.

Proposition 6. The circular polarization degree of a plane electromagnetic wave is conserved along its null geodesic:

∇pVpw = 0. (20)

Proof. Since ∇pV = DpV , the result follows by differentiating the right-hand side of eq. (19) with Dp, then applying
Proposition 4 and Proposition 5.

Definition 11. We will refer to frequencies above the geometric optics limit as geometric optics frequencies, and
a frequency spectrum with negligible power below the geometric optics limit will be referred to as a geometric optics

frequency spectrum.

Now, consider a ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics spectrum and in an arbitrary
state of polarization. We will model this radiation as an ensemble of plane wave components traversing the same null
geodesic, hence sharing the same scale invariant null vector nµ = uµ + p̂µ, but with different polarization vector ǫµ.
It is known that for two different wave components with electric vectors Eµ

(j) and Eµ

(k), when averaged over a large

number of radiation cycles, the expectation value 〈E(j)
µ E

(k)∗
ν 〉 = 0 for j 6= k [42]. Therefore, the coherency tensor for

the ensemble is

Iµν =
∑

j

Ipwµν (ǫ(j)) =
∑

j

Ipw(j) i
pw
µν (ǫ(j)), (21)

where j is the ensemble index. Ipw(j) ≡ (a(j)p(j))
2 is the intensity of plane wave component j, with a(j) and p(j)

denoting the magnitude and rest frame momentum, respectively, of plane wave component j of the ensemble, while

ipwµν (ǫ(j)) = ǫ
(j)
µ ǫ

(j)∗
ν represents the relative coherency tensor of plane wave component j with transverse polarization

ǫ
(j)
µ . The total intensity of the ray is the trace of the coherency tensor:

I = SµνIµν =
∑

j

Ipw(j) . (22)

Hence, the total intensity of the ray is the sum of the intensities of its components, as expected.

Proposition 7. Given a ray of electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics spectrum and arbitrary state of
polarization, the coherency tensor Iµν , the relative coherency tensor iµν and the polarization tensor Pµν are all
transverse.

Proof. By representing the ray as an ensemble of plane waves, the coherency tensor Iµν is transverse by eq. (21) and

the fact that ipwµν (ǫ(j)) = ǫ
(i)
µ ǫ

(i)∗
ν of each plane wave component is transverse. It then follows from Definition 7 that

the relative coherency tensor iµν is transverse. Finally, the polarization tensor Pµν , as defined in Definition 8, is
transverse, since iµν and Sµν are both transverse.

Proposition 8. Given a ray of electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and arbitrary
state of polarization, eigenvectors of its coherency tensor Iµν are transverse.

Proof. Given an eigenvector Xµ of Iµν , we have Xµ ∝ IµνXν . Since Iµν is transverse by Proposition 7, it follows
that Xµ also must be transverse.
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III. THE EFFECT OF GRAVITY ON THE POLARIZATION OF A PLANE ELECTROMAGNETIC

WAVE

Let us turn our attention to the problem at hand. The aim of this section is to quantify effects of gravity on the
polarization of a plane electromagnetic wave in general terms, valid for any 4-dimensional spacetime. We will do this
using basic Riemannian geometry.

A. The Polarization Wiggle Equations

One of the basic tenets of Riemannian geometry states that, given three vector fields X , Y and Z, these fields
couple through the Riemann tensor as follows [17]:

R(X,Y )Z = ∇X∇Y Z −∇Y ∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z, (23)

or written in terms of components:

Rµ
ναβX

αY βZν = ∇X∇Y Z
µ −∇Y ∇XZ

µ −∇[X,Y ]Z
µ. (24)

Assuming the presence of a plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ, let us apply this equation to the
transverse electromagnetic polarization vector ǫµ with Xα = pα, Y β = uβ and Zν = ǫν . uβ is assumed to be a
timelike reference geodesic, cf. Section II A. The resulting equation is

∇p∇uǫµ −∇u∇pǫµ −∇[p,u]ǫµ = Rµναβp
αuβǫν .

Transverse projection of this equation yields

DpDuǫµ −DuDpǫµ −D[p,u]ǫµ = Sλ
µRλναβp

αuβǫν . (25)

Let us evaluate D[p,u]ǫµ first. From eq. (A3) of Appendix A2, the commutator [p, u] is

[p, u]β = −p
β

p

(

∇up+
∇pp

p

)

+ uβ
∇pp

p
.

Then, the transverse directional derivative of the transverse polarization vector is

D[p,u]ǫ
µ = −1

p

(

∇up+
∇pp

p

)

Dpǫ
µ +

∇pp

p
Duǫ

µ.

By Proposition 4, Dpǫ
µ = 0, which implies that

D[p,u]ǫ
µ =

∇pp

p
Duǫ

µ.

Eq. (25) then takes the form

DpDuǫµ − ∇pp

p
Duǫµ = Sλ

µRλναβp
αuβǫν . (26)

Before we proceed, let us introduce three new scalars.

Definition 12. Given a timelike unit vector uµ and a space-like unit vector p̂µ, define the curvature twist about p̂
as the scalar

Z ≡ uγ p̂βǫρσRγρβσ. (27)

An analysis of curvature twist will be given in Section V.

Definition 13. Given a plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and transverse polarization vector ǫµ, define
the polarization wiggle rate as the scalar

ψ ≡ ǫγ∗ǫγµDuǫ
µ. (28)
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Let us stop for a moment and try to obtain an intuitive understanding of this quantity. If ǫµ were a real, transverse
unit vector, Duǫ

µ would be the transverse component of its covariant time derivative, generating a rotation of the
polarization vector in the screen. Furthermore, its contraction with the orthogonal vector ǫγ∗ǫγµ would yield the
angular speed of this unit vector, as measured in an inertial frame with geodesic uµ. However, since ǫµ is a complex
vector, rather than generating a rotation, Duǫ

µ generates a unitary transformation of ǫµ in the screen.
From its definition, ψ appears to encode a rate of change of the state of polarization in an inertial frame.

Definition 14. Given a plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and transverse polarization vector ǫµ, define
the mean helicity phase wiggle rate as the scalar

χ ≡ −iǫµ∗Duǫµ. (29)

We will refer to ψ and χ as the polarization wiggle scalars.

Remark 2. While ∇uǫ
µ = Dǫµ/dτ is the time derivative of the transverse polarization vector, the polarization wiggle

scalars ψ and χ are two independent transverse projections of it quantifying proper time rates of change of the state
of polarization in an inertial frame. The two vectors used in the definitions of the polarization wiggle scalars, ǫµγǫ∗γ
and −iǫµ∗, are complex unit vectors that form an orthonormal basis for a C2 representation of the vector space of
transverse complex vectors. Consequently, the two polarization wiggle scalars constitute a complete representation of
the time rate of change of the observed state of polarization.

Let us contract eq. (26) with the vectors ǫµγǫ∗γ and −iǫµ∗. These vectors are by definition transverse. The resulting
transport equations for the polarization wiggle scalars are given by the following lemma.

Lemma 9. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with a corresponding null geodesic pµ and rest frame momentum
p, the transport equations for the polarization wiggle scalars ψ and χ along the null geodesic are

∇pψ − ∇pp

p
ψ = pZ (30)

∇pχ− ∇pp

p
χ = −pVZ, (31)

where V = iǫµνPµν is the circular polarization degree, cf. Definition 10.

Proof. When contracting the left-hand side of eq. (26) with ǫµγǫ∗γ , we may use that Dpǫ
µγ = 0 by Proposition 3.

Since Dpǫ
µ = 0 by Proposition 4, the left-hand side of eq. (26) transforms to

∇pψ − ∇pp

p
ψ.

In Appendix A3 , we find that contracting the right-hand side of eq. (26) with ǫµγǫ∗γ yields

ǫ∗γǫ
γµSλ

µRλναβp
αuβǫν = ǫ∗γǫ

µγRµλαβp
αuβǫλ = pZ.

Similarly, the second polarization wiggle equation, eq. (31), can be proved by contracting eq. (26) with −iǫµ∗.

It should be noted that eqs. (30) and (31) can be rewritten as

∇p

(

ψ

p

)

= Z (32)

∇p

(

χ

p

)

= −VZ. (33)

We will refer to eqs. (30)-(33) as the polarization wiggle equations. Their physical interpretation will be given
shortly, but first we will prove that ψ and χ are frequency independent, meaning that they do not depend on the
photon energy p and thereby radiation frequency. This is not apparent, since eqs. (30) and (31) clearly depend on p.

Let nµ ≡ pµ/p = uµ + p̂µ be a scale invariant null vector. Eq. (30) can then be rewritten as

∇nψ − ∇np

p
ψ = Z.
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The right-hand side of this equation is frequency independent. What about the factor ∇np/p? By using the
definition of p as p ≡ −uµpµ, we find that ∇np/p can be expressed in terms of the expansion tensor θµν of the
reference geodesic congruence as

1

p
∇np =

1

p2
∇pp = −p̂µp̂νθµν , (34)

where

θµν ≡ ∇(µ u ν). (35)

The expansion tensor can be decomposed as [44]

θµν =
1

3
θγµν + σµν ,

where σµν is the symmetric, trace-free shear tensor and θ ≡ ∇αu
α is the expansion scalar of the tmelike geodesic.

This proves the following result:

Corollary 10. Given a plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ, the polarization wiggle equations, eqs. (30)
and (31), can be written in the manifestly frequency independent form

∇nψ + κψ = Z (36)

∇nχ+ κχ = −VZ, (37)

where nµ ≡ pµ/p is the scale invariant null vector, κ is the projection of the expansion tensor of the timelike
reference geodesic congruence along the direction of propagation defined as

κ ≡ p̂µp̂νθµν =
1

3
θ +Σ, (38)

θ is the expansion and Σ ≡ p̂µp̂νσµν is the shear of the reference geodesic congruence along the direction of propa-
gation, p̂.

Remark 3. The transverse polarization vector no longer appears in the polarization wiggle equations, eqs. (30) and
(31). Eq. (30) is completely independent of the state of polarization, while eq. (31) only depends on the circular
polarization degree, V. It implies that the polarization wiggle rate ψ is independent of the state of polarization, while
the mean helicity wiggle rate χ depends on the circular polarization degree.

Remark 4. Eqs. (36) and (37) are frequency independent and do not depend on the the photon energy p. Therefore,
the evolution of the polarization wiggle scalars along a given null geodesic are independent of radiation frequency. As we
will see later, this result allows the polarization wiggle equations to be generalized to rays of composite electromagnetic
radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and arbitrary state of polarization.

B. The Polarization Wiggle Equations in Newman-Penrose Formalism

When expressed in terms of the complex null tetrad of Section II A, the κ scalar is

κ =
1√
2
kν(D −∆)lν .

The terms on the right-hand side of this equation can be expressed in terms of Newman-Penrose coefficients ε and
γ [37, 38]:

kνDlν = −lνDkν = 2ε−m+
ν Dm

ν
−

kν∆lν = 2γ +m−
ν ∆m

ν
+.

Then

kν(D −∆)lν = 2ε− 2γ∗ −m+
ν (D +∆)mν

−.



12

The last term on the right-hand side of this equation vanishes by eq. (7), which gives κ in terms of Newman-Penrose
spin coefficients:

κ =
√
2 (ε− γ∗) . (39)

The polarization wiggle equations, eq. (36) and (37) , then take the following form in the Newman-Penrose
formalism:

Dψ + (ε− γ∗)ψ =
1√
2
Z (40)

Dχ+ (ε− γ∗)χ = − 1√
2
VZ. (41)

C. Physical Interpretation of the Polarization Wiggle Scalars

Now, what quantities do the polarization wiggle scalars ψ and χ represent, and can they be related to observable
quantities? Since both are complex quantities, we should consider the real and imaginary parts separately. To gain
an understanding of these quantities, we will expand them in the null tetrad formalism introduced in Section II A.
We will also use the tensor representation of electromagnetic polarization introduced in Section II F above. More
detail can be found in Appendix B, where we review the tensor representation of an arbitrary state of electromagnetic
polarization.

Let us consider the imaginary part of ψ first. From Proposition 3, we have Dαǫµν = 0. Then, from its definition in
eq. (28) follows that

2i Im[ψ] = −Du(ǫ
µν ipwµν ),

where ipwµν ≡ ǫµǫ
∗
ν is the relative coherency tensor for a plane electromagnetic wave. Using the relationship between

the relative coherency tensor iµν and the polarization tensor Pµν defined in eq. (18), we find that

Du(ǫ
µν ipwµν ) = Du(ǫ

µνP[µν]).

Then, by using the decomposition of the polarization tensor into symmetric and antisymmetric parts of eq. (B7),
we obtain

α ≡ Im[ψ] =
1

2
DuV =

1

2

·

V, (42)

where V is the circular polarization degree, cf. Definition 10. Overdot denotes differentiation with respect to proper
time. Thus, α ≡ Im[ψ] is half the temporal rate of change of the circular polarization degree of the radiation, as
measured by an inertial observer. In the following, we will refer to α as the circular polarization wiggle rate.

Next, consider the real part of ψ. Define the polarization axis wiggle rate as ω ≡ Re[ψ]. The transverse polarization
vector ǫµ can be expanded in terms of the transverse vectors of the complex null tetrad as

ǫµ = ǫ+m
µ
+ + ǫ−m

µ
−.

In this representation, we immediately recognize the helicity decomposition of the polarization vector: mµ
+ and

mµ
− are basis vectors with positive and negative helicity, respectively, while ǫ± are the helicity components of the

polarization vector. Since ǫµ is a complex unit vector, the helicity components must satisfy ǫ∗+ǫ+ + ǫ∗−ǫ− = 1. Using
the expressions for the screen projector and the screen rotator in the complex null tetrad basis, we find that the
polarization wiggle rate can be written

ψ =
i√
2

(

ǫ∗+(D +∆)ǫ+ − ǫ∗−(D +∆)ǫ− +m−
ν (D +∆)mν

+

)

. (43)

By eq. (7), the last term on the right-hand side of eq. (43) vanishes. Furthermore, the helicity components ǫ± can
be written as

ǫ+ = q+e
iφ+ , ǫ− = q−e

iφ− ,

where q± are real amplitudes that must satisfy q2+ + q2− = 1 and φ± are arbitrary real phases. q2± are relative
intensities of the helicity components, and φ± are the helicity phases. We will use the term helicity phase wiggling to
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refer to helicity phases that change with time, and
·

φ± will be denoted helicity phase wiggle rates. The polarization
wiggle rate now takes the form

ψ = q2−
·

φ− − q2+
·

φ+ +
i

2
∇u

(

q2+ − q2−
)

. (44)

We recognize q2+ − q2− as the circular polarization degree V in the helicity basis [43], and we see that Im[ψ] =
·

V/2,
which is consistent with eq. (42) above. Now,

ω ≡ Re[ψ] = q2−
·

φ− − q2+
·

φ+. (45)

Using the constraint q2++q2− = 1 allows us to express the helicity intensities in terms of the the circular polarization
degree:

q2± =
1

2
(1± V) .

By similar derivations, the mean helicity phase wiggle rate can be expressed in terms of q± and φ± as

χ = q2−
·

φ− + q2+
·

φ+. (46)

We see from eq. (46) that the mean helicity phase wiggle rate χ can be interpreted as the mean of the two helicity
phase wiggle rates. Adding and subtracting eqs. (45) and (46) yields the the helicity phase wiggle rates in terms of
the wiggle rates ω and χ:

q2−
·

φ− =
1

2
(χ+ ω) (47)

q2+
·

φ+ =
1

2
(χ− ω) . (48)

Next, let Ω denote the angle of the polarization axis in the frame of observation. It is undefined for purely circular
polarization (V = ±1), but it is an observable for linear and elliptical polarization. It is related to the Stokes
parameters as follows [42]:

tan 2Ω =
U

Q
=

U
Q . (49)

Furthermore, the ratio on the right-hand side of eq. (49) can be expressed in terms of the helicity phase difference
[43]:

U

Q
= tan(φ− − φ+).

This lets us relate the helicity phase difference to the polarization angle Ω:

φ− − φ+ = 2Ω.

The rotation rate of the polarization axis,
·

Ω, can now be expressed in terms of the polarization wiggle rates ω and
χ:

·

Ω =
1

2

(

·

φ− −
·

φ+

)

=
ω + Vχ
1− V2

. (50)

We see that ω =
·

Ω for linear polarization (V = 0).
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D. Polarization Wiggling Observables

We have identified quantities that quantify effects of gravity on the polarization of a plane electromagnetic wave.
The following quantities are observables of rates of change of the state of polarization in the frame of observation:

•
·

φ±: The helicity phase wiggle rates. They quantify the rate of change of the helicity phases

•
·

V: The rate of change of the circular polarization degree

•
·

Ω: The angular rotation rate of the polarization axis

We will refer to these observables as polarization wiggling observables. The Stokes parameters and the helicity
phases φ± are polarization state observables.

Remark 5. If we assume that the radiation is emitted with constant polarization, the polarization state observables
must be constant in the frame of emission. This implies that all the polarization wiggling observables are zero in the
frame of emission in this case.

The two polarization wiggle scalars ψ and χ can be expressed in terms of these observables. We can summarize
these results as follows:

Lemma 11. For a given plane electromagnetic wave, the polarization wiggle rate ψ encodes two scalar quantities;
the polarization axis wiggle rate ω and the circular polarization wiggle rate α. Expressed in terms of the
polarization wiggling observables, they are

ω ≡ Re[ψ] =
1

2

(

(1− V)
·

φ− − (1 + V)
·

φ+

)

=
·

Ω− V
2

(

·

φ+ +
·

φ−

)

(51)

α ≡ Im[ψ] =
1

2

·

V , (52)

where
·

Ω is the rotation rate of the polarization axis and V is circular polarization degree, both measured in an
inertial frame. φ+ and φ− are the phases of the helicity components. The mean helicity phase wiggle rate χ is

χ =
1

2

(

(1− V)
·

φ− + (1 + V)
·

φ+

)

. (53)

The inverse relationships are

·

Ω =
ω + Vχ
1− V2

(54)

·

φ+ =
χ− ω

1 + V (55)

·

φ− =
χ+ ω

1− V . (56)

The polarization wiggle scalars ψ and χ are quantities with simple transport equations given by Lemma 9. They
are defined for any state of polarization. These scalars are not measurable quantities, but they are linear combinations
of such quantities. Through the linear relationships stated in Lemma 9 to the polarization wiggling observables, it is
straight forward to transform between polarization wiggle scalars and polarization wiggling observables.

E. Circular Polarization Wiggle Rate

Taking the imaginary part of the polarization wiggle equation, eq. (32), gives a transport equation for the circular
polarization wiggle rate. By Lemma 11, the left-hand side of the equation can be expressed in terms of the circular
polarization wiggle rate α. The right-hand side of eq. (32) is real and does not contribute to α. This yields the
circular polarization wiggle equation, a transport equation for the circular polarization wiggle rate α:
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Lemma 12. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the quantity
α/p is conserved along the null geodesic:

∇p

(

α

p

)

= 0, (57)

where α is the circular polarization wiggle rate.

The circular polarization wiggle equation can easily be solved, yielding the following result.

Theorem 13. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the circular
polarization wiggle rate α evolves as

α(λ) =
p(λ)

p(λ∗)
α(λ∗) , (58)

where λ is the affine parameter along the null geodesic and λ∗ labels the emission event.

Remark 6. From Theorem 13 follows that, if the circular polarization degree is constant in the inertial frame of

emission (
·

V(λ∗) = 0), it will remain constant (
·

V(λ) = 0) at any point along the null geodesic.

Eq. (58) can be expressed in terms of the circular polarization degree V and the redshift z(λ∗) of the source:

·

V(λ) = (1 + z(λ∗))
−1

·

V (λ∗) . (59)

Thus, a non-zero circular polarization wiggle rate of radiation is redshifted with the same factor as radiation
frequencies.

F. Polarization Axis Wiggle Rate

From eq. (51) of Lemma 11, we see that the polarization axis wiggle rate ω is related to the rotation rate of

the polarization axis,
·

Ω. For linear polarization (V = 0), the relationship is an identity; ω|V=0 =
·

Ω. For elliptical

polarization (V 6= 0), ω also gets contributions from the two helicity phase wiggle rates
·

φ±. For positive circular

polarization (V = 1), ω|V=1 = −
·

φ+, while for negative circular polarization (V = −1), ω|V=−1 =
·

φ−.
Taking the real part of the polarization wiggle equation, eq. (30) of Lemma 9 and the equivalent eq. (31), yields

the polarization axis wiggle equation; a transport equation for the polarization axis wiggle rate ω:

Lemma 14. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the transport
equation for the polarization axis wiggle rate ω is

∇pω − ∇pp

p
ω = pZ, (60)

equivalent to the equation

∇p

(

ω

p

)

= Z. (61)

Polarization axis wiggling is induced by a non-zero curvature twist along the radiation geodesic. The polarization
axis wiggle equation can be solved by integration along the null geodesic, yielding the following result.

Theorem 15. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the general
line-of-sight solution to the polarization axis wiggle equation is

ω(λ) =
p(λ)

p(λ∗)
ω(λ∗) + p(λ)

λ
∫

λ∗

dλ′ Z(λ′), (62)

where λ is the affine parameter along the null geodesic and λ∗ labels the emission event.
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If the emitted radiation has constant polarization in the inertial frame of emission, ω(λ∗) = 0, and the wiggle rate
simplifies to

ω(λ) = p(λ)

λ
∫

λ∗

dλ′ Z(λ′). (63)

The polarization axis wiggle rate ω is independent of intrinsic properties of the radiation, such as frequency and
state of polarization. Eqs. (62) and (63) give covariant expressions for the polarization axis wiggle rate. These
expressions can be plugged into Lemma 11 to obtain expressions for the polarization change observables.

Within the geometric optics limit, Theorem 13 and Theorem 15 are completely general; valid for any 4-dimensional
spacetime geometry.

G. Mean Helicity Phase Wiggle Rate

The transport equation for the mean helicity phase wiggle rate χ is given by eq. (31) of Lemma 9. It can be solved
by integration along the null geodesic, yielding the following result.

Theorem 16. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the general
line-of-sight solution to the transport equation for the mean helicity phase wiggle rate is

χ(λ) =
p(λ)

p(λ∗)
χ(λ∗)− p(λ)V

λ
∫

λ∗

dλ′ Z(λ′), (64)

where λ is the affine parameter along the null geodesic and λ∗ labels the emission event.

Proof. Eq. (64) follows by using that dV/dλ = 0 by eq. (20) of Proposition 6.

If the emitted radiation has constant polarization in the inertial frame of emission, χ(λ∗) = 0, and the mean hellicity
wiggle rate simplifies to

χ(λ) = −p(λ)V
λ
∫

λ∗

dλ′ Z(λ′). (65)

H. Radiation Emitted with Constant Polarization

Let us consider the special case for electromagnetic radiation emitted with constant polarization. In this case,
ω(λ∗) = χ(λ∗) = 0. From eqs. (63) and (65) follows that

χ(λ) = −ω(λ)V . (66)

The relationship between the polarization wiggling observables and the polarization axis wiggle rate simplifies
considerably in this case. The following corollary follows directly from Lemma 11 by the use of eq. (66).

Corollary 17. For a plane electromagnetic wave emitted with constant linear or elliptical polarization (V 6= ±1), the
polarization wiggling observables can be expressed in terms of the polarization axis wiggle rate ω as follows:

·

Ω = ω (67)
·

φ+ = −ω (68)
·

φ− = ω (69)

α = 0. (70)

In this case, the helicity phase wiggle rates can be expressed in terms of the polarization axis wiggle rate:

·

φ+ = −
·

Ω
·

φ− =
·

Ω.
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I. Relating the Polarization Axis Wiggle Rate to the Gravitational Faraday Effect

In this section, we will demonstrate how the polarization axis wiggle rate ω can be related to the rotation rate of
the Gravitational Faraday Effect. We will relate our results to the results of Kopeikin and Mashoon referenced in
Section I A. Linear gravity on a Minkowski background is assumed, and we will assume that the radiation can be
represented by a linearly polarized plane wave. For reasons of simplicity, the demonstration will be limited to the
case of an observer and emitter with infinitesimal separation.

Our derivation of the transport equation for the polarization wiggle rate ψ starts with eq. (23). A common way of
proving this equation is to define an infinitesimal loop as a quadrilateral spanned by the two vectors X and Y and
parallel transport a third vector, Z, around that loop [41]. In this paper, we let Z be the transverse polarization
vector ǫµ, while X and Y were the null and timelike geodesics pµ and uµ, respectively. Assuming an inertial emitter
and observer with infintesimal separation, a single infinitesimal loop can then be defined as a spacetime quadrilateral
defined by two emission events E1 and E2 and two observation events O1 and O2 with four infinitesimal geodesic
segments linking them: UE : E1 → E2, UO : O1 → O2, P1 : E1 → O1 and P2 : E2 → O2. Let Ω denote the observed
angle of the polarization axis in a given polarization basis in the frame of observation. Assuming that the polarization
basis is stationary in the frame of the observer, the angular change ∆Ω in orientation of the polarization axis between
the two measurement events is an observable.

Next, let us assume that the value of ǫµ at the first measurement event, ǫµ(O1), is parallel transported along UO

to be compared with the value at the second measurement, ǫµ(O2). Assume, furthermore, that the emitted radiation
has constant polarization, which means that the second emitted value, ǫµ(E2), is equal to the first emitted value,
ǫµ(E1), parallel transported along UE. By integrating the transport equation of the transverse polarization vector ǫµ,
eq. (17), along the null geodesic segments P1 and P2, we obtain the following expression for ∆Ω, using linear gravity
with a metric perturbation hµν to a Minkowski background:

∆Ω = N (p)(P2)−N (p)(P1)−
(

N (u)(UO)−N (u)(UE)
)

. (71)

N (q)(S) is the segment integral

N (q)(S) ≡
∫

S

dsν(q)

for a geodesic segment S with geodesic vector q and affine parameter s, while

ν(q) ≡ 1

2
ǫαβqλhλ[α,β]. (72)

When comparing eqs. (2) and (72), we see that, given a stationary metric, the rotation rate ν of eq. (2) is related
to ν(p) as ν = ν(p)/p2, where p is the scalar photon momentum. The factor 1/p2 is due to different parametrization
of the geodesic curve. Thus, the results of Kopeikin and Mashoon referenced in Section I A correspond to the integral
N (p)(Pa).

On the other hand, if we let ∆τ denote the proper time difference between the two observation events, the polar-
ization axis wiggle rate ω can be expressed in terms of ∆Ω as follows:

ω =
∆Ω

∆τ
.

This gives an explicit relationship between the polarization axis wiggle rate ω and the previous results of Kopeikin
and Mashoon [29].

It was remarked in Section I A that we should expect contributions from the motions of the frames of observation
and emission to an observable quantity such as ∆Ω. This is now evident in eq. (71), as the term −N (u)(UO) is the
contribution to ∆Ω from motion of the frame of observation, while N (u)(UE) is the contribution to ∆Ω from motion
of the frame of emission.

Notice that this demonstration of the relationship between the polarization wiggle rate and the rotation rate of
the Gravitational Faraday Effect was for reasons of simplicity limited to the case of an observer and emitter with
infinitesimal separation, which can be represented by a single quadrilateral of infinitesimal extent.

IV. THE EFFECT OF GRAVITY ON THE POLARIZATION OF COMPOSITE ELECTROMAGNETIC

RADIATION

So far we have limited our attention to plane electromagnetic waves, representing coherent, monochromatic radia-
tion, and how its polarization is affected by gravity. Let us take a step further and consider how gravity affects the
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state of polarization of a ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and
in an arbitrary state of polarization. It is assumed that the radiation is emitted with a constant frequency spectrum.
We will model the ray as an ensemble of photons, represented as plane wave components. The ensemble definition is
given in Section II F. We will assume that geometric optics applies to each plane wave component of the ensemble,
which allows us to draw on the results of previous sections. All components of the ensemble therefore share the same
null geodesic and have the same scale invariant null tangent vector field nµ ≡ pµ/p = uµ + p̂µ.

A. Intensity Transport

In geometric optics, the transport equation for the magnitude a of an electromagnetic plane wave with 4-momentum
pµ along its null geodesic is [41]

pβ∇βa+
1

2

(

∇βp
β
)

a = 0. (73)

Let nµ ≡ pµ/p = uµ + p̂µ be the scale invariant null vector introduced in Section III A above.

Proposition 18. The transport equation for the scalar intensity Ipw = a2p2 of a plane electromagnetic wave is

∇nI
pw = −βIpw, (74)

where

β ≡ 1

p
∇αp

α − 2

p
∇np. (75)

Proof. The result follows from using eq. (73) and the pµ decomposition pµ = pnµ of eq. (5).

The term ∇αp
α on the right-hand side of eq. (75) is the expansion of the null congruence pµ, which measures

the relative expansion rate of a small cross sectional area of the beam along its null geodesic [44]. As expected, the
intensity decreases if the beam expands. The second term on the right-hand side of eq. (75) measures the relative rate
of change of the photon energy along the beam. As expected, the intensity decreases if the photon energy decreases
along the geodesic.

We notice that the scalar β is independent of the magnitude a. By using eq. (34) above, we find that

β = ∇αn
α + κ,

where κ is defined by eq. (38). κ ≡ p̂µp̂νθµν is the projection of the expansion tensor θµν of the timelike reference
geodesic congruence along the direction of propagation. Thus, β only depends on p̂µ and uµ and is independent of
both photon energy p and magnitude a.

Lemma 19. Given an ensemble of photons with shared null geodesic, each represented by a plane wave component
with intensity Ipw(j) , the transport equation for the total intensity I =

∑

j I
pw
(j) of the ensemble along the geodesic is

∇nI = −βI. (76)

Proof. The ensemble intensity is given by eq. (22) as a sum of the component intensities. Eq. (76) then follows from
Proposition 18, because β is independent of photon energy p and magnitude a.

Lemma 19 generalizes the transport equation for the intensity of a plane electromagnetic wave, eq. (74) of Propo-
sition 18, to a ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and arbitrary
state of polarization.

B. Transport of the Polarization Tensor

As defined in Section II F, the state of polarization of a ray of electromagnetic radiation can be represented in a
covariant way by the polarization tensor Pµν defined in eq. (18) of Definition 8. Again, we will represent the ray as
an ensemble of plane wave components. We will now derive the transport equation for the polarization tensor Pµν of
this ensemble.

Define the intensity fraction ij ≡ Ipw(j)/I of plane wave component j of the ensemble.
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Proposition 20. Given an ensemble of photons with shared null geodesic, the intensity fraction i(j) ≡ Ipw(j) /I of plane

wave component j is conserved along the null geodesic and satisfies the transport equation

∇ni(j) = 0. (77)

Proof. Eq. (77) follows from evaluating ∇ni(j) and applying Proposition 18 and Lemma 19.

Proposition 21. Given an ensemble of photons with shared null geodesic, each represented by a plane wave component
with relative coherency tensor ipwµν , the transport equation of the relative coherency tensor iµν ≡ Iµν/I is

Dniµν = 0. (78)

Proof. This follows from applying Proposition 4, Proposition 5 and Proposition 20 to the definition iµν ≡ Iµν/I =
∑

j i(j)i
pw
µν .

Proposition 22. The coherency tensor Iµν satisfies the transport equation

DnIµν + βIµν = 0.

Proof. This follows from applying Lemma 19 and Proposition 21 to the relationship Iµν = Iiµν .

We are now finally in a position to derive the transport equation for the polarization tensor Pµν . The polarization
tensor is defined in Definition 8 as Pµν ≡ iµν − 1

2Sµν .

Lemma 23. Given a ray of electromagnetic radiation, its polarization tensor Pµν satisfies the transport equation

DnPµν = 0. (79)

Proof. By representing the ray as an ensemble of photons with a shared null geodesic, eq. (79) follows by applying
Proposition 1 and Proposition 21 to the definition of the polarization tensor.

The polarization degree P is the degree to which the radiation is polarized. From its definition in Definition 9, it
can be expressed in terms of the polarization tensor as

P2 = 2PµνPνµ = 2PµνP ∗
µν . (80)

The polarization degree is an observable scalar, and its transport equation is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 24. Given a ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and
arbitrary state of polarization, its polarization degree P is constant along the null geodesic:

∇nP2 = 0. (81)

Proof. The ray can be represented as an ensemble of photons with a shared null geodesic. Then, evaluating DnP2

and applying Lemma 23 to the definition of P in eq. (80) yields eq. (81).

Theorem 24 states that the polarization degree P is conserved along the null geodesic for any electromagnetic
radiation within the geometric optics limit. Notice that the derivations of this section were done without any assump-
tion being made with respect to the spacetime geometry. Therefore, Lemma 23 and Theorem 24 are valid for any
four-dimensional spacetime.

C. Polarization Wiggling of Composite Radiation

The aim of this section is to generalize the phenomenon of gravity-induced polarization wiggling to composite
electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and arbitrary state of polarization. In order to
do so, we need to isolate effects of gravity from other effects that also may induce changes to the observed state of
polarization. For composite electromagnetic radiation, there are several aspects related to the emission process that
may cause the state of polarization to change and therefore need to be controlled.

First, an emitter of electromagnetic radiation may in general emit radiation with a frequency spectrum that varies
with time. This may cause the observed state of polarization to change. Since our main objective is to study gravity-
induced changes to the observed state of polarization, we will assume that the radiation is emitted with a constant
frequency spectrum.
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The second concern is how to represent the emitter. In the above sections, we have already chosen to represent a ray
of composite electromagnetic radiation as an ensemble of plane waves. When polarization wiggling of a single plane
wave was studied in Section III, we assumed the presence of a single emitter emitting a plane wave. To generalize this
to emission of composite radiation, we will assume an ensemble of plane wave emitters. It should be stated that this
way of representing the emission process does not pretend to represent the physical reality of how electromagnetic
radiation is emitted, just the desired result (an ensemble of plane waves).

Finally, to make sure that we study gravity-induced polarization wiggling in isolation from other effects inducing
changes to the observed state of polarization, we will assume that each plane wave emitter in the emitter ensemble
emits plane waves with constant polarization. Since the frequency spectrum is constant, this implies that the radiation
is emitted with a constant state of polarization.

The definition of the polarization wiggle rate given in Definition 13 is restricted to a single plane electromagnetic
wave. This definition needs to be generalized to be relevant in the context of composite electromagnetic radiation
with arbitrary state of polarization.

The frequency independent form of the polarization wiggle equation, eq. (36), tells us that the polarization axis of
a plane electromagnetic wave wiggles with a rate that is independent of the photon energy. Intuitively, this indicates
that the polarization axis of a ray of partially coherent radiation, defined as the major principal axis of the coherency
tensor Iµν , wiggles with the same rate as each of its plane wave components. By Proposition 8, a vector aligned with
the major principal axis of the coherency tensor is transverse. This indicates that for a ray of composite radiation,
a unit vector along the major principal axis of the coherency tensor Iµν can be used as the transverse polarization
vector ǫµ in Definition 13. We will now prove this.

Definition 15. For a given ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum
and arbitrary state of polarization, define the transverse polarization vector ǫµ of the ray as a unit vector along
the major principal axis of the coherency tensor Iµν of the radiation.

Definition 16. For a ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and
arbitrary state of polarization and with transverse polarization vector ǫµ, define the polarization wiggle rate as the
scalar

ψ ≡ ǫγ∗ǫγµDuǫ
µ, (82)

and the mean helicity phase wiggle rate as the scalar

χ ≡ −iǫµ∗Duǫµ. (83)

Remark 7. Defined this way, ǫµ is not uniquely defined, as eiϕǫµ will also be a choice for any real ϕ. However, it is
evident from eq. (82) that the definition of the polarization wiggle rate is independent of the phase ϕ and therefore
uniquely defined.

Remark 8. For a plane electromagnetic wave, the electric field vector is aligned with the major principal axis of
the coherency tensor, so the definition of transverse polarization vector ǫµ given in Definition 15 is consistent with
Definition 5.

Remark 9. The helicity decomposition of the transverse polarization vector ǫµ for a plane electromagnetic wave done
in Section III C also applies to ǫµ defined according to Definition 15.

Remark 10. In the following, we will compare quantities evaluated at different time instants along the same timelike
geodesic. We will do so informally, for the sake of notational simplicity, but with the implicit understanding that such
comparisons are done by the use of push-forwards and pullbacks along the geodesic.

Proposition 25. Assume the presence of a ray of partially coherent radiation, modeled as an ensemble of plane
waves, each emitted with constant polarization. When evaluated at two events along the timelike geodesic of the frame
of observation, the transverse polarization vectors of the components of this ensemble transform uniformly in the frame
of observation between these events by a transformation that can be represented by a single unitary transormation Uµν .
For component j, the transverse polarization vectors ǫ′(j) and ǫ(j) evaluated at the events are therefore related by this

unitary transformation as

ǫ′(j) = Uǫ(j).

Proof. Since the radiation is emitted with constant polarization, the only change to the polarization vector for plane
wave component j between times τ and τ ′ is induced by gravity. Since ǫ′(j) and ǫ(j) are both unit vectors, they are
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related by a unitary transformation.The equation that controls the evolution of the transverse polarization vector,
eq. (26), can be written in a frequency independent form by factoring out the rest frame momentum, similar to how
the polarization wiggle equation can be written in the frequency independent form of Corollary 10. This shows that
the evolution of the transverse polarization vector ǫ(j) of each plane wave component is uniform, implying that the
unitary transfmation relating ǫ′(j) and ǫ(j) must be the same for all plane wave components.

This enables us to infer a similar proposition for the coherency tensor:

Proposition 26. Assume the presence of a ray of partially coherent radiation emitted with constant frequency spectrum
and modeled as an ensemble of plane waves, each emitted with constant polarization. When evaluated at two events
along the timelike geodesic of the frame of observation, the corresponding values of the coherency tensor are related
by a unitary transformation Uµν as

I ′µν =
I ′

I

(

UIU
−1

)

µν
, (84)

where I ′ and I are the intensities evaluated at the two events, U is the unitary transformation of Proposition 25
that relates the polarization vectors of the plane wave components, and I is the coherency tensor.

Proof. Using the expansion of Iµν in terms of component intensities given by eq. (21), we get

I ′µν =
∑

j

I ′(j)(Uǫ(j))
µ

(

Uǫ(j)
)∗

ν
=

∑

j

I ′(j)
(

UiU
−1

)

µν
,

where i denotes the relative coherency tensor. The unitary transformation U can be factored out of the sum on
the right-hand side of the equation, yielding

I ′µν =



U(
∑

j

I ′(j)i)U
−1





µν

.

Since the radiation is emitted with constant frequency spectrum, the intensity fraction of each component is constant,

which implies that i′(j) = i(j). This gives
∑

j

I ′(j)i =
I′

I
I.

The following proposition follows immediately.

Proposition 27. Assume the presence of a ray of partially coherent radiation emitted with constant frequency spec-
trum. Let I

′ and I denote the coherency tensor evaluated at two different events along the geodesic of the frame of
observation. Then, if X is an eigenvector of I, UX is an eigenvector of I ′, where U is the unitary transformation
of Proposition 26 relating I

′ to I.

Proof. Since X is an eigenvector of I, it must satisfy IX = λX, where λ is the eigenvaue. Using Proposition 26, we

get I ′UX = I′

I
λUX, which proves that UX is an eigenvector of I ′ with eigenvalue λI ′/I.

Thus, as expected, the polarization axis of the ensemble, defined as the major principal axis of the coherency tensor,
transforms in the same way, and with the same rate, as the polarization axes of the components of the ensemble. This
confirms the assertion made initially in this section.

We can therefore conclude that the polarization wiggle equations, eqs. (36) and (37) of Corollary 10, and the
corresponding solutions found in Section III generalize to a ray of electromagnetic radiation with arbitrary state of
polarization and frequency spectrum, provided it is emitted with constant frequency spectrum and constant state of
polarization. With the definitions of the polarization wiggle rates stated in Lemma 11, let us conclude this section by
stating the transport equations that follow from eqs. (36) and (37).

Theorem 28. Given a ray of electromagnetic radiation that is emitted with arbitrary, but constant, frequency com-
position with a geometric optics spectrum and arbitrary, but constant, state of polarization, the transport equation for
the polarization axis wiggle rate ω and the mean helicity wiggle rate χ are

∇nω + κω = Z (85)

∇nχ+ κχ = −VZ, (86)
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while the transport equation for the circular polarization wiggle rate α is

∇nα+ κα = 0, (87)

where nµ ≡ uµ + p̂µ is the scale invariant null vector, while κ is the projection of the expansion tensor defined by
eq. (38).

Remark 11. When the radiation is emitted with constant polarization (α(λ∗) = 0), the solution to eq. (87) is
α(λ) = 0. See Corollary 17.

Remark 12. We may now generalize Lemma 11 to a ray of electromagnetic radiation that is emitted with arbitrary, but
constant, frequency composition with a geometric optics spectrum and arbitrary, but constant, state of polarization.
The reason is that all results that this lemma were derived from have been generalized to composite radiation with
a geometric optics spectrum, see Remark 9. Since we assume the radiation is emitted with constant polarization,
Corollary 17 applies as well.

D. Transport of the Circular Polarization Degree

From Definition 10, the circular polarization degree V can be extracted from the polarization tensor by contraction
with the screen rotator:

V = iǫµνPµν . (88)

The circular polarization degree is an observable scalar, and its transport equation is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 29. Given a ray of composite electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum and
arbitrary state of polarization, its circular polarization degree V is constant along the null geodesic:

∇nV = 0. (89)

Proof. By differentiating eq. (88) with Dn, eq. (89) is obtained by the use of Proposition 3 and Lemma 23.

Remark 13. It should be mentioned here, as a check on consistency of our approach, that the circular polarization
wiggle equation for a single plane wave, eq. (57), follows by differentiating eq. (89) with Du and using the commutation
relation of eq. (A3).

V. CURVATURE TWIST

Polarization wiggling is sourced by curvature twist. Let us take a closer look at this scalar and try to relate it to
other known quantities.

The definition of the curvature twist scalar Z is given in Definition 12 in terms of the Riemann tensor. The
curvature twist scalar contracts the Riemann tensor with the four basis vectors of a tetrad adapted to a given null
geodesic. This tetrad consists of the two unit vectors uµ and p̂µ as well as an arbitrary choice of polarization basis,
represented by two transverse unit vectors eαA, A = 1, 2. The two transverse directions are implicitly present in the

screen rotator ǫρσ, because it can be expressed in terms of the two transverse basis vectors as ǫαβ = eαAe
β
Bε

AB.

Remark 14. The screen rotator ǫαβ = eαAe
β
Bε

AB is invariant with respect to change of polarization basis eαA. This
follows from its definition in Definition 4, which implies that the curvature twist scalar Z is invariant with respect to
rotation of the polarization basis.

This section is devoted to a closer examination of the curvature twist scalar Z. We will show that it can be related
to other known quantities; the rotation of the reference geodesic congruence uµ, the second Weyl scalar and the
magnetic part of the Weyl tensor.

Let us start by expressing it in terms of the Weyl tensor.

Lemma 30. The curvature twist about a spatial unit vector p̂µ can be expressed in terms of the Weyl tensor Cγρβσ as

Z ≡ uγ p̂βǫρσCγρβσ =
1

2
uγ p̂βǫρσCγβρσ. (90)
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Proof. The proof of this is given in Appendix A4.

A conformally flat spacetime has vanishing Weyl tensor. The following corollary then follows directly from Lemma
30.

Corollary 31. Conformally flat spacetimes have vanishing curvature twist and do not induce polarization wiggling.

Using the complex null tetrad, the curvature twist scalar can be expressed in terms of the Weyl scalar Ψ2:

Corollary 32. Given the complex null tetrad of Section IIA, the curvature twist scalar is related to the Weyl scalar
Ψ2 as follows:

Z = 2 Im[Ψ2].

Proof. Expanding eq. (90) in terms of the complex null tetrad of Section II A yields

Z = −ikρlµmσ
+m

ν
−Cρµσν .

The corollary follows from using the permutation relation of the Weyl tensor and that the Weyl scalar Ψ2 =
kρmν

−m
σ
+l

µCρνσµ.

A. Curvature Twist and the Magnetic Part of the Weyl Tensor

With the choice of the timelike reference geodesic congruence uµ (see Section II A) follows a decomposition of the
Weyl tensor into electric and magnetic parts [38, 45]. We will now show that the curvature twist Z is related to the
magnetic part of the Weyl tensor. The notation of Stephani [38] is used.

The right-dual Weyl tensor is defined as

C∼
µνγδ ≡ 1

2
ǫγδαβCµν

αβ .

The gravitoelectric tensor is the electric part of the Weyl tensor and defined as

Eνβ ≡ Cµναβu
µuα,

while the gravitomagnetic tensor is the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor and defined in terms of the right-dual
Weyl tensor as

Hνβ ≡ C∼
µναβu

µuα. (91)

Theorem 33. For a given spacelike unit vector p̂µ, the curvature twist about p̂µ equals the projection of the gravito-
magnetic tensor along p̂µ:

Z = Hνβ p̂
ν p̂β . (92)

Proof. From Lemma 30 follows that the curvature twist can be related to the right-dual Weyl tensor as follows:

Z = uµuαC∼
µναβ p̂

ν p̂β . (93)

Eq. (92) then follows directly from eq. (93) and the definition of the gravitomagnetic tensor in eq. (91).

Thus, the curvature twist depends exclusively on the gravitomagnetic tensor.

Corollary 34. Spacetime regions with purely electric Weyl tensors (Hνβ = 0) do not induce polarization wiggling of
passing electromagnetic radiation.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 33 and the definition of purely electric Weyl tensors.

As we saw in Section I A, previous results have shown that the Gravitational Faraday Effect is present in space-
times with a non-zero gravitomagnetic field. Theorem 33 generalizes this effect to any spacetime with a non-zero
gravitomagnetic tensor.

Remark 15. It is known that spacetimes with a purely electric Weyl tensor must be of Petrov types I, D or O
[38]. Thus, spacetime regions of Petrov types II, III and N will in general induce polarization wiggling in passing
electromagnetic radiation, because they will have non-vanishing gravitomagnetic tensor. We must therefore expect that
gravitational radiation will induce polarization wiggling, because spacetimes that exhibit gravitational radiation are of
type N.
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B. Curvature Twist and the Rotation of Rest Frame Geodesics

Let Bµν ≡ ∇νuµ. Then ωµν ≡ B[µν] is the rotation of the geodesic congruence uµ [44, 46]. Next, we will show
that curvature twist can be related to the rotation ωµν of the reference geodesic congruence uµ.

Let us first consider the scalar ǫµνωµν . Define v ≡ −ǫµνωµν . To help us understand what physical quantity v is, let
us evaluate it in a linear gravity approximation with a Minkowski background. In this approximation, we find that

ǫµνωµν = −p̂ · ∇ × u,

where u is the velocity of the inertial frame relative to the coordinate frame of the background geometry. The
quantity ∇× u is then the vorticity of the reference geodesic congruence uµ, analogous to the vorticity of dust with
velocity u. Hence, v = p̂ ·∇×u is the vorticity of the reference geodesic congruence about the direction of propagation
of the polarized radiation.

Since the transverse projection Sα
µS

β
ν ωαβ must be proportional to ǫµν and ǫµνǫµν = 2, we find that

Sα
µS

β
ν ωαβ = −1

2
vǫµν .

In Section II D, we saw that ǫµν is the generator of rotations in the screen. It is therefore natural to interpret 1
2v

as the angular speed of the geodesic congruence in the transverse plane, which is analogous to the vorticity of a fluid
being twice its angular velocity [47]. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 17. For a given spacelike unit vector p̂µ, define the vorticity of the reference geodesic congruence

uµ about p̂µ as

v ≡ −ǫµνωµν .

Theorem 35. For a given spacelike unit vector p̂µ, the curvature twist Z about p̂µ is related to the vorticity v of the
reference geodesic congruence uµ about p̂µ as

Z = ∇nv, (94)

where nµ ≡ uµ + p̂µ.

Proof. Let Bµν ≡ ∇νuµ. By Proposition 3, Dβǫµν = 0. Therefore,

ǫµνDnBµν = ∇n (ǫ
µνωµν) , (95)

where ωµν ≡ B[µν] is the rotation of the geodesic congruence uµ [44, 46]. On the other hand,

ǫµνnα∇α∇νuµ = ǫµνnα∇ν∇αuµ + ǫµνRανµβu
βnα. (96)

The first term on the right-hand side vanishes, because

ǫµνnα∇ν∇αuµ = nαDνDα(ǫ
µνuµ) = 0, (97)

since ǫµνuµ = 0. We recognize that the second term on the right-hand side of eq. (96) is −Z. Equating eqs.
(95) and (96) yields eq. (94), which proves the relationship between curvature twist and the rotation of the geodesic
congruence.

A corollary follows directly.

Corollary 36. Polarization wiggling vanishes when the reference geodesic congruence is hypersurface orthogonal.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 35 and the fact that timelike hypersurface orthogonal geodesic congruences have
zero rotation (ωµν = 0) [44].
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C. Polarization Wiggling and Vorticity

Theorem 35 expresses the curvature twist scalar in terms of the vorticity of the timelike reference geodesic congru-
ence. This allows us to reexpress the polarization axis wiggle equation for a plane electromagnetic wave, eq. (60) of
Lemma 14.

Corollary 37. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the transport
equation for the polarization axis wiggle rate ω is

∇p

(

ω − v

p

)

= −κv. (98)

Proof. Eq. (98) follows when applying Theorem 35 to the polarization axis wiggle equation of Lemma 14 and using
eq. (34) as well as the definition of κ in eq. (38).

Eq. (98) relates the polarization axis wiggle rate to the kinematic quantities κ and v of the reference geodesic
congruence. This equation can readily be integrated, yielding the following corollary.

Corollary 38. For a given plane electromagnetic wave with wave vector pµ and rest frame momentum p, the general
solution to the polarization axis wiggle equation is

ω(λ) = v(λ) +
p(λ)

p(λ∗)
(ω(λ∗)− v(λ∗))− p(λ)

λ
∫

λ∗

dλ′κ(λ′)v(λ′). (99)

κ(λ′) is the projection of the expansion tensor defined by eq. (38). Eq. (99) is equivalent to eq. (62); they are
just expressed differently. While in eq. (62), the polarization axis wiggle rate is sourced by the curvature along the
radiation path, in eq. (99) it is sourced by the vorticity of the reference geodesic congruence along its path.

If we consider linear gravity with a Minkowski background, possibly the simplest case:, we may evaluate κ and p
on the background. In this case, κ = 0 and p(λ) = const to lowest order. The polarization axis wiggle rate then
evaluates to

ω(λ) = ω(λ∗) + v(λ) − v(λ∗).

Thus, in linear gravity with a Minkowski background, the relationship between the polarization axis wiggle rate
and vorticity of the reference geodesic congruence is particularly simple: The change in the polarization axis wiggle
rate between emission and detection equals the change in vorticity between these events. For radiation emitted with
constant polarization (ω(λ∗) = 0), the polarization axis wiggle rate simply measures the change in vorticity between
emission and detection.

D. Rotation and the Gravitomagnetic Tensor

Theorem 33 and Theorem 35 yield two independent expressions of the curvature twist scalar. Equating them will
relate the vorticity of the reference geodesic congruence to the gravitomagnetic tensor.

Corollary 39. For a given null geodesic with tangent vector pµ = p(uµ + p̂µ), the vorticity v of the timelike reference
geodesic congruence uµ about p̂µ is related to the gravitomagnetic tensor Hµν as follows:

1

p
∇pv = Hµν p̂

µp̂ν . (100)

From Corollary 39 follows another result.

Corollary 40. If the reference geodesic congruence uµ has constant vorticity v along every null geodesic, the spacetime
must be purely electric with respect to uµ (Hµν = 0). Conversly, if the spacetime is purely electric with respect to uµ,
the vorticity v of the reference geodesic uµ must be constant along any null geodesic.

Proof. Since Hµν is a spatial tensor (Hµνu
ν = 0) [38], Hµν p̂

µp̂ν = 0 for any spatial direction p̂µ if and only if
Hµν = 0.

Corollary 41. Given a timelike geodesic congruence uµ that is irrotational (ωµν = 0), and therefore hypersurface
orthogonal, the spacetime must be purely electric with respect to uµ (Hµν = 0).

Proof. This follows directly from Corollary 40, since an irrotational congruence has zero vorticity v.
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VI. RESULT SUMMARY

Let us give a brief summary of the results of this paper. We have considered polarization wiggling, an observable
effect of a gravitational field on the state of polarization of electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency
spectrum. Two observable scalars are conserved along the null geodesic of the radiation:

• Polarization degree P : Its transport equation given by Theorem 24.

• Circular polarization degree V : Its transport equation given by eq. (89) of Theorem 29.

A gravitational field affects polarized electromagnetic radiation by inducing a change in the state of polarization of
the radiation as it traverses the gravitational field. The effect is independent of the radiation frequency, and can be
quantified by three scalars and their corresponding transport equations:

• Polarization axis wiggle rate ω: It is a linear combination of the rates of change of the helicity phases in an
inertial frame of observation. For linear polarization, it is the angular speed of the polarization axis. Its transport
equation is eq. (85) of Theorem 28.

• Circular polarization wiggle rate α: It is half the rate of change of the circular polarization degree of the radiation,
as measured by an inertial observer. α is an observable scalar. Its transport equation is eq. (87) of Theorem 28.

• Mean helicity phase wiggle rate χ: It is the mean rate of change of the helicity phases in an inertial frame of
observation. Its transport equation is eq. (86) of Theorem 28.

The wiggle rates were defined from transverse projections of the time derivative of the transverse polarization vector,
∇uǫ

µ, which implies that they quantify rates of change of the state of polarization in an inertial frame. See Section
III A for more details. Three observable scalars are linear combinations of ω and χ:

• Positive helicity phase wiggle rate
·

φ+: It is the rate of change of the phase of the positive helicity component in
an inertial frame of observation. Its relationship to the wiggle rates ω and χ is given by Lemma 11.

• Negative helicity phase wiggle rate
·

φ−: It is the rate of change of the phase of the negative helicity component
in an inertial frame of observation. Its relationship to the wiggle rates ω and χ is given by Lemma 11.

• Polarization axis rotation rate
·

Ω: It is the rotation rate of the polarization axis in an inertial frame of observation.
Its relationship to the two helicity phase wiggle rates is given by eq. (50), and its relationship to the wiggle
rates ω and χ is given by Lemma 11.

These three observables and the circular polarization wiggle rate α quantify rates of change of the state of polar-
ization. We refer to them as the polarization wiggling observables.

Along with the conservation of the polarization degree P and circular polarization degree V , the transport equations
for the wiggle rates ω and χ with the corresponding line-of-sight solutions provide a complete representation of the
effects of gravity on the state of polarization of a ray of electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency
spectrum. By the use of Lemma 11 and Corollary 17, it is straight forward to derive the polarization wiggling
observables from these solutions. This representation is valid for any 4-dimensional spacetime and for any composition
of electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum.

It is worth noting that, while the state of polarization, represented by the coherency tensor, is a tensorial quantity,
and therefore varies with the choice of polarization basis, any change to this state induced by gravity can be quantified
in terms of the scalar observables referenced here, which are independent of the choice of polarization basis in the
frame of observation.

Polarization wiggling is sourced by the curvature twist scalar, Z, defined in Definition 12. In the study of the
curvature twist scalar in Section V, curvature twist was related to three other quantities:

• The gravitomagnetic tensor (the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor), Hµν . Curvature twist is the projection of
the gravitomagnetic tensor along the direction of propagation. This relationship is given in Theorem 33.

• The second Weyl scalar (Ψ2). This relationship is given in Corollary 32.

• The rotation ωµν of the timelike reference geodesic congruence. This relationship is given in Theorem 35.

A consequence of the gravitomagnetic tensor Hµν and the rotation ωµν both being related to curvature twist is
that they by association can be related to each other. This relationship is given in Corollary 39.
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VII. DISCUSSION

In the introduction, it was claimed that, given choices of timelike geodesics of the observer and emitter, the
identified observables are unambiguously defined. However, when considering how the polarization axis wiggle rate
can be calculated from eq. (62), this quantity appears to depend on the choice of timelike reference geodesics between
emission and observation. Since the choice of timelike reference geodesics between the two fixed geodesics of the
observer and emitter is arbitrary, the polarization axis wiggle rate seems to be ambiguous when only considering eq.
(62), seemingly contradicting the claim for it to be unambiguously defined. So, on what basis can we claim that
the polarizaton wiggle rate is independent of the choice of timelike reference geodesics? The claim is based on the
definition of the polarization wiggle rate in eq. (28). By definition, it only depends on the motion of the observer, given
a gravitational field and a field of electromagnetic radiation. This makes the dependency on the choice of timelike
reference geodesics in eq. (62) akin to how the calculation of scalar physical quantities often requires the choice of
coordinates: Coordinates can be arbitrarily chosen to calculate the quantity, but the end result is independent of
this choice. Thus, as long as the congruence is differentiable, the timelike reference geodesics in between the timelike
geodesics of the emitter and observer can be chosen arbitrarily to calculate the observables.

The timelike reference geodesics, defined in Section II A, constitute the timelike geodesic congruence used to define
the spacetime decomposition. An object traveling along one of these geodesics is then referred to as being spacially
at rest. Related to this choice is an assumption that is worth highlighting: The observer and the emitter of polarized
radiation both travel along timelike reference geodesics. What if this is not the case, and the observer and/or emitter
have significant motion relative to local inertial rest frames? This question has so far not been discussed in the present
paper, but it deserves to be considered. Obviously, the polarization wiggle rate is subject to time dilation at both
ends of the geodesic segment between the emission and the observation events. The results of this paper can still be
applied as long as the state of polarization is evaluated in a local rest frame. This implies that initial conditions set by
the emitter must be converted to the local rest frame, and the observable result must be converted from the local rest
frame to the frame of the observer. For instance, in order to apply eq. (62) to a moving emitter, the scalar momentum
and the polarization axis wiggle rate of the emitted radiation must be converted to the local rest frame by use of a
local Lorentz transformation. Similarly, the resulting observed polarization axis wiggle rate must be converted from
the local rest frame to the frame of a moving observer by use of a local Lorentz transformation. Therefore, with these
additional transformations of initial conditions and results, the results of this paper can be applied to emitters and
observers with arbitrary motions relative to the chosen rest frames.

Another implication of our results that is worth remarking is that the effects of gravitational fields that are localized
in space or time will be recorded in the polarization of any electromagnetic radiation traversing them and may there-
fore be transmitted with the radiation over long ranges. To illustrate this effect, consider a localized gravitational
source in a spacetime with curvature twist that is everywhere zero, except in a small neighborhood around the gravi-
tational source, and a ray of electromagnetic radiation traversing this region. Assume Gaussian normal (synchronous)
coordinates along the timelike reference geodesic congruence uµ. Then coordinate time t can be used as an affine
parameter along these geodesics, and the null geodesic can be reparametrized in terms of t using dt/dλ = p. For
simplicity, let the curvature twist along the null geodesic be represented as an instant angular acceleration at λ = λ0:

Z(λ) = ∆ω0δ(t(λ)− t(λ0)) =
∆ω0

p(λ)
δ(λ− λ0).

∆ω0 is a constant angular speed increment, and λ0 labels the event when the photon passes the gravitational source.
The linear polariztion wiggle rate solution of eq. (63) then takes the form

ω(λ) = (1 + z(λ0))
−1

∆ω0,

where z(λ0) ≡ p(λ0)/p(λ)− 1 is the redshift of the gravitational source. Thus, the effect of a localized gravitational
source with non-zero curvature twist, represented by ∆ω0, is preserved in the radiation and redshifted proportionally
to the redshift of the gravitational source.

Gravity’s effect on electromagnetic polarization is real, and we have found how it can be quantified in terms of
scalar observables that are independent of the choice of polarization basis. This indicates that there is a prospect of
using electromagnetic polarization to measure both local and remote gravitational fields, pending sufficiently accurate
measurement techniques.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has analyzed polarization wiggling, an observable effect of gravity on polarized electromagnetic radiation
in a 4-dimensional spacetime with arbitrary geometry, for radiation with arbitrary state of polarization and an
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arbitrary geometric optics frequency spectrum (frequencies below the geometric optics limit have negligible power).
The effect was analyzed from the perspective of a single inertial observer observing the polarization of radiation
emitted by a point-like inertial emitter. The key questions posed were: Is this effect observable, and if it is, what
are its observables? We have analyzed the problem in full generality in the context of classical electromagnetism in
an arbitrary spacetime, using covariant representations. The only assumption made regarding the composition of the
radiation is that geometric optics apply to its components. Our results apply to any metric theory of gravity in 4
dimensions.

Two observable scalars are conserved along the null geodesic of the radiation: The polarization degree P and the
circular polarization degree V .

Focusing on effects observable by a single inertial observer, we showed how the presence of curvature along the
null geodesic of polarized electromagnetic radiation may induce changes in the observed state of polarization. The
effect, which we refer to as polarization wiggling, is independent of radiation frequency, but it varies with the degree
of circular polarization.

The effect can be quantified as follows: The polarization wiggle rates are three scalars that emerge from independent
transverse projections of the time derivative of the transverse polarization vector, ∇uǫ

µ, and therefore quantify rates
of change of the state of polarization in the frame of observation. Their transport equations, the polarization wiggle
equations, follow by applying basic Riemannian geometry. Expanding the polarization wiggle rate scalars by the use
of the null tetrad formalism reveals their helicity decomposition, where the polarization wiggle rate scalars are linear
combinations of a set of observables; the polarization wiggling observables:

• Positive helicity phase wiggle rate
·

φ+: It is the rate of change of the phase of the positive helicity component in
an inertial frame of observation. Its relationship to the polarization wiggle rates is given by Lemma 11.

• Negative helicity phase wiggle rate
·

φ−: It is the rate of change of the phase of the negative helicity component
in an inertial frame of observation. Its relationship to the polarization wiggle rates is given by Lemma 11.

• Polarization axis rotation rate
·

Ω: It is the rotation rate of the polarization axis in an inertial frame of observation.
Its relationship to the two helicity phase wiggle rates is given by eq. (50), and its relationship to the polarization
wiggle rates is given by Lemma 11.

• Circular polarization wiggle rate α: It is half the rate of change of the circular polarization degree of the radiation.

The polarization wiggling observables quantify time rates of change of the state of polarization in the frame of
observation.

The polarization wiggling observables {
·

φ±,
·

Ω, α} and the polarization state observables P and V form a complete
set of observables for gravitational effects on electromagnetic polarization. These observables are independent of any
choice of local polarization basis in the frame of observation. The transport equations of the polarizaton wiggle rates
and the corresponding line-of-sight solutions provide a complete representation of the effect of gravity on the state of
polarization of a ray of electromagnetic radiation with a geometric optics frequency spectrum.

Polarization wiggling is sourced by curvature through a scalar that we refer to as the curvature twist. The curvature
twist scalar is the contraction of the Riemann tensor or the Weyl tensor with the four principal basis vectors of a tetrad
adapted to the null geodesic. It provides a unified representation of gravity’s effect on electromagnetic polarization for
any 4-dimensional spacetime and any metric theory of gravity. Curvature twist enters the transport equations for the
polarization wiggle rates, and their line-of-sight solutions contain integrals of the curvature twist over the radiation
null geodesic from emission to detection.

We showed how curvature twist is related to three known quantities; the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor, the
second Weyl scalar (Ψ2) and the rotation of the timelike rest frame geodesic congruence. Curvature twist is the
projection of the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor along the direction of propagation of the radiation. It can also be
expressed in terms of the vorticity of the rest frame geodesic congruence about the direction of propagation of the
radiation.

Polarization wiggling offers a view and represention of gravity’s effect on electromagnetic polarization that is
different from and independent of the Gravitational Faraday Effect. The main advantages of this approach are its
generality and the observables it provides for the effects of gravity on electromagnetic polarization. Our results apply
to 4-dimensional spacetimes of any geometry and composite radiation fields with geometric optics frequency spectra
and in any state of polarization. The results are valid for any metric theory of gravity.

A noticeable implication of these results is that the effect of gravitational fields that are localized in time or space
will be recorded in the polarization of any electromagnetic radiation traversing these fields and transmitted over long
ranges. This opens the prospect of using this effect to measure gravitational fields directly. Pending sufficiently
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accurate polarization measurement techniques, it is therefore important to recognize the reality of gravity’s effect on
electromagnetic polarization and how to quantify it in terms of observables.
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Appendix A: Miscellaneous Derivations

1. Transverse Covariant Derivative of the Screen Rotator

The covariant derivative of the Levi-Civita tensor vanishes [17, 48]:

∇γǫαβµν = 0

Given a null vector pµ with an expansion pµ = p(uµ + p̂µ) in terms of a timelike unit vector uµ and a spacelike
unit-vector p̂µ, the transverse covariant derivative of the screen rotator ǫµν , as defined by eq. (10), expands as follows:

Dρǫµν = Sλ
µS

γ
ν ǫαβλγ∇ρu

αp̂β + Sλ
µS

γ
ν ǫαβλγu

α∇ρp̂
β

Consider the first term, Sλ
µS

γ
ν ǫαβλγ∇ρu

αp̂β : Sλ
µS

γ
ν ǫαβλγ∇ρu

αp̂β 6= 0 if and only if uα∇ρu
α 6= 0. However,

uα∇ρu
α =

1

2
∇ρ (uαu

α) = 0

since uα is a unit vector. This implies that

Sλ
µS

γ
ν ǫαβλγ∇ρu

αp̂β = 0.

By the same argument,

Sλ
µS

γ
ν ǫαβλγu

α∇ρp̂
β = 0.

Therefore, the transverse covariant derivative of the screen rotator vanishes:

Dρǫµν = 0. (A1)

2. The Commutator [p, u]

Let us evaluate the commutator [p, u] for a null vector pµ and a timelike unit vector uµ. Its definition is

[p, u]
β ≡ ∇pu

β −∇up
β . (A2)

It can be decomposed into transverse and non-transverse terms by using the screen projector:

∇pu
β −∇up

β = Dpu
β −Dup

β − uβuγ∇pu
γ + uβuγ∇up

γ + p̂β p̂γ∇pu
γ − p̂β p̂γ∇up

γ .

First, we find that the transverse terms vanish:

Dpu
β = Sβ

αDpu
α = Dp(S

β
αu

α)− uαDpS
β
α = 0

Dup
β = Sβ

αDup
α = Du(S

β
αp

α)− pαDuS
β
α = 0.
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The remaining terms become

− uβuγ∇pu
γ + uβuγ∇up

γ + p̂β p̂γ∇pu
γ − p̂β p̂γ∇up

γ

= −p
β

p
∇up+

(

pβ

p
− uβ

)

p̂γ∇pu
γ .

Now,

p̂γ∇pu
γ = −∇pp

p
,

where p ≡ −uαpα is the scalar momentum of the null vector. Thus, we find that the commutator [p, u] is

[p, u]
β
= −p

β

p

(

∇up+
∇pp

p

)

+ uβ
∇pp

p
. (A3)

3. Curvature Twist

Using that

ǫλµRµαβγǫ
α = ǫλµSρ

µS
σ
αǫ

αRρσβγ =
1

2
ǫλµ(Sρ

µS
σ
α − Sσ

µS
ρ
α)ǫ

αRρσβγ ,

we get by the use of Proposition 2:

ǫ∗λǫ
λµRµαβγǫ

α =
1

2
ǫ∗λǫ

λµǫµαǫ
ρσRρσβγǫ

α =
1

2
ǫ∗λ(−Sλ

α)ǫ
αǫρσRρσβγ .

Then, by using that ǫ∗λS
λ
αǫ

α = 1 and applying the decomposition of pα from eq. (5), using the antisymmetry of the
Riemann tensor in the two last indices, we obtain the following identity:

ǫ∗γǫ
γµRµλαβp

αuβǫλ = −p
2
ǫρσRρσβγ p̂

βuγ . (A4)

The Riemann tensor has several index symmetries. Among these are the antisymmetry of the first and last two
indices

Rµαβγ = R[µα]βγ = Rµα[βγ], (A5)

the switching relation

Rµαβγ = Rβγµα (A6)

and the permutation relation, which can be written

Rγβρσ = −Rγρσβ −Rγσβρ = Rγρβσ −Rγσβρ. (A7)

The right-hand side of eq. (A4) can be rewritten by using the antisymmetry of eq. (A5) and the switching relation
of eq. (A6). Eq. (A4) then takes the form

ǫ∗γǫ
µγRµλαβp

αuβǫλ =
p

2
uγ p̂βǫρσRγβρσ. (A8)

By using the permutation symmetry of eq. (A7), we obtain the following identity:

ǫ∗γǫ
µγRµλαβp

αuβǫλ = pZ, (A9)

where

Z ≡ uγ p̂βǫρσRγρβσ =
1

2
uγ p̂βǫρσRγβρσ (A10)

is the curvature twist scalar.
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4. Curvature Twist in Terms of the Weyl Tensor

Z can be expressed in terms of the Weyl tensor by applying the relationship between the Weyl and Riemann tensors
[17]:

Rρσµν = Cρσµν +
(

gρ[µR ν]σ − gσ[µR ν]ρ

)

− 1

3
gρ[µg ν]σR,

where R is the Ricci scalar. Let us first evaluate the right-hand side of eq. (A10) term by term. First,

uρp̂µǫσν(gρ[µR ν]σ − gσ[µR ν]ρ) =

1

2
(uρp̂µgρµǫ

σνRνσ − p̂µǫσνuνRµσ − uρǫσν p̂σRνρ + uρp̂µǫσνgσνRµρ) .

All terms on the right-hand side vanish because of the antisymmetry and transversality of the screen rotator, ǫσν .
Next,

uρp̂µǫσν
1

3
gρ[µg ν]σR =

R

6
(uρp̂µgρµǫ

σνgνσ − uρp̂σǫ
σνgρν) .

Also here, the terms on the right-hand side vanish due to the antisymmetry and transversality of the screen rotator,
ǫσν . Thus, curvature twist can be expressed in terms of the Weyl tensor as follows:

Z ≡ uρp̂µǫσνRρσµν = uρp̂µǫσνCρσµν . (A11)

It is then straight forward to prove the alternative expression

Z =
1

2
uγ p̂βǫρσRγβρσ =

1

2
uγ p̂βǫρσCγβρσ. (A12)

Appendix B: Representing the State of Polarization of Electromagnetic Radiation

An arbitrary state of polarization can be defined in terms of the four Stokes parameters. We will now review the
polarization representations applied in this paper. It uses the nomenclature and definitions of Section II above.

1. The Polarization Matrix

The polarization state of a classical field of electromagnetic radiation is completely characterized by the four Stokes
parameters [42, 43]. They are measurable quantities that can be expressed in terms of the electric field vector and its
projections against two mutually orthogonal unit vectors that both are transverse to the direction of propagation of
the radiation, p̂. Let eµA, A = 1, 2 denote the two transverse unit vectors, the polarization basis. They form a basis for
any transverse field. Since the electric field vector Eµ is transverse to the direction of propagation, it can be defined
by its projection onto this basis: EA ≡ eµAEµ. We can then define the coherency matrix IAB in terms of EA as the
expectation value

IAB ≡ 〈EAE
∗
B〉 (B1)

evaluated as a time average over a large number of radiation cylces [42]. We notice that the use of a complex
representation of the electric field in eq. (B1) is permissible as long as the average is taken over a large number of
radiaton cycles, see Born and Wolf for details [42]. IAB is a 2× 2 Hermitian matrix. Written in matrix form, it can
be expressed in terms of the four Stokes parameters I,Q, U, V as

IAB =
1

2

(

I +Q U − iV
U + iV I −Q

)

AB

.

We define the polarization matrix PAB as the traceless part of the relative coherency matrix iAB ≡ IAB/I. Written
in terms of the relative Stokes parameters Q ≡ Q/I, U ≡ U/I and V ≡ V/I, it takes the form

PAB ≡ iAB − 1

2
δAB =

1

2

(

Q U − iV
U + iV −Q

)

AB

. (B2)

The polarization degree P ≡
√
Q2 + U2 + V2 can be expressed in terms of the polarization matrix as

P2 = 2PBAPAB = 2PABP ∗
AB. (B3)
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2. The Coherency and Polarization Tensors

Define the coherency tensor for an electromagnetic field, similar to the definition of the coherency matrix of eq.
(B1):

Iµν ≡ 〈EµE
∗
ν 〉 . (B4)

The expectation value 〈EµE
∗
ν 〉 of eq. (B4) is assumed to be a time average over a large number of radiation cycles.

The intensity I is the scalar

I ≡ gµνIµν = SµνIµν .

We retain the coherency matrix IAB of eq. (B1) by projecting Iµν with the polarization basis eµA:

IAB = eµAe
ν
BIµν .

In the geometric optics limit, the amplitude Eµ ≡ iapǫµ of a plane electromagnetic wave can be assumed constant
over a cycle. This implies that the Stokes parameters, expressed in terms of time-averaged squares of the electric field,
〈EAE

∗
B〉 are additive when adding up contributions from multiple wave components. Therefore, the Stokes parameters

of an electromagnetic field expressed as a composition of plane waves can be computed by summing up the Stokes
parameters of each component [42]. This makes the Stokes parameters useful for characterizing any radiation field of
arbitrary composition and arbitrary degree of polarization. Hence, the coherency tensor Iµν of eq. (B4) is a convenient
covariant and gauge invariant field representation of any electromagnetic radiation field.

Define the relative coherency tensor iµν as

iµν ≡ Iµν
I
.

For a single plane wave with polarization vector ǫµ, the relative coherency tensor is

ipwµν (ǫ) = ǫµǫ
∗
ν .

Following the definition of the polarization matrix in eq. (B2), the polarization tensor Pµν is defined as

Pµν = iµν − 1

2
Sµν . (B5)

The polarization degree P can be expressed in terms of the polarization tensor as

P2 = 2P νµPµν = 2PµνP ∗
µν . (B6)

3. Stokes Parameters

From eq. (B2), the polarization matrix PAB can be expanded in terms of the Pauli matrices σa, a = 1, 2, 3. The
polarization matrix then expands as

PAB =
1

2
Saσ

a
AB,

where the relative Stokes parameters are S1 = U ,S2 = V ,S3 = Q. Conversely, the relative Stokes parameters can
be found by contracting the polarization matrix with the Pauli matrices:

Sa = σAB
a PAB.

Then, by selecting a transverse polarization basis eAµ , A = 1, 2, we can define a Pauli tensor basis

σa
µν = σa

ABe
A
µ e

B
ν .

Based on the relationship between Pauli matrices, this basis satisfies

(

σaσb
)

µν
= δabSµν + iεabcσc

µν .
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This allows us to expand the polarization tensor in the Pauli tensor basis as

Pµν =
1

2
Saσ

a
µν ,

Conversely, the relative Stokes parameters can be found by contracting the polarization tensor with the Pauli
tensors:

Sa = σµν
a Pµν .

Let sq, q = Q,U , denote the two symmetric Pauli matrices, with sQ ≡ σ3 and sU ≡ σ1. Defining εQU = −εUQ =
ε312 = 1, the relationship between the two symmetric Pauli matrices can be written

(spsq)µν = δpqSµν + εpqǫµν ,

and the antisymmetric Pauli matrix σ2 can be expressed as

σ2
µν = −iǫµν .

The polarization tensor then takes a form that separates the symmetric and antisymmetric parts:

Pµν = − i

2
Vǫµν +

1

2
Sqs

q
µν , q = Q,U. (B7)

Eq. (B7) can be inverted to obtain the circular polarization degree in terms of the polarization tensor:

V = iǫµνPµν . (B8)
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