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While optics and mechanics are two distinct branches of physics, they are connected. It is well
known that geometrical/ray treatment of light has direct analogies to mechanical descriptions of
particle motion. However, connections between coherence wave optics and classical mechanics are
rarely reported. Here we explore links of the two for an arbitrary light field by performing a
quantitative analysis of two optical coherence properties: polarization and entanglement (implied
by a wave picture of light due to Huygens and Fresnel). A universal complementary identity relation
is obtained. More surprisingly, optical polarization, entanglement, and their identity relation are
shown to be quantitatively associated with mechanical concepts of center of mass and moment of
inertia through the Huygens-Steiner theorem for rigid body rotation. The obtained result bridges
coherence wave optics and classical mechanics through the two theories of Huygens.

Introduction: As one of the greatest scientists of all
time, Christiaan Huygens had made groundbreaking con-
tributions to many branches of natural science with two
best known fields in physics: optics and mechanics [IJ.
Huygens is considered as the starting point of system-
atic wave explanation of light in the 1670s [2] and the
Huygens-Fresnel principle [3] was the basis for the ad-
vancement of physical optics, describing coherence phe-
nomena of light including interference, diffraction, polar-
ization, etc. [], as well as the recently recognized prop-
erty of vector-space entanglement [5HI6] (a direct conse-
quence of a multi-degree-of-freedom amplitude wave the-
ory [14]). On a completely different subject, through the
study of pendulum oscillation that led to his invention of
the first pendulum clock, Huygens also made pivotal con-
tributions to the development of fundamental mechani-
cal concepts of center of mass (COM) and moment of
inertia (MOI) describing rigid body motions, leading to
the well known Huygens-Steiner theorem (also called the
parallel-axis theorem) [I7]. Except that both owe to the
contributions of Huygens, almost no links of the two the-
ories is ever explored or even anticipated due to their
apparent distinctions. To fill this gap, here we provide
an approach that connects the two subjects through the
analysis of two optical coherence properties: polarization
and entanglement.

As one of the earliest discovered fundamental features
of light, polarization was only gradually better under-
stood along with the slow recognition of the light’s wave
nature [4, [18], and it is conventionally understood as the
directional property, or degree of freedom (DOF), of light
(electromagnetic) wave oscillation. Recently, it has been
further shown that polarization coherence needs at least
one additional DOF to be fully characterized [9][19]. This
allows the discussion of its connection to another two-
DOF property, i.e., entanglement [20]. Here we carry
out a systematic analysis of both polarization (P) and
entanglement (K) for a generic light field and obtain a

universal complementary relation P2 +K? = 1 regardless
of the dimensionality.

On the other hand, attempts of geometric understand-
ing of entanglement have been made in various contexts
[21H25]. With a geometric mapping of optical coherence
parameters to a point-mass system, we further establish
a surprising quantitative relation between the obtained
universal optical polarization-entanglement comple-
mentary identity and the rigid body Huygens-Steiner
theorem through specific mechanical concepts of COM
and MOI. Our method and results suggest a new way
of investigating quantitative and conceptual connections
between coherence optics and mechanics.

Polarization-Entanglement Complementary Rela-
tion: We start with the most general arbitrary light field
that can be written in the Dirac notation [9] as

|E) = [2)|Ex) + [9)| Ey) + |2)| =), (1)

where |z), |y), |y) represent the three polarization (field
oscillation) vector directions, and |E,), |Ey), |E.) stand
for corresponding field amplitudes describing the re-
maining degrees of freedom that live in respective vec-
tor spaces (temporal mode, spatial mode, etc.). When
normalized by the total light intensity I = (E,|E,) +
(Ey|Ey) + (E.|E.), it becomes

le) = alz)|ex) + Bly)ley) + 7I2)|ez), (2)

where «, § and ~ are real normalized coefficients de-
fined as a = \/(E;|Ez)/I, B = \/(Ey|Ey)/I and v =

(E.|E.)/I with o + %2 + +* = 1. The normalized
amplitude vectors are defined as |e;) = E;/+/(FE;|E;)
with ¢ = x,y, z. For the generic three-dimensional (3D)
field, the cross correlation among amplitude components
lexy.~) can be arbitrary and most generally described
by complex values 61 = (egzley), d2 = (egzle.), and
d3 = (eyle.) respectively.



The 3D polarization coherence of the light field can
be characterized by the 3 x 3 coherence matrix [26H30],
which can be decomposed into nine Gell-Mann matrices
[31], and is obtained as

a®  aBdy aybs

aféy B Byds| . (3)
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Due to the fact that this 3 x 3 matrix cannot be
uniquely decomposed into the summation of a com-
pletely polarized matrix and a completely unpolarized
partner [4], different measures of degrees of polarization
have been proposed based on different interpretations
of complete unpolarization [30]. To have a systematic
analysis for arbitrary dimensions (e.g., the 2D arbitrary
beam, the 3D arbitrary field, etc.), here we adopt the
point of view that complete 3D unpolarization means
(Ez|Ez) = (BEy|Ey) = (E.|E:) # 0 and (E|Ej) = 0
with ¢,j = x,y, 2z and ¢ # j. Therefore the degree of 3D
polarization coherence is defined [26] [32, [33] as

Py \/ ] W

which varies between 0 and 1 with 0 meaning complete
unpolarization and 1 indicating fully polarized. Here,
the subscript indicates the dimensionality 3. This mea-
sure is consistent with the conventional 2D definition of
degree of polarization for arbitrary light beams [4], which
will also be systematically discussed in the following. It
means how much the light field is concentrated to a sin-
gle polarization direction. Mathematically, it can be re-
expressed through the eigenvalues my, mo, mg of the
normalized coherence matrix (3)) as

Wsp =

P3 _ \/1 _ 2 X 3(m1m2 +mims + mgmg) . (5)
3—-1
On the other hand, another coherence quantity, en-
tanglement, between the polarization space {|x), |y), |2)}
and the amplitude space {|E;),|E,),|E.)} of the gen-
eral 3D field represents a 3 x 3 bipartite pure-state sce-
nario. Therefore, Schmidt analysis [34H36] can be ap-
plied with the quantitative Schmidt number measure
K = 1/2?:1 A2. Here v/);, i = 1,2,3 are the Schmidt
coeflicients and can be shown to coincide with the eigen-
values of the normalized polarization coherence matrix
, ie, \;y = m;, i = 1,2,3. The Schmidt number
K varies between 1 and 3 for the 3D light field, i.e.,
K5 € [1,3], where K3 = 1 indicates zero entanglement
with only one nonzero Schmidt coeflicient and K3 = 3
means maximal entanglement with equal Schmidt coeffi-
cients mq = mo = mg.
To compare with the normalized 3D degree of polar-
ization , entanglement K is also normalized as

Ks = 2(1_1;‘) ()

Obviously, K3, called Schmidt weight [24], € [0, 1] with
K3 = 0,1 meaning minimum (zero), maximal entangle-
ment respectively. Some tedious but straightforward cal-
culations show that /3 can be further expressed in terms
of the eigenvalues

Ks = \/3(m1m2 + mims + mzmg). (7)

By comparing equations (5) and (7), one can immedi-
ately arrive at the complementary identity relation

Ps+K3=1. (8)

This is our first major result. It illustrates an intrinsic
complementary behavior of polarization coherence with
entanglement coherence for arbitrary light fields. It
will be shown later that this result can reduce system-
atically to arbitrary two dimensional light beams and
can also generalize to any N-dimensional structural fields.
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FIG. 1: Geometric illustration of mapping optical polariza-
tion coherence and entanglement to mechanical concepts of
COM and MOI for arbitrary 3D light fields. The three masses
mi,2,3 are placed at the vertices of an equilateral triangle
(that is inscribed in the circle O) and M is the center of
mass point. The lengths of OM, M B represent the values of
degree of polarization Ps, entanglement K3 respectively. Here
the line M B is perpendicular to OM and it intersects with
the circle O at point B. The Pythagorean theorem of the
right triangle AOM B represents directly the complementary
relation . Inm, Io are the moment of inertia correspond
to rotations along the entanglement line M B and its parallel
partner that passes through point O respectively. The sizes
of the point-mass dots indicate m1 > ma > mgs without loss
of any generality.

Center of Mass: To further understand the optical co-
herence quantities and the above general complementary
relation 7 we now describe a two-step geometric map-
ping procedure that links to mechanical concepts. Step
1: let the polarization coherence matrix eigenvalues m1,
ma, mg represent the values of three point masses. Step
2: place these point masses at the vertices of an equilat-
eral triangle inscribed in a unit circle O, see Fig. [1| for



illustration. With such a mapping, it is then ready to
analyze the connection to mechanical properties.

The three-mass system has a center of mass point
M that is located inside the two-dimensional triangle
Amymoms. Then the coordinates (X, X(2)) of M are
simply determined as

(4)

Xy = o () ()

my1 + x5 'ma + x5 mas, (9)
where my,; is the total mass and xgj ) represents the j-th
coordinate of the i-th mass m; with i = 1,2,3 and j =
1,2. When taking O as the origin of the 2D coordinate
system, the distance between O and M can be simply
determined as OM = /(X1))2 + (X 2)2. Furthermore,
the distance between the mass center M and point B,
which is the cross point of the circle O with line M B
(perpendicular to OM), can also be obtained directly as
MB = /1 — (XM)2 — (X®)2. Surprisingly, it can then
be shown that

P3=0OM, and K3 = MB. (10)
That is, the degree of 3D polarization P3 equals the value
of the distance between the geometric center O and the
mass center M, and the degree of entanglement K3 equals
the value of the distance between mass center M and
point B. When the three masses are equal, the center of
mass point M coincides with the geometric center O so
that OM = 0 (M B = 1) indicating complete unpolariza-
tion P3 = 0 (maximal entanglement K3 = 1). When the
total mass is concentrated on one point mass (e.g., m1),
the remaining two masses vanish. Then the center of
mass M coincides with point m; with OM = 1 (M B=0)
indicating complete polarization P3 = 1 (minimum en-
tanglement Cs = 0). The detailed proof of this quanti-
tative connection for the generalized N-dimensional case
is given in Supplemental Material section A.

As a result, the polarization-entanglement comple-
mentary relation can now be represented by the
Pythagorean theorem of the right triangle AOM B that
connects the mass center M, geometric center O, and
point B, illustrated by the blue dashed lines in Fig.

9 9 —2 ——2 2
Pi+Ks5=1 & OM +MB =0B". (11)

Eqns. , represent the second major result
showing direct quantitative connections of optical
polarization, entanglement coherence, and their comple-
mentary relation to the mechanical concept of center of
mass.

Moment of Inertia: The center of mass of a system
is related to another mechanical concept, moment of in-
ertia, when the rotation axis passes through the mass
center M. Combined with the above discussion, the
entanglement line OM, as shown in Fig. serves as

a crucial rotation axis, about which the moment of in-
ertia Ip; of the three-mass system can be obtained as
Iy = mar? + mard + mar, where r;, i = 1,2,3, are the
distances of mass m; to the axis OM.

The moment of inertia with respect to the parallel
line that passes through the geometric center O (see
illustration in Fig. , can also be achieved as Ip =
mls% + mgsg + m38§7 where s;, © = 1,2, 3, are the dis-
tances of mass m; to the parallel axis. Then the Huygens-
Steiner theorem [37, [38] (also called parallel axis theo-
rem) reads

Io = Ing + myord?, (12)

where d is the distance between the two paralleled axes.
This leads straightforwardly to the quantitative relations

Py =+1Io—1Iy and Ks=+1—1Io+ Iy, (13)

which is the third major result of the Letter. They es-
tablish direct quantitative connections between optical
coherence quantities and mechanical quantities.

The polarization coherence and entanglement of a
generic light field can now be interpreted as the difference
between two moment of inertia Ip and I); of the three-
mass system. Complete unpolarization P3 = 0 (or max-
imal entanglement K3 = 1) now simply means the mo-
ment of inertia I coincides with Ip so that Ip—1Ips = 0,
while complete polarization P3 = 1 (or zero entanglement
K3 = 0) indicates the moment of inertia Ip; and Ip are
maximally separated with Io — Ipy = 1. This provides a
new way of understanding and obtaining optical coher-
ence quantities through the mapped point-mass scenario.

On the other hand, mechanical properties of such
a three-mass system (or N-mass system as extended
in the following) can also be understood and achieved
with the optical polarization coherence and entangle-
ment. These mechanical properties include center of
mass, momentum of inertia, as well as their related
properties such as angular momentum L = [w with w be-
ing rotation frequency, rotational energy E = Iw?/2, etc.

Generalization to arbitrary dimensions: The above
polarization-entanglement complementary relation
along with its connection to the mechanical concepts of
center of mass and moment of inertia can be further gen-
eralized to arbitrary dimensional tensor structures. In
this case, the concept of polarization is not restricted
to describe the 3 wave oscillation directions of the 3D
space anymore. It is extended to represent all vectors of
a generic vector space of arbitrary dimension [20, [39].

A generic N-dimensional two-space (or two-degree-of-
freedom) structure can be written as

N
E) =" |G))| ), (14)
=1



where |G;) are normalized basis vectors of one vector
space (e.g., the infinite dimensional spatial degree of free-
dom of light) and |Z;) represent the amplitudes that
group all remaining degrees of freedom as a single large
vector space (e.g., the combination of wave oscillation
directions and temporal modes of light).

The above state is a direct N-dimensional extension of
the light field but with the vector space {|G;)} sin-
gled out. The extended concept of “polarization” simply
means all the basis vectors |G;) (correspond |z}, |y), |2) in
the general 3D light field case). Then the degree of “po-
larization” is directly extended to mean how much this
field |E) is concentrated to a single superposed vector in
this G space. As a result, this generalized “polarization”
coherence can be systematically defined as [20], [39]

| N , 1
o[ (o 4). 0

which is a direct extension of with

Wir — >k ( 2k Z1)|Gh) (G|
" 22| Z)

being the normalized N-dimensional (ND) “polarization”
coherence matrix of the G space with k,0l=1,2,3,..., N.
Here, Py is normalized between 0 and 1 indicating com-
plete un-“polarization” and “polarization” respectively.

Entanglement of the N-dimensional two-space field
can be analyzed systematically by Schmidt decom-
position as in the 3D case, and quantitatively measured
by the Schmidt weight as

KN:\/N]\—[l<1_KlN>’ (17)

where Ky = 1/ Zfil m? is the Schmidt number with
/m; being the Schmidt coefficients and the m; are also
the eigenvalues of the coherence matrix Wy p. Here Ky
is bounded between 0 and 1 indicating zero and maximal
entanglement respectively.

Combining the degree of generic “polarization” and en-
tanglement for the generic ND structure, one is then led
to the generalized identity

(16)

Py + Ky = 1. (18)

This generic entanglement-polarization complementary
relation suggests that the intrinsic opposite behaviors of
“polarization” and entanglement in a general field are
universal. The absence of “polarization” coherence is al-
ways accompanied by the display of maximal entangle-
ment, and vice versa. The proof of is provided in
the supplemental material.

It is important to note that when N = 2, the field
reduces to the arbitrary two-dimensional optical beam
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FIG. 2: Geometric illustrations of mapping optical polariza-
tion coherence and entanglement to mechanical concepts of
COM and MOI for arbitrary 2D beams and 4D generic struc-
tural fields. For the 2D case in panel (a), two masses mq 2
are placed at the vertices of the regular 1-simplex (a segment)
and the 0-sphere O has two end points B, B’. For the 4D case
in panel (b), four masses m1,2,3,4 are placed at the vertices of
the regular 3-simplex (a tetrahedron) inscribed in the 2-sphere
O. For both cases, M is the center of mass and the lengths of
OM, MB represent the values of degree of polarization Py,
entanglement n respectively. Line M B is perpendicular to
OM and it intersects with the (N — 2)-sphere O at point
B. The Pythagorean theorem of the right triangle AOM B
represents directly the complementary relation . In, Io
are the moment of inertia correspond to rotations along the
entanglement line M B and its parallel partner that passes
through O respectively. The sizes of the point-mass dots in-
dicate m1 > ma > ms > ma without loss of any generality.

case. Then Py is exactly the conventional degree of po-
larization [4} [40] and entanglement Ko is exactly the well-
known entanglement measure concurrence [41]. Fig.[2|(a)
illustrates of the 2D complementary relation with trian-
gle AOM B. This two-dimensional relation is consistent
with wave-particle complementarity relations, see for ex-
ample, in Refs. [20] [42H47].

The connection to mechanical concepts can also be ex-
tended systematically following the two-step geometric
mapping prescription. Step I: let the eigenvalues (or the
square of the Schmidt coefficients) my, ..., my of the “po-
larization” coherence matrix to represent the values



of N point masses. Step 2: place these point masses at
the N vertices of a regular (N — 1)-simplex inscribed in
a unit (N — 2)-sphere with origin O.

Consistent with the case of 3D generic light field, the
value of degree of “polarization” Py is exactly the dis-
tance from O to the center of mass point M, i.e., Py =
OM, and the value of degree of entanglement Cy = M B
where MB 1 OM and B is the cross point with the
unit (N — 2)-sphere O, see illustration in Fig. Then
the right triangle AOM B with oM’ —|—W2 — 0B’ di-
rectly represents the generic polarization-entanglement
complementary relation P% + K3, = 1. A detailed proof
of these generalized results provided in the supplemental
material.

Furthermore, the moment of inertia of the N-mass sys-
tem with respect to the entanglement line M B and the
parallel line that passes through O obey exactly the same
quantitative relation as in the 3D case , connecting
to optical “polarization” coherence and entanglement as

Py =+Iop—I and Ky =+1-—1p+ 1. (19)

To this end, we have shown that all three major
results , , about the generic 3D light field
can be reduced to arbitrary 2D beams and extended to
arbitrary ND structural fields. The optical polarization-
entanglement complementary relation is a universal
feature for all light. The quantitative connections of
optical coherence quantities (polarization and entangle-
ment) with mechanical concepts of center of mass and
moment of inertia are also universal for all light fields.

Summary: In summary, we have established a uni-
versal polarization-entanglement complementary relation
P2,+K3 = 1 for arbitrary light fields of 2D and 3D polar-
izations and for general fields of N-dimensional structural
“polarization”. The complementarity suggests that po-
larization and entanglement are indeed two intrinsically
opposite coherence properties of all light fields. The ab-
sence of polarization coherence is always accompanied by
the display of entanglement, vice versa.

A geometric mapping technique is introduced to cor-
respond the eigenvalues of the “polarization” coherence
matrix (or the Schmidt coefficients) to point masses that
are located at the vertices of a regular simplex. Based
on the mapping, optical coherence quantities of polariza-
tion and entanglement (indication of the Huygens-Fresnel
wave theory) are shown to be quantitatively connected
to the seemingly unrelated mechanical concepts of center
of mass and moment of inertia (result of the Huygens-
Steiner theorem).

The obtained quantitative relations in , ,
and their N-dimensional extensions open a unique av-
enue to link coherence optics to mechanics. These re-
lations provide a new way to interpret and understand
the meaning of coherence optics concepts such as com-

plete polarization, partial polarization, complete unpo-
larization, separable, partial entanglement, maximal en-
tanglement, etc. They also help to quantitatively obtain
and analyze coherence optical quantities with mechanical
scenarios. On the other hand, these quantitative results
also establishes a new platform to understand and obtain
mechanical concepts of point-mass systems via coherence
optical contexts.

We expect many other related concepts of light such as
coherence, correlation and entropy to be analyzed within
the mechanical scopes, and additional relevant mechani-
cal concepts e.g., angular momentum, rotational energy,
etc., to be connected to optical coherence properties.

Finally, the tensor structure of the generic light
field is similar to that of a quantum pure state.
Therefore our analysis of generalized “polarization” and
entanglement also applies to quantum states.
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