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Resonant laser spectroscopy is essential for the characterization, operation, and manipulation of single-
quantum systems such as semiconductor quantum dots. The separation of the weak resonance fluorescence
from the excitation laser is key for high-quality single- and entangled-photon sources. This is often
achieved by cross-polarization laser extinction, which is limited by the quality of the optical elements.
Recently, it was discovered that Fresnel-reflection birefringence in combination with single-mode filtering
counteracting spin-orbit-coupling effects enables a three-order-of-magnitude improvement of polariza-
tion extinction [Benelajla et al., Phys. Rev. X 11, 021007 (2021)]. Here, we demonstrate this method
for cross-polarization-extinction enhancement in cryogenic confocal microscopy of a resonantly excited
semiconductor quantum dot in a birefringent optical microcavity, and observe a 10x improvement of the

single-photon contrast.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Highly pure and indistinguishable single-photon sources
[1-7] and spin manipulation [8] often rely on resonant
excitation schemes and require a high degree of polar-
ization extinction of the excitation laser. Such experi-
ments are typically carried out in confocal microscope
setups having the required high spatial resolution [9,10]
to address individual quantum emitters, where the excita-
tion beam is directed onto the sample using mirrors and
beam splitters. Because all-dielectric (but also metallic)
polarization-preserving mirrors [11] do not exist, usually,
linearly polarized light with s or p polarization is used,
which, due to symmetry and in the plane-wave approxi-
mation, is preserved under reflection. Therefore, the max-
imal polarization-extinction ratios (PERs) are limited by
the quality of available polarizers to typically 10°—10°.
Now, experimentally, extinction ratios of up to 108 [12]
have been observed, but the precise origin of this high
ratio has only recently been clearly identified. Benelajla et
al. [13] found a three-order-of-magnitude PER improve-
ment by mirror-induced precompensation of the residual
ellipticity of linear polarizers, in combination with single-
mode filtering that eliminates detrimental effects caused by
spin-orbit coupling at optical reflection [14—16].
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Spin-orbit coupling of light leads to angular and spa-
tial beam-shift corrections to specular reflection [17,18],
known as Goos—Héanchen [19] and Imbert—Fedorov shifts
[20,21]. The latter effect is also referred to as the optical
spin Hall effect of light [22,23]. Here, both of the ellip-
tical eigenpolarizations [24] experience a small opposite
transverse shift, which leads to a variation in the degree
of the circular polarization over the beam cross section
[25]. Measuring in linear cross polarization, the unwanted
(leaked) polarization component of the beam adopts a
Hermite-Gaussian profile [13,26,27] with a nodal line in
the center, caused by linear polarization projection of the
two reflected and shifted beams with opposite helicity. In
combination with single-mode fiber detection, Benelajla
et al. [13] demonstrated above-three-orders-of-magnitude
extinction enhancement after a single optical reflection
compared to the bare or conventional polarizer extinc-
tion ratio with 90° between the polarizers. This shows
a new—only used serendipitously before—application of
beam shifts in addition to high-resolution sensing [28,
29] and corrections in astrophysical instruments [30],
but the effect has not been clearly identified in confocal
microscopy.

Here, we first demonstrate that the elimination of resid-
ual scattering from a Glan-type polarizer by propagation
or single-mode fiber filtering already enables extinction
ratios beyond 107. Then we investigate the effect of mul-
tiple in-plane reflections (under 45° angle of incidence)
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on the PER. We find that a single Fresnel reflection
is optimal, achieving a PER of nearly 10®. Finally, we
demonstrate the PER enhancement effect by reflection in
a cryogenic confocal microscope. By careful characteriza-
tion and optimization of the polarizer rotation angles, we
achieve extinction ratios up to 107, two orders above the
bare polarizer limit, and can clearly attribute this effect
to ellipticity and spin-orbit-coupling compensation. With
this, we demonstrate an improvement of a quantum-dot
cavity-QED-based single-photon source.

II. SCATTERING ELIMINATION

We start with a simple optical setup shown in the
insets of Fig. 1. A narrow-linewidth continuous-wave laser
with wavelength A = 935.5 nm is attenuated with a cal-
ibrated set of neutral density filters, mode-filtered with a
polarization-maintaining single-mode fiber (PMF) and col-
limated by an aspheric lens into a Gaussian beam with
0.75 mm beam waist. It is sent to the two polarizers
P1 (which is approximately aligned to the incident-light
polarization) and P2, which are here two antireflection-
coated calcite Glan-Thompson polarizers, placed 15 cm
from each other and mounted in motorized rotation stages
with resolution of 102 and 1073 degrees, respectively.
To analyze the polarizer extinction, the light transmitted
through both polarizers is focused with a lens onto a fem-
towatt photoreceiver (FWR) that is placed at an adjustable
distance d from the analyzer P2; see Fig. 1(c). To subtract
background light, we use laser modulation and a lock-in
amplifier. We determine the polarization-extinction ratio
PER = Icpo1/Ixpol from the co- and cross-polarized trans-
mitted intensities Jcopo and Zypol. The front polarizer is kept
at a fixed angle B8 aligned roughly to the polarization of the
laser source and /.| is minimized by rotation of P2.

We measure PER for various distances d up to 8.5 m,
collecting in all cases over 90% of the beam area. The
data presented in Fig. 1(a) show a gradual increase of the
measured PER with distance, ranging from 10° at few-
centimeter distances to 1.4 x 107 at 8.5 m. Our observed
dependence on distance can be explained by scatter-
ing including Rayleigh scattering [31]. We model the
unwanted light in cross polarization by (i) residual ellip-
ticity of the polarizers [32], which is limiting the bare
extinction ratio to 1/b* [13], and (ii) (Rayleigh) scat-
tered light, which is quadratically decreasing with distance
[33], resulting in Iypor = b* + b2, /d?. We fit our data and
obtain b = (2.1 0.2) x 10™* and bgo = (12.6 = 1.2) x
10~> m~!, limiting the bare extinction measured after scat-
tering elimination to 2.1 x 107, This value is very close to
the extinction of 1.4 x 10 that we achieve by single-mode
fiber (SMF) filtering shown in Fig. 1(c). We repeat the
SMEF-filtered experiment at two distances from P2, includ-
ing at d = 4.5 cm where scattering is dominant without
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FIG. 1. The effect of scattered light on the cross-polarization-
extinction ratio. (a) Black symbols: free-space detected PER for
increasing detector distance d from the analyzing polarizer [inset
(b) shows a sketch of the experimental configuration]. Blue sym-
bols: extinction measured using single-mode fiber filtering [inset
(c) shows the setup]. The black curve is a model fit as described
in the main text.

fiber filtering, and observe a constant PER. As expected, a
single-mode fiber efficiently removes scattered light.

We operate our photodetector close to the dark-current
limit, and the signal fluctuated by 5% for the highest
PERs. Therefore, we repeated the experiments with fiber
filtering with a fiber-coupled single-photon avalanche pho-
ton detector (SPAPD, 25% detection efficiency, 200 s~!
dark count rate), where the measured PER is limited by
dark counts to 6 x 10'!. We obtain a polarization extinc-
tion of 1.5 x 107, confirming our previous results. This is
more than two orders of magnitude higher than specified.
We have also repeated the same experiment with different
pairs of the Glan-Thompson polarizers, and always found
extinction ratios above 107. This agrees with earlier studies
[31,32], only surpassed by dedicated studies using rota-
tion stages with resolution of 10~* degrees, resulting in
extinction ratios up to ~ 3 x 10° [34-36]. In Appendix
A, we present additional measurements for various ana-
lyzers, and show the effect of the antireflection coating of
Glan-Thompson polarizers, and compare Glan-Thompson
polarizers with nanoparticle polarizers.

III. VECTOR-BEAM EFFECTS UPON MULTIPLE
REFLECTIONS

Now we investigate the influence of (multiple) in-plane
reflections on the achievable polarization-extinction ratio
using experimental setups with zero, one, and two reflec-
tions between the polarizers, as shown schematically in
Fig. 2(a)~(c). All mirrors are dielectric thin-film mirrors
placed approximately under 45° of incidence, and the last
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FIG. 2. Polarization extinction and spin-orbit coupling upon
multiple reflections. (a)«c) A series of setups with a different
number of optical reflections between the polarizers, (d) the max-
imum achievable polarization extinction, and (e)—(g) the residual
unwanted light pattern measured in cross polarization before
coupling into the single-mode fiber, wherein the dashed circle
shows the fiber mode before the collimation lens. In (d), the PER
as a function of the analyzing polarizer angle « relative to the
conventional cross-polarization angle oy = B = /2 is shown.
The maximal PER for each configuration with »n reflections is
indicated.

mirror in combination with a translation of the fiber colli-
mation lens is used to optimize coupling into the single-
mode fiber, where we achieve a coupling efficiency of
80% 1in all cases. The single-mode fiber removes scattered
light as investigated in the previous section. The initial
beam is approximately s polarized by P1, and both P1
and P2 are Glan-Thompson polarizers. We show similar
results for p polarization in Appendix B. For each config-
uration, the polarizer angles o and 8 are finely adjusted
iteratively around the conventional cross-polarization con-
dition (Jag — B| = 7 /2) to optimize the PER. Note that
even a small deviation of about 0.03° from the optimal set-
tings of P1 leads to a reduction of PER by one order of
magnitude.

First, we discuss the single-reflection case as shown in
Fig. 2(b), where we reliably reach an extinction ratio of
6.2 x 107. This extinction ratio is by a factor 3 higher
compared to the zero-reflection configuration shown in
Fig. 2(a). The enhancement is due to compensation of
the residual polarizer ellipticities by the small Fresnel-
reflection birefringence if the light incident on the mirror
is not exactly s or p polarized; and possibly a stress-
induced birefringence of the mirror coating. In any case,
this birefringence enables compensation of residual ellip-
ticities of the used polarizers and thus improves the PER
[13] compared to the zero-reflection case. As mentioned
by Benelajla ef al. [13], this can be explained in the plane-
wave picture because vector-beam effects and spin-orbit
coupling result in higher-order modes, in our case mainly
in the first-order Hermite-Gaussian mode [13,27,37,38].
This mode has a nodal line in the center and is shown in
Fig. 2(f), and it can largely be filtered out by the detection

single-mode fiber and therefore does not degrade the PER
much.

To further investigate this argument, we have also tested
two [Fig. 2(c)] and three reflections, each time optimized
the polarizer angles, and we observe a reduced PER com-
pared to a single reflection, 6 x 10° after two reflections
and 1 x 10° after three reflections. We also observe an
increase of the intensity in the first-order Hermite-Gauss
mode as shown in Fig. 2(g), suggesting that imperfect
single-mode filtering can explain the reduction of the PER
for multiple reflections.

IV. SINGLE-EMITTER
POLARIZATION-EXTINCTION IMPROVEMENT

Now we investigate whether the method to improve the
polarization-extinction ratio can also be applied in more
complex experimental setups, for which we investigate
resonant optical spectroscopy of a single self-assembled
InGaAs/GaAs quantum dot (QD) embedded at the antin-
ode of a high-quality micropillar cavity [6,39,40], using
various setups shown in the insets of Fig. 3. Instead of the
mirror reflection and to independently vary the excitation
(P1) and detection polarization (P2), we use a nonpolar-
izing beam splitter (BS) with 90:10 (reflected:transmitted)
splitting ratio to separate excitation and detection paths.
The polarization of the excitation narrow-linewidth laser
light (A =935.5 nm, FWHM = 200 kHz, beam waist
0.75 mm) is controlled with a Glan-Thompson polarizer
mounted in a rotation stage with an angular resolution of
0.01°. The detection polarization selection is done with
a nanoparticle polarizer which is less sensitive to align-
ment, mounted in a 0.001°-resolution motorized stage; this
polarizer has a bare extinction of 1.9 x 10°. The trans-
mitted light is coupled into a single-mode fiber (coupling
efficiency ~85%) and detected with a SPAPD.

First, we reflect the incident light from a plane dielec-
tric mirror under normal incidence placed below the beam
splitter, as sketched in Fig. 3(a). We optimize the PER
close to s polarization (at the beam splitter) and obtain a
PER of 1.6 x 108. This is nearly three orders of magni-
tude higher compared to bare extinction measured with the
nanoparticle polarizer in conventional cross polarization,
reproducing our previous results.

Now, we use a long-working-distance plan apochro-
mat objective (0.4 NA, infinity-corrected), focusing the
light through two silica-glass windows into a close-cycle
cryostat cooled to 4.8 K. The light is reflected from the
top GaAs/AlAs thin-film Bragg mirror of our QD-cavity
device. We repeat the optimization of the polarizer angles
which are different due to polarization changes caused by
the objective and the two silica windows. As shown in
Fig. 3(b), even in this complex configuration, we reach
an extinction ratio of 2 x 107, a factor 100 above the bare
polarization-extinction ratio.
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FIG. 3. Polarization-extinction improvement (blue symbols)
by reflection in a nonpolarizing beam splitter in a cryogenic
microscope. Shown is the PER as a function of the angle of
the analyzing polarizer o relative to the conventional cross-
polarization angle «. (a) First, the case is shown where the
cryostat is replaced by a flat mirror, where beyond-10® improve-
ment is obtained. (b) Then the beam is focused into the cryostat
and reflected there, and we obtain beyond 107 contrast. (c)
Finally, the case is shown where a half-wave plate is added before
the objective in order to align the linearly polarized cavity modes
of the device in the cryostat to the polarization frame of the
optical setup.

Now we perform single-emitter spectroscopy of a single
quantum dot in a Fabry-Perot microcavity at around 935.5
nm. The fundamental cavity mode is split by shape- and
strain-induced birefringence [41,42] by ~28 GHz into two
orthogonal linearly polarized modes (¥ and H). In order
to align the polarization frame of reference of the confocal
microscope to the frame of the cavity, while avoiding the
need to rotate either of them, we use an extra half-wave
plate (HWP) below the beam splitter as shown in Fig. 3(c).
We again optimize the angles of P1 and P2 and reach a
PER of 4 x 10° away from the cavity resonances; this is
still more than one order of magnitude higher than the bare
polarizer extinction ratio. At the same time, as shown in
Fig. 3(d), we observe in cross polarization again the typical
Hermite-Gauss mode. This suggests that we have demon-
strated polarization-extinction improvement in a complex
cryogenic confocal microscope, despite detrimental effects
of the microscope objective and of the focused beam
through two cryostat windows, reaching similar extinction
ratios as with in-cryostat focusing optics [10].

Finally, we demonstrate that the method is also com-
patible with gigahertz-scale tuning of the laser. We now
show resonant spectroscopy of the negatively charged trion
transition X ~ of the quantum dot. The dot is embedded in
the intrinsic region of a p-i-n diode that allows Stark-shift
tuning of the quantum-dot resonance through the linearly
polarized cavity resonances; see Refs. [40—42]. Under an
in-plane (Voigt geometry) magnetic field of 500 mT, we
observe in Fig. 4 the expected transition doublet [43].
Each plot shows the normalized single-photon detection
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FIG. 4. Resonant cross-polarized single-quantum-dot spec-
troscopy for (a) the conventional cross-polarization configuration
and (b) the optimized case. Shown is the cross-polarized reso-
nance fluorescence of a negatively charged trion tuned through
the cavity resonances by the quantum-confined Stark effect, as
a function of laser detuning Af; and gate voltage V. The inci-
dent laser light is polarized along the V' cavity axis. Dashed lines
indicate both cavity resonance frequencies determined by fits of
a semiclassical model [41].

rate acquired under an identical excitation configuration.
Compared to the conventional cross-polarization condition
shown in Fig. 4(a), we see a clear improvement by the opti-
mization polarization condition in Fig. 4(b). The ratio of
the single photons emitted by the quantum dot to back-
ground laser light increases from ~2 to ~25, which is a
significant improvement if used as a single-photon source.
Note that both the single-photon purity and also indistin-
guishability [ 1] benefit from this improved laser extinction.
Additionally, the presented technique can be combined
with other methods used for purity and indistinguishability
optimization based on spectral filtering [44] or nonresonant
excitation [45].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have clearly identified the polarization-
extinction improvement effect by optical reflection and
spin-orbit coupling of Benelajla ef al. [13] in a complex
cryogenic confocal microscope setup and obtained more
than one-order-of-magnitude improvement of a quantum-
dot-based single-photon source. We have shown that
single-mode fiber detection is important for the reduction
of both unwanted scattered light as well as higher-order
modes that appear unavoidably by spin-orbit coupling at
the mirror or beam splitter. Only with this mode filter-
ing can the polarization-extinction-ratio enhancement be
described in a plane-wave picture as a reflection-induced
birefringence compensation of the residual elliptical polar-
ization of linear polarizers. We have demonstrated that this
extinction enhancement has a direct impact on the single-
photon contrast in resonant quantum-dot spectroscopy,
which we have demonstrated with a single quantum dot
in a polarization nondegenerate optical microcavity. To
obtain even higher polarization-extinction ratios than those
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FIG. 5. Maximum conventional (without mirror reflection)
polarization-extinction ratio for various analyzer types and con-
ditions. The dashed horizontal lines show the PER using a
single-mode fiber; the symbols show the PER using a free-space
photodetector at various distances d behind P2. As analyzing
polarizer, we used a nanoparticle polarizer (red), and a Glan-
Thompson polarizer without (black) and with (gray) AR coating.
Solid lines show the model fit.

reported here (4 x 10°), one should rotate the cavity device
and remove the half-wave plate since this wave plate most
likely also leads to spin-orbit-coupling-induced modal
changes [46] similar to multiple reflections that we have
investigated here.
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APPENDIX A: SCATTERING ELIMINATION
WITH VARIOUS ANALYZERS

In Sec. II of the main text, we have discussed the impor-
tance of the elimination of scattered light for maximal
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FIG. 6. Polarization-extinction ratio for a different number of
reflections for (a) s-polarized and (b) p-polarized incident light,
for a Glan-Thompson analyzer (triangles) and a nanoparticle
analyzer (squares).

PER. Here we show results (Fig. 5) for a wider range
of analyzing polarizers P2. We compare Glan-Thompson
analyzing polarizers with and without antireflection (AR)
coating, and a nanoparticle polarizer; the polarizer P1 is an
AR-coated Glan-type polarizer in all cases.

As in the main text, we model the distance-dependent
PER and fit to the data, and we show the fit results of the
cross-polarization intensity Lo = b* + b2, /d* in Table
I. As expected [32], our data show that AR coating leads
to (i) additional scattering captured as an increase in by
and (ii) extra residual ellipticity of the polarizer reducing
the maximal bare extinction. The maximal bare extinction
ratio achieved with the nanoparticle polarizer is strongly
reduced, most likely due to residual birefringence of its
glass support [32].

APPENDIX B: MAXIMAL POLARIZATION
EXTINCTION UPON MULTIPLE REFLECTIONS

In this section we show additional data for multiple
reflections for different polarizer types, and also for s polar-
ization. As reported by Benelajla ez al. [13] and shown in
Fig. 6, this PER improvement is achieved for both s- and

TABLE I. Fit parameters of the measurements shown in Fig. 5.
Analyzer type b Dgcat Bare extinction SMF measured
(107 (10~4m™") 1/b? PER

Glan-Thompson polarizer

(w/o AR coating) 1.35+0.03 23+0.1 (5.45£0.2) x 107 7.50 x 107
Glan-Thompson polarizer

(with AR coating) 2.1£0.2 12.6 £ 1.2 (2.1 £0.3) x 107 1.38 x 107
Nanoparticle polarizer 23.0£0.3 9.84+0.3 (1.88 +0.04) x 103 1.76 x 10°
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p-polarized light. While the observation of the enhance-
ment is not polarizer-type-specific, the absolute value of
the maximal PER is a function of the detrimental elliptic-
ity of the polarizers; thus it can vary between individual
polarizers.

[1] C. Santori, D. Fattal, J. Vuckovi¢, G. S. Solomon, and Y.
Yamamoto, Indistinguishable photons from a single-photon
device, Nature 419, 594 (2002).

[2] S. Strauf, N. G. Stoltz, M. T. Rakher, L. A. Coldren, P.
M. Petroff, and D. Bouwmeester, High-frequency single-
photon source with polarization control, Nat. Photonics 1,
704 (2007).

[3] X. Ding, Y. He, Z.-C. Duan, N. Gregersen, M.-C. Chen,
S. Unsleber, S. Maier, C. Schneider, M. Kamp, S. Hofling,
C.-Y. Lu, and J.-W. Pan, On-Demand Single Photons
with High Extraction Efficiency and Near-Unity Indistin-
guishability from a Resonantly Driven Quantum Dot in a
Micropillar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 020401 (2016).

[4] Y. M. He, Y. He, Y. J. Wei, D. Wu, M. Atatiire, C.
Schneider, S. Hofling, M. Kamp, C. Y. Lu, and J. W.
Pan, On-demand semiconductor single-photon source with
near-unity indistinguishability, Nat. Nanotechnol. 8, 213
(2013).

[5] N. Somaschi, V. Giesz, L. De Santis, J. C. Loredo, M.
P. Almeida, G. Hornecker, S. L. Portalupi, T. Grange, C.
Antoén, J. Demory, C. Gdmez, 1. Sagnes, N. D. Lanzillotti-
Kimura, A. Lemaitre, A. Auffeves, A. G. White, L. Lanco,
and P. Senellart, Near-optimal single-photon sources in the
solid state, Nat. Photonics 10, 340 (2016).

[6] H. Snijders, J. A. Frey, J. Norman, V. P. Post, A. C.
Gossard, J. E. Bowers, M. P. Van Exter, W. Loffler, and
D. Bouwmeester, Fiber-Coupled Cavity-QED Source of
Identical Single Photons, Phys. Rev. Appl. 9, 031002(R)
(2018).

[7] N. Tomm, A. Javadi, N. O. Antoniadis, D. Najer, M. C.
Lo6bl, A. R. Korsch, R. Schott, S. R. Valentin, A. D. Wieck,
A. Ludwig, and R. J. Warburton, A bright and fast source
of coherent single photons, Nat. Nanotechnol. 16, 399
(2021).

[8] C. Latta, A. Hogele, Y. Zhao, A. N. Vamivakas, P.
Maletinsky, M. Kroner, J. Dreiser, 1. Carusotto, A.
Badolato, D. Schuh, W. Wegscheider, M. Atature, and A.
Imamoglu, Confluence of resonant laser excitation and bidi-
rectional quantum-dot nuclear-spin polarization, Nat. Phys.
5, 758 (2009).

[9] A.N. Vamivakas, Y. Zhao, C. Y. Lu, and M. Atatiire, Spin-
resolved quantum-dot resonance fluorescence, Nat. Phys. 5,
198 (2009).

[10] T. Kaldewey, A. V. Kuhlmann, S. R. Valentin, A. Ludwig,
A. D. Wieck, and R. J. Warburton, Far-field nanoscopy on a
semiconductor quantum dot via a rapid-adiabatic-passage-
based switch, Nat. Photonics 12, 68 (2018).

[11] N. V. Rudakova, I. V. Timofeev, S. Y. Vetrov, and W.
Lee, All-dielectric polarization-preserving anisotropic mir-
ror, OSA Continuum 1, 682 (2018).

[12] A. V. Kuhlmann, J. Houel, D. Brunner, A. Ludwig, D.
Reuter, A. D. Wieck, and R. J. Warburton, A dark-field

microscope for background-free detection of resonance flu-
orescence from single semiconductor quantum dots operat-
ing in a set-and-forget mode, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 84, 073905
(2013).

[13] M. Benelajla, E. Kammann, B. Urbaszek, and K. Karrai,
Physical Origins of Extreme Cross-Polarization Extinction
in Confocal Microscopy, Phys. Rev. X 11, 21007 (2021).

[14] J. B. Gotte and M. R. Dennis, Generalized shifts and weak
values for polarization components of reflected light beams,
New J. Phys. 14, 073016 (2012).

[15] K. Y. Bliokh and A. Aiello, Goos-Hénchen and Imbert-
Fedorov beam shifts: An overview, J. Opt. 15, 014001
(2013).

[16] F. Toppel, M. Ornigotti, and A. Aiello, Goos-Hanchen and
Imbert-Fedorov shifts from a quantum-mechanical perspec-
tive, New J. Phys. 15, 113059 (2013).

[17] M. Merano, A. Aiello, M. P. Van Exter, and J. P. Woerdman,
Observing angular deviations in the specular reflection of a
light beam, Nat. Photonics 3, 337 (2009).

[18] A. Aiello, M. Merano, and J. P. Woerdman, Duality
between spatial and angular shift in optical reflection, Phys.
Rev. A 80, 061801(R) (2009).

[19] F. Goos and H. Hinchen, Ein neuer und fundamentaler
Versuch zur Totalreflexion, Ann. Phys. 436, 333 (1947).

[20] C. Imbert, Calculation and experimental proof of the trans-
verse shift induced by total internal reflection of a circularly
polarized light beam, Phys. Rev. D 5, 787 (1972).

[21] F. I. Fedorov, To the theory of total reflection, J. Opt. 15,
014002 (2013).

[22] O. Hosten and P. Kwiat, Observation of the spin Hall effect
of light via weak measurements, Science 319, 5864 (2008).

[23] K. Y. Bliokh, F. J. Rodriguez-Fortufio, F. Nori, and A. V.
Zayats, Spin-orbit interactions of light, Nat. Photonics 9,
796 (2015).

[24] J. B. Gotte, W. Loffler, and M. R. Dennis, Eigenpolariza-
tions for Giant Transverse Optical Beam Shifts, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 112, 233901 (2014).

[25] K. Y. Bliokh and Y. P. Bliokh, Conservation of Angu-
lar Momentum, Transverse Shift, and Spin Hall Effect
in Reflection and Refraction of an Electromagnetic Wave
Packet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 073903 (2006).

[26] P. Xiao, Beam reshaping in the occurrence of the Goos-
Hinchen shift, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 28, 1895 (2011).

[27] G. Jayaswal, G. Mistura, and M. Merano, Observation of
the Imbert-Fedorov effect via weak value amplification,
Front. Opt. FiO 2014 39, 2266 (2014).

[28] X. Yin and L. Hesselink, Goos-Hanchen shift surface plas-
mon resonance sensor, Appl. Phys. Lett. 89,261108 (2006).

[29] X. Ling, X. Zhou, K. Huang, Y. Liu, C. W. Qiu, H. Luo,
and S. Wen, Recent advances in the spin Hall effect of light,
Reports Prog. Phys. 80, 066401 (2017).

[30] H. M. Schmid, et al., SPHERE/ZIMPOL high resolution
polarimetric imager, Astron. Astrophys. 619, A9 (2018).

[31] C.E.Moeller and D. R. Grieser, The observations of defects
in crossed Glan-Thompson polarizers, Appl. Opt. 8, 206
(1969).

[32] R. J. King and S. P. Talim, Some aspects of polarizer
performance, J. Phys. E 4, 93 (1971).

[33] A.J. Cox, A.J. DeWeerd, and J. Linden, An experiment to
measure Mie and Rayleigh total scattering cross sections,
Am. J. Phys. 70, 620 (2002).

064082-6


https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01086
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2007.227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.020401
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2012.262
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2016.23
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.9.031002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-020-00831-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1363
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1182
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-017-0079-y
https://doi.org/10.1364/OSAC.1.000682
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4813879
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/7/073016
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8978/15/1/014001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/11/113059
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2009.75
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.061801
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.19474360704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.5.787
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8978/15/1/014002
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1152697
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.233901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.073903
https://doi.org/10.1364/josab.28.001895
https://doi.org/10.1364/fio.2014.fw1c.7
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2424277
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aa5397
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833620
https://doi.org/10.1364/ao.8.000206
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3735/4/2/005
https://doi.org/10.1119/1.1466815

CROSS-POLARIZATION-EXTINCTION ENHANCEMENT. ..

PHYS. REV. APPLIED 19, 064082 (2023)

[34] Y. Takubo, N. Takeda, J. H. Huang, K. Muroo, and M.
Yamamoto, Precise measurement of the extinction ratio
of a polarization analyser, Meas. Sci. Technol. 9, 20
(1998).

[35] H. H. Mei, S. J. Chen, and W. T. Ni, Suspension of
the fiber mode-cleaner launcher and measurement of the
high extinction-ratio (10~°%) ellipsometer for the Q & A
experiment, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 32, 236 (2006).

[36] D.He, B. Xie, and S. Feng, Null polarimetry near shot noise
limit at 1 Hz, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 87, 043102 (2016).

[37] A. Aiello and H. Woerdman, The reflection of a Maxwell-
Gaussian beam by a planar surface. ArXiv:0710.1643
(2007).

[38] A. Aiello and J. P. Woerdman, Role of beam propagation in
Goos—Hinchen and Imbert—Fedorov shifts, Opt. Lett. 33,
1437 (2008).

[39] P. Steindl, H. Snijders, G. Westra, E. Hissink, K. lakovlev,
S. Polla, J. A. Frey, J. Norman, A. C. Gossard, J. E. Bowers,
D. Bouwmeester, and W. Loftler, Artificial Coherent States
of Light by Multi-Photon Interference in a Single-Photon
Stream, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 143601 (2021).

[40] P. Steindl, T. van der Ent, H. van der Meer, J. A. Frey, J.
Norman, J. E. Bowers, D. Bouwmeester, and W. Loffler,
Resonant Two-Laser Spin-State Spectroscopy of a Nega-
tively Charged Quantum Dot-Microcavity System with a
Cold Permanent Magnet, Phys. Rev. Appl. (2023).

[41] H. J. Snijders, D. N. Kok, M. F. Van De Stolpe, J. A. Frey,
J. Norman, A. C. Gossard, J. E. Bowers, M. P. Van Exter,

[42]

064082-7

D. Bouwmeester, and W. Loffler, Extended polarized semi-
classical model for quantum-dot cavity QED and its appli-
cation to single-photon sources, Phys. Rev. A 101, 053811
(2020).

J. A. Frey, H. J. Snijders, J. Norman, A. C. Gossard, J.
E. Bowers, W. Loffler, D. Bouwmeester, W. Loer, and D.
Bouwmeester, Electro-optic polarization tuning of micro-
cavities with a single quantum dot, Opt. Lett. 43, 4280
(2018).

M. Bayer, G. Ortner, O. Stern, A. Kuther, A. A. Gor-
bunov, A. Forchel, P. Hawrylak, S. Fafard, K. Hinzer, T.
L. Reinecke, S. N. Walck, J. P. Reithmaier, F. Klopf, and
F. Schafer, Fine structure of neutral and charged excitons
in self-assembled In(Ga)As/(Al)GaAs quantum dots, Phys.
Rev. B 65, 195315 (2002).

C. L. Phillips, A. J. Brash, D. P. McCutcheon, J. Iles-
Smith, E. Clarke, B. Royall, M. S. Skolnick, A. M. Fox,
and A. Nazir, Photon Statistics of Filtered Resonance Fluo-
rescence, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 043603 (2020).

S. E. Thomas, M. Billard, N. Coste, S. C. Wein, Ollivier
Priya, L. Tazairt, A. Harouri, A. Lemaitre, I. Sagnes, C.
Anton, L. Lanco, N. Somaschi, J. C. Loredo, and P. Senel-
lart, Bright Polarized Single-Photon Source Based on a
Linear Dipole, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 233601 (2021).

K. Y. Bliokh, C. T. Samlan, C. Prajapati, G. Puentes, N.
K. Viswanathan, and F. Nori, Spin-Hall effect and circu-
lar birefringence of a uniaxial crystal plate, Optica 3, 1039
(2016).


https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-0233/9/1/004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/32/1/035
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4945310
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.1643
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.33.001437
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.143601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.053811
https://doi.org/10.1364/ol.43.004280
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.195315
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.043603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.233601
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.3.001039

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. SCATTERING ELIMINATION
	III. VECTOR-BEAM EFFECTS UPON MULTIPLE REFLECTIONS
	IV. SINGLE-EMITTER POLARIZATION-EXTINCTION IMPROVEMENT
	V. CONCLUSIONS
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX A: SCATTERING ELIMINATION WITH VARIOUS ANALYZERS
	B. APPENDIX B: MAXIMAL POLARIZATION EXTINCTION UPON MULTIPLE REFLECTIONS
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


