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We consider the origin of unpolarised light resulting from the backscattering of circularly polarized
light by random turbid tissue-like disperse medium. We reveal the dynamics of the backscattered
fraction of unpolarized light, disclosing its meticulous decomposition into two rigorously polarized
components characterized by opposing helicities, with fully defined polarization states. Concur-
rently, their superposition, driven by multiple scattering within the medium, leads to the appear-
ance of a fraction of linear polarization. We emphasize that in-depth binding of circular polarization
memory of light with the helicity flips occurs within the scattering medium, meaning the conserva-
tion of spin angular momentum. We anticipate that the results obtained hold significant implications
for future studies, particularly in the field of tissue polarimetry and light vortexes.

In conjunction with the wavelength and coherence the
polarization is a fundamental property of light [1] at-
tracting great attention in numerous practical biomedi-
cal and clinical applications [2–4]. The circularly polar-
ized light carries an intrinsic angular momentum due to
its polarization helicity [5]. Recent studies have shown
that phase retardation of circularly polarized light, back-
scattered by biological tissue, can be used effectively for
quantitative evaluation of cervical intraepithelial neo-
plasia [6], presence of senile Alzheimer’s plaques [7, 8]
and characterization of biological tissues with optical
anisotropy [9, 10]. This polarimetry approach is based
on the directional awareness of circularly polarized light,
when by known stage of polarization of incident light the
helicity of scattered light can be used to determine if it
has been forward or back scattered [11]. This peculiar
property of circularly polarized light is also known as a
polarization memory [12, 13]. Directional awareness of
circularly polarized light is a manifestation of anisotropy
of scattering [14]. Linear polarization possesses no such
sense of the directional awareness. Scattered multiple
number of times in turbid tissue-like disordered medium
linearly or circularly polarized light is depolarized, and
the depolarization degree depends strongly on the size
and shape of scattering particles [15, 16], as well as on
the number of scattering events [17]. Quantitatively the
residual state of polarization is defined as the ratio of po-
larized intensity to the total intensity of back-scattered
light, known as a degree of polarization (DoP ). DoP is
defined utilizing Stokes vector parameters [1]:

DoP =

√
S2
1 + S2

2 + S2
3

S0
. (1)

Here, S1 is the difference in intensity between horizon-
tally and vertically polarized light (S1 = I∥ − I⊥), S2 is
the difference in intensity between linearly polarized light
observed at 45◦ and −45◦ (S2 = I+45◦ − I−45◦), S3 is the
difference in intensity between left- and right- circularly

polarized light (S3 = IL − IR), and S0 is the total inten-
sity of light (S0 = I∥ + I⊥ = I+45◦ + I−45◦ = IL + IR).
The circularly polarized light back-scattered from a

turbid tissue-like disordered medium is represented as a
sum of two Stokes vectors defining unpolarized and to-
tally polarized light [1]: S0

S1

S2

S3

 = (1−DoP )

 S0

0
0
0

+

 DoP · S0

S1

S2

S3

 .

0 ≤ DoP ≤ 1.

(2)

In addition to the overall DoP , there are specific mea-
sures of the degree for different types of polarization:

DoLP =

√
S2
1 + S2

2

S0
, (3)

and

DoCP =

√
S2
3

S0
. (4)

Here, DoLP and DoCP are, respectively, the degree of
linear polarization and the degree of circular polarization
(DoP 2 = DoLP 2 +DoCP 2). In practice DoCP is often
presented as [18]:

DoCP =
S3

S0
=

IL − IR
IL + IR

, (5)

known also as the Circular Intensity Differential Scatter-
ing (CIDS) [19], showing the degree of differential scatter-
ing between measured intensities of left- and right- circu-
lar polarization, and provides a quantitative measure of
polarization-preserving properties of scattering medium.
Partially polarized light is decomposed in two com-

pletely polarized fractions of light with opposite helic-
ity [1]:
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2 S0

S1

S2

S3

 =
(1 +DoP )

2DoP

 DoP · S0

S1

S2

S3

+
(1−DoP )

2DoP

 DoP · S0

−S1

−S2

−S3

 . (6)

From the practical point of view the expression (2) is
represented in terms of Stokes parameters normalized to
the intensity of the fully polarized component, i.e.:

Q =
S1

DoP · S0
, U =

S2

DoP · S0
, V =

S3

DoP · S0
. (7)

This allows to assess quantitatively the parameters of
Stokes vector observed by conventional polarimeter [20].
Thus, for the light depolarized due to propagation
through a turbid tissue-like scattering medium (2) takes

the form S0

S1

S2

S3

 = (1−DoP )S0

 1
0
0
0

+DoP S0

 1
Q
U
V

 (8)

In turbid scattering medium, such as biological tissue,
DoP drop can be significant, leading to a significant de-
crease of the signal-to-noise ratio and a loss of sensitivity
and accuracy in optical measurements [4].
By analogy to (6) partially depolarized (0 < DoCP <

1) back-scattered circularly polarized light is presented
in terms of specific polarization measure (4) as a sum of
totally polarized and completely unpolarized light that
according to (8) can be also decomposed into two oppo-
site polarization states:

 S0

0
0
S3

 = DoCP · S0

 1
0
0
1

+ (1−DoCP )

S0

2

 1
0
0
−1

+
S0

2

 1
0
0
1


 . (9)

Thus, back-scattered from the medium circularly polarized light can be represented as a decomposition of two totally
polarized left circularly polarized (LCP ) and right circularly polarized (RCP ) components: S0

0
0
S3

 =
(1−DoCP ) · S0

2

 1
0
0
−1

+
(1 +DoCP ) · S0

2

 1
0
0
1

 . (10)

In a similar way the depolarized linearly polarized light can be also presented as a decomposition of linear horizontal
I∥ and vertical I⊥ states of polarization: S0

S1

S2

0

 =
(1 +DoLP ) · S0

2

 1
Q
U
0

+
(1−DoLP ) · S0

2

 1
−Q
−U
0

 , (11)

that reduces accordingly to: S0

S1

0
0

 =
(1 +DR) · S0

2

 1
1
0
0

+
(1−DR) · S0

2

 1
−1
0
0

 , (12)
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if S2 = 0. Here,

DR =
√

S2
1/S0 =

I∥ − I⊥

I∥ + I⊥
(13)

is the depolarization ratio [17] for linearly polarized light,
defined as the ratio of the intensity of polarized light to
the total intensity.

The experimental approach commonly employed for di-
rect measurements of the intensity of the back-scattered
polarized light, as well as DoP,DoLP,DoCP,DR quan-
tities [6–8, 11, 21, 22], is depicted schematically in Fig-
ure 1. The transformation of low-coherent laser light
into RCP , achieved using a set of lenses, half-wave, and
quarter-wave plates, facilitates its focused delivery onto
the turbid tissue-like scattering medium or tissue sample.
The photons entered the medium undergo a sequence
of scattering events before they are detected. Back-
scattered light is collected by an objective positioned at
a particular distance ρ from the point of incidence and
subsequently passed through an analyzer to measure its
polarization state. The trajectories of photons within
the medium, schematically shown in Figure 1, are deter-
mined by a random walk characterized by a mean free
path l, ultimately culminating in their exit point, where
the measured state of polarization is determined.
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FIG. 1. Schematic presentation of the experimental setup,
along with selected potential photon trajectories within the
medium, wherein each backscattering event induces a helicity
flip, visually depicted by the color of the directional arrow.
The inset shows LCP (▲) and RCP (•) components of the
back-scattered RCP light, and the pairs of orthogonal inten-
sities I∥ (■), I⊥ (⋄) and I+45◦ (black line), I−45◦ (dark green
line) depending on the scaled source-detector separation ρ/l∗.

In this study, we consider the placement of the light

source and detector to be perpendicular to the surface of
the semi-infinite homogeneous turbid tissue-like scatter-
ing medium. The following parameters of the medium are
used both in experiment and theoretical modeling: scat-
tering coefficient µs = 4 mm−1 (µs = 1/l), absorption
coefficient µa = 0.05 mm−1, anisotropy scattering factor
g = 0.9, refractive index n = 1.46 at the wavelength of
incident light λ = 640 nm (l ≫ λ); g ≡ ⟨cos θ⟩, where
θ is the scattering angle and the average ⟨...⟩ is taken
over the form factor of the medium scattering particle.
In our experimental investigations, phantoms possessing
the aforementioned optical properties are meticulously
designed and crafted in accordance with the established
manufacturing protocols [23, 24].

Figure 1 also illustrates the interplay between the op-
positely polarized components of the detected light. The
ρ is scaled to the transport mean free path (l∗ = 1/(1−g),
the average distance that light propagate before it direc-
tion of propagation is totally randomized [25].

As evident at the inset of Figure 1, for short source-
detector separations (ρ/l∗ < 1), the helicity of the inci-
dentRCP light undergoes flipping as a result of backscat-
tering. The flipped LCP light is inversely related to
the emerging RCP component (see Fig. 1). The LCP
light is formed due to odd number of the helicity flips
occurred along the consecutive scattering events within
the medium between points of incidence and detection,
whereas appearance of RCP is based on the even num-
ber of flips [12]. The decrease of LCP with the increase
source-detector separation is compensated with the pro-
portional increase of RCP light (see Fig. 1), clearly il-
lustrating predictions (10). The RCP stream becomes
dominating over LCP at larger source-detector separa-
tion (ρ > l∗), meaning that the conservation of angular
momentum is preserved, and multiple scattering main-
tain the helicity of incident circularly polarized light, i.e.
RCP . At the isosbestic point (see Fig. 1) the intensities
of two streams of light with opposite helicities are equal-
ized (IL = IR) and their superposition originates linear
polarization. The orthogonal linearly polarized compo-
nents: I∥, I⊥ and I+45◦ , I−45◦ , engendered due to scat-
tering of incident RCP light by mean of a superposition
of the fully polarized, flipped, LCP light and the ap-
peared with opposite helicity RCP component, are also
presented in Figure 1.

The polarization memory is revealed as a flip of the
back-scattered circularly polarized light at the source-
detector separation over the transport length (ρ > l∗),
tailing the helicity of incident RCP light (see Fig. 1).

The results presented in Figure 1 and figures below are
attained using a Monte Carlo (MC) modeling approach
grounded in the iterative procedure of the solution of the
Bethe-Salpeter (BS) equation [26]. The merits of this
MC methodology predicated encompass a direct corre-
spondence with the analytic Milne solution [27] and an
inherently comprehensible physical elucidation of the co-
herent effects of multiple scattering of light through the
utilization of ladder diagrams [26]. By employing the
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FIG. 2. DoP (■), DoCP (•), and DoLP (▲) plotted
as function of scaled source-detector separation ρ/l∗. Pur-
ple line (◦) corresponds to the experimental data. Inset de-
picts the ratio of circular to the linear degree of polarization
R = DoCP/DoLP as a function of ρ/l∗ (bottom) and/or by
source-detector separation scaled by characteristic depolar-
ization length (ρ/ξC) for the circularly polarized light (top).

Jones vector formalism, this numerical scheme has been
established as efficacious for tracking the polarization of
photons within a turbid tissue-like medium and for sim-
ulating coherent back-scattering phenomena [28]. The
validity of the approach has been justified on the funda-
mental level [29].

A comparison of DoP , DoLP and DoCP towards
scaled source-detector separation ρ/l∗ are presented in
Figure 2. DoCP represents the fraction of the circu-
larly polarized light that is preserved or retained after
the multiple scattering. With the increase of source-
detector separation the DoCP is decreased due to re-
duction of low scattering orders contribution to the back-
scattered light. At a particular source-detector separa-
tion (ρ/l∗) where flipped IL and preserved IR compo-
nents of the back-scattered circularly polarised light are
equalized (see Fig. 2), the DoCP reaches a minimum
value. The minimum of DoLP is observed at the same
point due to parities of pairs I∥, I⊥ and I+45◦ , I−45◦ (see
Fig. 1). As a result DoP reaches minimal value at the
same distance as well (see Fig. 2). The depolarization
minimum represents the point at which the components
of scattered circularly light with opposite helicity, LCP
and RCP , are superimposed. The depolarization mini-
mum is coincided with the demarcation line between non-
diffusive and diffusing path-lengths of scattering photons
characterized by l∗ (see Fig. 2). These results are in a
good agreement with the results of experimental studies
performed earlier [8], as shown in Figure 2. The inset pre-
sented in Figure 2 shows the ratio of circular to the linear
degree of polarization R = DoCP/DoLP as a function of
ρ/l∗ and the source-detector separation scaled by char-
acteristic depolarization length for circularly polarized

light ξC [30, 31]. This, so-called circular depolarization
ratio (CDR) [32], specifically quantifies the balance be-
tween circularly polarized and linearly polarized compo-
nents of light within the multiple scattering. The inset
results show that the portion of the backscattered light
that retains its circular polarization versus the portion
that becomes linearly polarized is dropped down quickly
and reversely raised upon the helicity flip (see Fig. 2).
The extent of polarization cross talk between flipped

and preserved components of the back-scattered cir-
cularly polarized light is characterized by the polar-
ization extinction ratio (PER) [33]: (P = IL/IR).
Figure 3 shows the in-depth spatial distribution of
the polarization memory, presented by analogy to the
photon-measurement density function (PMDF) [34],
in terms of gradient of PRE (∇PLCP/RCP (r) =
∂P/∂x, ∂P/∂y, ∂P/∂z) at each pixel (r = (x, y, z)) in
the medium:

PLCP/RCP (r) =

Nph∑
i=1

si (r) IL|R

s0
Nph∑
i=1

IL|R

. (14)

Here, IL|R corresponds to the detected LCP and/or LCP
intensities, si (r) is the path length of the i-th photon
within a pixel centered at r, s0 is the linear size of pixel,
Nph is the total number of detected photons. The in-

LCP

RCP

P

ρ�l*
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l*

FIG. 3. In-depth spatial distribution of the polarization mem-
ory within the turbid-tissue-like disordered medium in terms
of PRE between flipped LCP and preserved RCP compo-
nents of the back-scattered circularly polarized light; z/l∗ is
the dimensionless depth penetration and ρ/l∗ is the scaled
source-detector separation.

depth spatial distribution (see Fig. 3) shows a strong lo-
calization of LCP component in relation to the incident
polarization state at the short (ρ < l∗) source-detector
distances. The linear polarization, emerged as a superpo-
sition of LCP and RCP components, demarcates areas
of their localization. The wide aperture of light source
(NA ∼ 70◦) and anisotropy of scattering (g) result in
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a broad range of scattering angles of photons and their
pathlength distribution, leading to an asymmetry of the
in-depth spatial distribution.

It should be pointed out that depolarization composi-
tion of the backscattered circularly polarized light varies
depending on the properties of turbid tissue-like disperse
medium, such as its scattering characteristics, the size
and composition of scattering particles, and the overall
optical density [15–17]. In this point of view, as an ex-
ample, Figure 4 shows LCP and RCP components de-
pending on the anisotropy of scattering (g); a deviation
of the isosbestic point (IL = IR) is clearly observed.
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FIG. 4. LCP and RCP intensities of the backscattered light
as a function of anisotropy of scattering g and source-detector
separation scaled to transport length l∗.

To sum up, we focused attention on an important
quantity of interest: the depolarization of circularly
polarized light back-scattered from semi-infinite turbid
tissue-like disperse medium. When the circularly polar-
ized light undergoes multiple scattering events within a
turbid tissue-like disordered medium, it follows a con-
voluted and intricate path due to interactions with the
scattering particles and structures within the medium.
In biological tissues these scattering particles and struc-
tures include cellular components, extracellular matrices,
organelles, and other microstructures. It is generally as-
sumed that light multiply scattered from turbid tissue-
like disordered medium randomizes the state of initial
polarization. Multiple scattering events cause a loss of
coherence of incident light. Therefore, phase relation-
ships between different scattered waves become random,
leading to the loss of initial polarization state. In other

words, after undergoing multiple scattering, the polar-
ization state of light becomes depolarized, exhibiting a
mixture of polarization states. While multiple scattering
tends to depolarize light, circular polarization exhibits a
higher degree of preservation due to preferential scatter-
ing interactions. As a result, despite of multiple scatter-
ing the polarization memory of circularly polarized light
is observed over a depolarization framework. We explore
the evolution of polarisation memory of circularly po-
larized light back-scattered from turbid tissue-like disor-
dered medium utilizing Stokes vector formalism. More
specifically, we address the in-depth binding of circu-
lar polarization memory with the helicity flips occurring
within the medium. We show that for normal incidence
and detection of circularly polarized light the flipped he-
licity survival is prevailed at the short source-detector
separation (ρ < l∗). A transition from LCP to RCP is
revealed for longer distances (ρ > l∗) resultant preser-
vation of the helicity of incident light. We show that
back-scattered circularly polarized light is decomposed
into two fully polarized components with opposite helici-
ties, and their polarization states are fully defined. Thus,
the depolarization composition of the backscattered cir-
cularly polarized light refers to the fully polarized com-
ponents of opposite helicity, their superposition resulting
in some linear polarization, with no contribution from
unpolarized light.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors express their gratitude to Dr. Tatiana
Novikova from LPICM, Ecole polytechnique (France),
for her invaluable contributions through insightful dis-
cussions and critical comments during the course of
this study and the preparation of this paper. Authors
acknowledge the support from ATTRACT II META-
HiLight project funded by the European Union’s Hori-
zon 2020 research and innovative programme under grant
agreement No.101004462, the Academy of Finland (grant
project 325097), the Leverhulme Trust and The Royal So-
ciety (Ref. no.: APX111232 APEX Awards 2021), and
the Universities UK International (UUKi) and the DSTI
– UK government Department for Science, Innovation
and Technology (Light4Body grant project).

[1] D. Goldstein, Polarized light (Marcel Dekker, New York,
2003).

[2] T. Novikova, I. Meglinski, J. C. Ramella-Roman, and
V. Tuchin, Polarized light for biomedical applications, J.
Biomed. Opt. 21, 071001 (2016).

[3] I. Meglinski, T. Novikova, and K. Dholakia, Polarization
and orbital angular momentum of light in biomedical ap-
plications: feature issue introduction, Biomed. Opt. Ex-
press 12, 6255 (2021).

[4] C. He, H. He, J. Chang, B. Chen, H. Ma, and M. J.
Booth, Polarisation optics for biomedical and clinical ap-
plications: a review, Light Sci. Appl. 10, 194 (2021).

[5] R. P. Cameron, J. B. Götte, S. M. Barnett, and A. M.
Yao, Chirality and the angular momentum of light, Phi-
los. Trans. Royal Soc. A 375, 20150433 (2017).

[6] B. Kunnen, C. Macdonald, A. Doronin, S. Jacques,
M. Eccles, and I. Meglinski, Application of circularly po-
larized light for non-invasive diagnosis of cancerous tis-

https://doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.21.7.071001
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.21.7.071001
https://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.442828
https://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.442828


6

sues and turbid tissue-like scattering media, J. Biopho-
tonics 8, 317 (2015).

[7] M. Borovkova, A. Bykov, A. Popov, A. Pierangelo,
T. Novikova, J. Pahnke, and I. Meglinski, Evaluating
β-amyloidosis progression in Alzheimer’s disease with
Mueller polarimetry, Biomed. Opt. Express 11, 4509
(2020).

[8] M. Borovkova, O. Sieryi, I. Lopushenko, N. Kartashk-
ina, J. Pahnke, A. Bykov, and I. Meglinski, Screening
of Alzheimer’s disease with multiwavelength Stokes po-
larimetry in a mouse model, IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging
41, 977 (2022).

[9] A. Ushenko, A. Sdobnov, A. Syvokorovskaya, A. Dubo-
lazov, M. Gritsuk, Y. Ushenko, A. Bykov, and I. Meglin-
ski, Stokes-correlometry analysis of biological tissues with
polycrystalline structure, IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quantum
Electron. 25, 7101612 (2019).

[10] O. Sieryi, Y. Ushenko, V. Ushenko, O. Dubolazov,
A. V. Syvokorovskaya, O. Vanchulyak, A. G. Ushenko,
M. Gorsky, Y. Tomka, A. Bykov, W. Yan, and I. Meglin-
ski, Optical anisotropy composition of benign and malig-
nant prostate tissues revealed by mueller-matrix imaging,
Biomed. Opt. Express 13, 6019 (2022).

[11] M. Singh and I. Vitkin, Spatial helicity response metric
to quantify particle size and turbidity of heterogeneous
media through circular polarization imaging, Sci. Rep.
13, 2231 (2023).

[12] F. C. MacKintosh, J. X. Zhu, D. J. Pine, and D. A.
Weitz, Polarization memory of multiply scattered light,
Phys. Rev. B 40, 9342 (1989).

[13] M. Xu and R. R. Alfano, Circular polarization memory
of light, Phys. Rev. E 72, 065601 (2005).

[14] C. M. Macdonald, S. L. Jacques, and I. V. Meglinski,
Circular polarization memory in polydisperse scattering
media, Phys. Rev. E 91, 033204 (2015).

[15] D. Bicout, C. Brosseau, A. S. Martinez, and J. M.
Schmitt, Depolarization of multiply scattered waves by
spherical diffusers: Influence of the size parameter, Phys.
Rev. E 49, 1767 (1994).

[16] A. H. Hielscher, J. R. Mourant, and I. J. Bigio, Influence
of particle size and concentration on the diffuse backscat-
tering of polarized light from tissue phantoms and bio-
logical cell suspensions, Appl. Opt. 36, 125 (1997).

[17] L. F. Rojas-Ochoa, D. Lacoste, R. Lenke, P. Schurten-
berger, and F. Scheffold, Depolarization of backscattered
linearly polarized light, J. Opt. Soc. Am. A 21, 1799
(2004).

[18] M. Born and E. Wolf, Principles of Optics (Cambridge
University Press, 2019).

[19] C. Bustamante, M. F. Maestre, and J. Tinoco, Ignacio,
Circular intensity differential scattering of light by helical

structures. i. theory, J. Chem. Phys. 73, 4273 (1980).
[20] Compact Polarimeter PAX1000 Operation Manual ,

Thorlabs GmbH, Bergkirchen, Germany (2022).
[21] C. Macdonald and I. Meglinski, Backscattering of circu-

lar polarized light from a disperse random medium influ-
enced by optical clearing, Laser Phys. Lett 8, 324 (2011).

[22] D. Ivanov, V. Dremin, A. Bykov, E. Borisova, T. Genova,
A. Popov, R. Ossikovski, T. Novikova, and I. Meglinski,
Colon cancer detection via Poincaré sphere representa-
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