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Abstract—The electrostriction nonlinearity in a standard single
mode fiber is measured by cross-phase modulation (XPM) between
pump and probe. Novel use of a coherent homodyne receiver allows
measurement of in-phase and quadrature components of the probe
field, eliminating the need for an optical interferometer. The Kerr
effect (γk) and frequency-dependent electrostriction (γe) nonlin-
ear parameters are characterized experimentally, and γe is found
to be approximately one third of γk at the highest peak resonance
frequency. The joint action of γk and γe also introduces a polariza-
tion dependence of the electrostrictive signal when the pump and
the probe are not copolarized.

Index Terms—Nonlinear optics, optical fiber communication,
optical fiber measurements, optical fiber polarization.

I. INTRODUCTION

O PTICAL fiber nonlinearity limits performance of fiber-
optic communication systems [1]–[3]. In recent years, the

availability of high speed digital signal processing has allowed
equalization of fiber-related linear field propagation impair-
ments, such as chromatic dispersion and polarization mode
dispersion, in the electronic domain [4], [5]. However, the
compensation of nonlinear effects has been less successful [6],
[7]. Better understanding and more accurate characterization
of fiber nonlinearities will help inform transceiver designs that
must contend with their action. We present a measurement of
the electrostrictive nonlinearity by means of coherent detection
in an experiment with standard single mode fiber (SMF) that
provides new insight into the polarization dependence of its
effects.

Kerr effect nonlinearity is an intensity-dependent refractive
index originating from the third-order susceptibility of the silica
material. This femtosecond time scale process results in four-
wave mixing within and between optical signals in a communi-
cation system. Electrostriction, on the other hand, is a process
by which glass density depends on optical intensity. A time
varying optical intensity excites sound waves in glass and the
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attendant index changes modulate the phase of the electric field.
The frequency dependence of electrostriction in optical fiber
is primarily determined by the mechanical properties of silica
and the geometry of optical fiber [8], [9]. Acoustic standing
waves can be created in the radial direction of the fiber in the
frequency region <1 GHz by electrostriction. These acoustic
waves propagate between the center and circumference of the
cladding/coating interface [10]–[12], and modulate the refrac-
tive index of the fiber, resulting in phase modulation of a forward
propagated optical signal.

The transverse acoustic wave created by the electrostriction,
and its interaction with the optical signal, have been well studied
[13], [14]. The consequent nonlinear coefficient can be evalu-
ated by measuring the optical phase modulation of a probe wave
created by the intensity modulation of a pump wave through
cross-phase modulation (XPM). Normally, an optical interfer-
ometer is enlisted to convert probe phase modulation to inten-
sity modulation for detection by a photodiode [15]–[18]. The
accuracy of this system depends on the calibration of phase-to-
intensity conversion efficiency of the interferometer as well as
frequency response of the transmitter and the receiver trans-
fer function. In this paper a coherent homodyne detection
receiver capable of detecting both phase and amplitude of
the optical field is used. The coherent detection receiver is
also polarization selective, and thus the polarization-dependent
complex nonlinear XPM crosstalk between pump and probe
is characterized here without the need of an optical inter-
ferometer and the associated calibration. The polarization
dependence of the electrostrictive signal is measured with
this apparatus when the pump is polarized 45° from the
probe. The polarization discrimination at the receiver also al-
lows the elimination of the Kerr effect contribution to the
XPM, while only selecting the contribution of electrostric-
tion. This observed polarization dependence in the presence
of electrostriction has not previously been reported in SMF,
and is attributed to the frequency-dependent phase modulation
which comprises real and imaginary parts of the electrostriction
nonlinear parameter γe (Ω). An improved understanding of the
admixture of Kerr and electrostriction nonlinearities is pertinent
to the design and performance optimization of polarization mul-
tiplexed (PM) wavelength division multiplexed (WDM) coher-
ent optical transmission systems. While direct detection systems
are insensitive to optical phase noise at the receiver input, coher-
ent systems use phase as a dimension for transmission and so are
more vulnerable to such noise. Since electrostriction is limited
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Fig. 1. Experimental setup for measuring the XPM crosstalk.

to low frequencies, Ω < 1 GHz, systems with low symbol rates
are more likely to register its effects. At 10 GBd, for example,
γe (Ω) affects more than 10% of the channel spectrum. Even for
higher symbol rates, its influence is present within and some-
what beyond the tracking bandwidth of a coherent receiver’s
carrier recovery. Finally, frequencies associated with overhead
used to administer a channel, might otherwise unwittingly be
chosen coincident with resonant frequencies of γe (Ω).

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND THEORETICAL MODEL

Both Kerr and electrostriction nonlinearities are evinced as
intensity dependent refractive index, which can be measured by
XPM in a pump-probe configuration as shown in Fig. 1. In this
experimental setup, two single-polarization external-cavity tun-
able semiconductor lasers are used so that their wavelength sepa-
ration can be adjusted. One of the lasers, emitting at 1550.26 nm,
is a CW probe, the other, operating at 1550.63 nm, is an intensity
modulated pump with modulation provided by a high speed
LiNbO3 electro-optic Mach-Zehnder modulator. The modulated
pump power is amplified by an erbium-doped fiber amplifier
(EDFA) before it is combined with the probe in a fiber cou-
pler, and sent to the fiber under test (FUT). In this experiment,
the FUT is a 25.257 km long standard SMF with a chromatic
dispersion parameter D = 17.5 ps/nm/km, and an attenuation
coefficient α = 0.23 dB/km at the 1550 nm wavelength. An op-
tical de-multiplexer (∼0.32 nm bandwidth) at the output of the
FUT rejects the pump before the coherent optical receiver. The
local oscillator (LO) of the coherent optical receiver is tapped
from the CW probe laser, undergoes a fiber delay line (having a
comparable length to the FUT), and then is amplified by a sec-
ond EDFA. The purpose of using the fiber delay line in the LO
path is to reduce its relative delay to be within 10 m with respect
to the probe that goes through the FUT, so that their relative
phase variation is minimized for coherent homodyne detection.
The coherent receiver includes a 90° optical hybrid and two
photodiodes connected to transimpedance amplifiers with ap-
proximately 17 GHz bandwidth. A polarizer is used inside the
coherent receiver to select a single polarization component from
the probe optical signal. Four polarization controllers are used
in the system: PC1 and PC2 adjust the state of polarization
(SOP) of the pump and the probe at the FUT input, PC3 adjusts
the SOP of the probe before it enters the coherent receiver, and
PC4 ensures that the SOP of the local oscillator matches the

polarizer orientation in the receiver. A RF vector network ana-
lyzer (RF-VNA) provides a frequency-swept signal that drives
the electro-optic modulator to intensity modulate the pump and,
simultaneously, captures the in-phase (I) and quadrature (Q)
signals from the coherent receiver output.

Intensity modulation of the pump modulates the probe’s opti-
cal phase via XPM in the FUT. At the same time, fiber chromatic
dispersion converts some of the probe’s phase modulation into
intensity modulation. As the result, in principle both phase mod-
ulation and intensity modulation will be created on the probe
wave at the FUT output. Following the principle of coherent
homodyne detection with phase diversity [19], [20], the pho-
tocurrents at the I and Q outputs are:

dI(Ω, t) = ηpd {δA(Ω) cos [ϕ(t)] − Aδϕ(Ω) sin [ϕ(t)]} (1a)

dQ(Ω, t) = ηpd {δA(Ω) sin [ϕ(t)] + Aδϕ(Ω) cos [ϕ(t)]} (1b)

where, ηpd is the optoelectronic conversion efficiency which
includes the photodiode responsivity, and the gain of the tran-
simpedance amplifier. A and ϕ(t) are the average amplitude and
slow varying phase of the probe, and δA(Ω) and δϕ(Ω) are mod-
ulated components of amplitude and phase caused by the pump
modulation at frequency Ω through XPM. The uncertainty of
ϕ(t) due to the phase noise of the probe is removed by squaring
operations on the I and the Q components at the modulation
frequency, so that the total RF power is independent of time,

PRF (Ω) = dI2(Ω, t) + dQ2(Ω, t)

= η2
pd

{
δA2(Ω) + [Aδϕ(Ω)]2

}
(2)

Since δA cos ϕ ± Aδϕ sin ϕ =
√

δA2 + (Aδϕ)2 cos(ϕ ±
δ), where δ = tan−1 (δA/Aδϕ), and considering the random
fluctuation of relative phase ϕ over time, a “maximum hold”
operation on each input of the network analyzer provides the re-
quired PRF at each frequency Ω, and simplifies the experiment
and data processing. When the pump and the probe are co-
polarized, the two terms on the right hand side of Eq. (2) contain
the XPM-induced amplitude modulation and phase modulation,
respectively, which can be calculated analytically as [21],

δA2(Ω) = 4γ2PLO PjP
2
k (Ω)

{
exp(iβ2 Ω2 L/2)−exp(−α+iΩdj k )L

i(α−iΩdj k +iβ2 Ω2 L/2)

− exp(−iβ2 Ω2 L/2)−exp(−α+iΩdj k )L
i(α−iΩdj k −iβ2 Ω2 L/2)

}2
(3)



HUI et al.: CHARACTERIZATION OF ELECTROSTRICTION NONLINEARITY IN A STANDARD SINGLE-MODE FIBER BASED 4549

and [22],

A2δφ2(Ω) = 16γ2PLO PjP
2
k (Ω)

(
1 − e−αL

)2

α2 + Ω2d2
jk[

1 +
4 sin2 (ΩdjkL/2) e−αL

(1 − e−αL )2

]
(4)

where, L is the fiber length, djk ≡ (1/vj ) − (1/vk ) ≈
D · (λj − λk ) represents the pump/probe walk off, λj and λk

are the wavelengths of the probe and the pump, vj and vk are the
group velocities of the probe and the pump, β2 = −λ2D/ (2πc)
is the dispersion coefficient, α is the attenuation coefficient
of the fiber, Pj and PLO are the optical powers of the probe
and the local oscillator at the receiver input, and Pk (Ω) is the
pump power at the FUT input. The nonlinear parameter is
γ = 2πn2/ (λAeff ), where Aeff is the effective area of the fiber
core, and n2 = n2k + n2e is the nonlinear refractive index,
which includes a broadband Kerr effect contribution n2k and
a frequency-dependent electrostriction contribution n2e (Ω).
While n2k is a material property which is independent of the
fiber structure, n2e (Ω) is jointly determined by the material
property and the fiber structure. It is thus more convenient
to separate the nonlinear parameter into γ = γk + γe (Ω), with
γk = 2πn2k/ (λAeff ), and γe (Ω) = 2πn2e (Ω) / (λAeff ),
representing Kerr effect and electrostriction contributions,
respectively.

The XPM power transfer function measured by the vector
network analyzer is defined as the ratio between PRF (Ω) and
the pump modulation proportional to P 2

k (Ω). The absolute value
of this transfer function depends on the modulation efficiency
of the pump, the photodiode responsivity, power of the local os-
cillator, and the RF gain inside the coherent receiver. Therefore
proper calibration is required to obtain an accurate value of the
nonlinear parameter γ.

III. MEASUREMENT OF γE (Ω)

Fig. 2(a) shows the normalized XPM transfer functions cal-
culated for L = 25.257 km of standard SMF. The contributions
due to amplitude modulation, δA2 (Ω) (dash-dotted line), and
phase modulation, A2δϕ2 (Ω) (dashed line), are shown sepa-
rately for comparison. While optical phase modulation (PM)
in this XPM process is a direct result of the power-dependent
refractive index, the generation of amplitude modulation (AM)
on the probe requires chromatic dispersion in the fiber which
converts PM into AM. The efficiency of PM to AM conversion
has a high-pass characteristic in the low frequency region [21].
Moreover, the fiber used in the experiment was relatively short
such that accumulated chromatic dispersion was small. Thus
the AM contribution shown in Fig. 2(a) is at least 30 dB lower
than the PM contribution at frequencies below 2 GHz. Theoret-
ical results shown in Fig. 2(a) did not include electrostriction
nonlinearity γe (Ω), and thus the calculated total XPM transfer
function does not show fine spectral features at low frequencies
(Ω < 1 GHz). A measurement with a finer resolution in the fre-
quency region below 1.5 GHz reveals details of the resonance

Fig. 2. (a): Normalized XPM transfer functions calculated with only AM
contribution (dash-dotted line), only PM contribution (dashed line) and the
combination of AM and PM contributions (solid line) without considering
electrostriction nonlinearity. Red circles are measured XPM transfer function
normalized to its lowest frequency value. (b): Calculated and measured XPM
transfer function in the low frequency region when electrostriction nonlinearity
is considered.

structure of the XPM transfer function due to electrostriction.
This is shown in Fig. 2(b).

The calculation of electrostriction nonlinear parameter in the
time domain is based on [11]:

ñ2e(t) = U
∞∑

m=1

Bm Cm e−Γm t sin (Ωm t)
Ωm

θ(t) (5)

where,

Bm = −8π

a2

∫ R

0
Fm (r) f (r)

(
1 − r2

a2

)
rdr, (6)

Cm = 2π

∫ R

0
Fm (r) f (r)rdr (7)

and

θ (t) =
{

0 t < 0
1 t > 0

Fm (r) = Mm J0 (μm r/R) is the radial acoustic wave
eigenfunction, in which the eigenvalue μm can be obtained by
solving:

[
1 − (vs/v)2

]
J0 (μm ) − (vs/vd)

2 J2 (μm ) = 0 (8)
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and the normalization factor Mm can be found with,

Mm =
1

R
√

π[J2
0 (μm ) + J2

1 (μm )]
(9)

where, vd and vs are longitudinal and shear sound velocities.
J0 , J1 , and J2 are the 0th, 1st and 2nd order Bessel func-
tions, respectively. a is the effective core radius, and R is the
cladding radius of the fiber. The frequency of the mth acous-
tic mode is Ωm = μm vd/R, and Γm is the damping rate.
f (r) = exp

(
−r2/2a2

)
is the transversal distribution of the

optical field in the fiber. Finally, ñ2e (t) can be converted into
frequency domain through a simple Fourier transform to obtain
n2e (Ω). Note that in Eq. (5), the proportionality coefficient U is
determined by a number of material properties of the fiber core,
cladding and the nature of cladding/coating interface [10], [11].

We used the following SMF parameter values for the cal-
culation: vs = 3740 m/s, Γm = 3 × 107 s−1, a = 3.6 μm, and
R = 62.5 μm. The shear sound velocity vd = 5970 m/s was
used to obtain the best fit with the measured electrostriction
resonance frequencies, which is slightly higher than the value
(5910 m/s) used in [12]. The Kerr effect nonlinearity in standard
SMF is approximately n2k = 2.2 × 10−20 m2/W [23], corre-
sponding to γk = 1.1 W−1km−1for SMF. Here we find the value
of γe (Ω) relative to γk .

At high frequencies (Ω > 1 GHz in Fig. 2) the XPM trans-
fer function only depends on the Kerr effect nonlinearity γk .
Below 1 GHz in Fig. 2, it depends on a combination of Kerr ef-
fect and electrostriction nonlinearities. Using γ = γk + γe (Ω)
in Eqs. (3) and (4), the XPM transfer function can be calcu-
lated. The proportionality coefficient U in Eq. (5) can be ad-
justed once to obtain the best fit between the calculated and the
measured XPM transfer functions for both high (Ω >1 GHz)
and low (Ω <1 GHz) frequency regions as shown in Fig. 2.
Although this optimum fitting only guarantees the correct ra-
tio of γe (Ω) /γk , it avoids complications due to a number of
calibration uncertainties such as pump power levels, modulator
response, and receiver electro-optic conversion efficiency. Fig. 3
shows the real and the imaginary parts of γe (Ω) calculated from
Eq. (5) with U = 5 × 10−15 , which resulted in the best fit to the
measured XPM transfer function as shown in Fig. 2(b), where
γk = 1.1 W−1km−1 was assumed, corresponding to the exper-
imental condition of co-polarized pump and probe. Note that
this γk value is dependent on the fiber type.

IV. RESIDUAL INTENSITY MODULATION AND IMPACT

ON CROSS-POLARIZATION MODULATION

Because of the axial symmetry of the optical field in the fiber
and the symmetry of acoustic standing waves in the transversal
direction, it is generally accepted that electrostriction nonlin-
earity does not contribute to the polarization state change of
the probe optical signal. However, we observe a polarization
dependence of our signal that is caused by electrostriction. In
the experimental setup shown in Fig. 1, the coherent receiver is
polarization-selective, in which both the LO and the probe opti-
cal signals are selected by a polarizer. By adjusting the polariza-
tion controller PC4, the SOP of the LO matches the orientation

Fig. 3. Calculated real (a) and imaginary (b) parts of γe (Ω)through best fitting
to the measured XPM transfer function. U = 5 × 10−15 .

Fig. 4. Measured maximum and minimum transfer functions of XPM
crosstalk (blue dots) with 9.57 dBm pump average power at FUT input.
(a) pump was co-polarized with the probe, and (b) there was 45° polariza-
tion mismatch between pump and probe at fiber input. Red continuous lines
were calculated.

of the receiver polarizer so that the LO power at the photodiode is
always maximized. The SOP of the probe can be independently
adjusted by PC3 before it reaches the polarization analyzer in
the coherent receiver.

Fig. 4 shows the spectra of XPM crosstalk measured with
9.57 dBm average pump power at the fiber input. Fig. 4(a) was
obtained with co-polarized pump and probe set by PC1 and
PC2 at the FUT input. By adjusting PC3 at the receiver input,
the SOP of the probe can be made parallel or perpendicular
with respect to the axis of the receiver polarizer, and thus the
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spectral density of XPM crosstalk measured by the network an-
alyzer could be maximized or minimized, shown as blue dots
in Fig. 4(a) marked with maximum and minimum, respectively.
The red solid line in Fig. 4(a) was calculated based on Eqs.
(2)–(4) using γk = 1.1 W−1km−1 and γe (Ω) values shown in
Fig. 3. The electro-optic conversion efficiency of the receiver
was adjusted so that the level of the calculated spectral density
best fits to the measured maximum transfer function at 1 GHz.
In this configuration, proper adjustment of PC3 allowed cancel-
lation of XPM crosstalk on the probe at the pump modulation
frequency caused by Kerr effect and electrostriction nonlinear-
ities combined. Except for 1/f noise at low frequency (Ω <
0.2 GHz), the trace of the minimum measured spectral density
shown in Fig. 4(a) is at the instrument’s noise floor. This clearly
shows that the probe wave was not depolarized by either Kerr
or electrostriction nonlinear processes when pump and probe
polarizations are aligned.

In a second measurement, the SOP of the pump was rotated by
45°with respect to the probe at the FUT input, and thus the XPM
efficiency due to the Kerr effect nonlinearity was reduced by a
factor of 2/3 compared to that with co-polarized pump and probe.
Thus, the power spectral density shown as “maximum” trace in
Fig. 4(b) is approximately 3.5dB lower than that in Fig. 4(a) at
1 GHz where Kerr effect nonlinearity dominates. Meanwhile,
since the XPM crosstalk due to electrostriction nonlinearity
is independent of pump/probe SOP mismatch in the fiber, the
relative contribution of electrostriction increases. This is shown
as the increased peak-to-peak excursion (in dB) of the resonance
structure in the “maximum” XPM transfer function of Fig. 4(b)
compared to that in Fig. 4(a). In contrast with the co-polarized
experiment, we observe in Fig. 4(b) that when the XPM crosstalk
due to Kerr effect nonlinearity is eliminated by adjusting PC3
to minimize the XPM crosstalk for frequencies >1 GHz at
the receiver, a residual resonance structure in the XPM transfer
function is still apparent below 1GHz. This is shown in the lower
trace marked with “minimum”. Thus, the receiver polarizer did
not remove all of the probe power at the receiver in this particular
situation, and residual electrostriction signal at the modulation
frequency was detected, even though Kerr effect contribution
to XPM was completely removed. This suggests that the SOP
of the probe might be modified by the frequency-dependent
electrostriction nonlinearity.

Stress birefringence has been found in a vibrating cylinder,
and birefringence patterns have been presented and analyzed
[13]. This also applies to guided acoustic modes produced by
electrostriction nonlinearity in an optical fiber. Polarization ro-
tation of the probe wave due to electrostriction can only be in-
troduced by the mixed modes of the acoustic wave which causes
stress dependent on the azimuthal angle [14]. However, in our
measurement based on a standard SMF with a high degree of ax-
ial symmetry, only resonance structures corresponding to radial
modes were observable in the measured XPM transfer function
shown in Figs. 2 and 4, which agrees well with that predicted
by Eq. (5) where only radial modes are considered. Although
Kerr effect nonlinearity can introduce cross-polarization mod-
ulation in the probe when it has a 45° polarization angle with
respect to the pump, the probe power can still be eliminated by

a polarizer at the receiver. However, the frequency dependent
electrostrictive phase common to both polarizations modifies
the optimum extinction angle of the receiver polarizer which
results in an observed leak of the probe field as shown in the
“minimum” trace of Fig. 4(b). The strong resonance structure
of the spectrum in the “minimum” trace of Fig. 4(b) is attributed
to the phase modulation caused by electrostriction.

To explain this observation, we consider a horizontally linear
polarized pump, and assume the probe is also linear polarized
but at a 45° angle with respective to the pump. The field vector of
the probe is �E = A

[
1 1

]T
/
√

2, where A is the field amplitude
and T denotes matrix transpose. Assuming the principal axis of
the receiver polarizer is set along the horizontal direction x, the
probe field that reaches the receiver can be expressed as,

[
Ex (t)

Ey (t)

]
=

[
1 0

0 0

] [
cos θ eiφ sin θ

−e−iφ sin θ cos θ

]
×

[
eiγx pk (t) 0

0 e−iγx pk (t)

]
ei[γc Pk (t)+ γ̃e (t)⊗pk (t)]

[
1

1

]
A√
2

(10)

On the right hand side of Eq. (10), the first term represents
the receiver polarizer, the second term is the Jones matrix of the
polarization controller (PC3), and the third term represents bire-
fringence caused by the Kerr effect cross-polarization modula-
tion with γx = πn2kLeff / (λAeff ) [24]. ei[γc pk (t)+ γ̃e (t)⊗pk (t)] is
a nonlinear phase modulation which depends on both the Kerr ef-
fect nonlinear parameter γc = 3πn2kLeff / (λAeff ) and the time-
dependent electrostriction nonlinearity γe (Ω). The symbol “⊗”
represents a convolution, and pk (t) is the pump modulation
waveform.

When the pump power is modulated by a sinusoid, pk (t) =
pk0 (1 + cos Ωt), the fundamental tone imparted to the probe
by Kerr effect XPM can be eliminated by a polarizer at the
receiver provided proper polarization pre-conditioning. To min-
imize the fundamental tone on the probe field, the parameters
of the polarization controller in Eq. (10) can be obtained using
the Jacobi-Anger identity:

θ = − tan−1
{

J1 [pk0 (γc + γx)]
J1 [pk0 (γc − γx)]

}
(11a)

φ = 2γxpk0 (11b)

While the efficiency of electrostriction γe (Ω) is indepen-
dent of the SOP, it is strongly frequency-dependent in the low
frequency region (Ω < 1GHz). The convolution in the com-
mon phase term in Eq. (10) can be expressed as γ̃e (t) ⊗
pk (t) = pk0

[
γr

e (0) + γr
e (Ω) cos Ωt − γi

e (Ω) sin Ωt
]
, where

γr
e (Ω) and γi

e (Ω), are the real and the imaginary parts of
γe (Ω), respectively. The presence of electrostriction makes the
optimum polarization angle θ described in Eq. (11) frequency
dependent, and thus the probe field cannot be completely elim-
inated by a polarizer. The leaked-through Ex (t) component in
Eq. (10), phase modulated at the frequency Ω, is detected by the
coherent receiver and RF-VNA. The continuous line in Fig. 4(b)
“minimum” shows the Fourier transform of Ex (t) obtained with
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Fig. 5. Measured (symbols) and calculated (solid lines) maximum and
minimum transfer functions of XPM crosstalk with pump power level of
9.57 dBm (black), 7.58 dBm (red), 5.58 dBm (green) and 3.5 dBm (blue)
at the fiber input. Maximum and minimum traces were obtained by maximizing
or minimizing Kerr effect nonlinearity contribution by means of polarization
controller P C3.

Eqs. (10) and (11) and by scanning the modulating frequency Ω.
The calculated results agree reasonably well with the measured
spectrum.

Note that when the pump and probe are co-polarized, this
residual signal modulation is blocked by the receiver polarizer
which minimizes the probe optical field. For example, if the
pump and the probe are both linear horizontal polarized, the
probe is �E = A

[
1 0

]T
, and Ex (t) in Eq.(10) is proportional

to cos(θ) which can be completely eliminated with a polarizer
by setting θ = π/2. This explains why the resonance structure
of the XPM transfer function does not exist in the “minimum”
trace of Fig. 4(a).

Under the same conditions used to obtain Fig. 4(b), we fur-
ther measured the “maximum” and “minimum” XPM transfer
functions at different average power levels of the pump. Fig. 5
indicates that for every 2 dB decrease of average pump power,
both the “maximum” and the “minimum” XPM transfer func-
tions are reduced by 4 dB. The ratio (or the difference in dB)
between the corresponding “maximum” and “minimum” traces
is relatively independent of the pump power level. This obser-
vation is also reproducible by the calculation based on Eqs. (10)
and (11).

V. CONCLUSION

We have measured the contributions of Kerr effect and elec-
trostriction nonlinearities in a SMF by means of XPM in a
pump-probe configuration. A coherent homodyne receiver was
used which allowed the simultaneous detection of both the am-
plitude and the phase of the optical signal in the probe channel.
The measured and calculated XPM transfer functions are in good
agreement. The frequency-dependent electrostriction nonlinear
parameter introduces resonance structure of cross-phase modu-
lation originating from the radial modes of the acoustic wave in
the fiber. We have observed that when pump and probe channels
are not co-polarized, the frequency dependent electrostriction
modifies the angle of extinction of the receiver polarizer. When
this is the case XPM crosstalk due to Kerr effect and elec-
trostriction cannot be simultaneously removed by a polarizer at

the receiver input. We have reproduced these observations with
a simple model of our experiment.
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