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Cascading processes in the nonlinear diffraction of light by standing acoustic waves
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The contribution of two types of cascading process to the nonlinear optical diffraction of electromagnetic
waves from a standing acoustic wave in a GaAs crystal is theoretically studied. The first type of cascading
process results from second-harmonic generation followed by linear acousto-optical diffraction, while the second
type involves linear acousto-optical diffraction from the standing acoustic wave and subsequent sum-frequency
generation. In contrast to the third, direct, nonlinear acousto-optical diffraction process we previously investigated,
the photoelastic interaction between electromagnetic and acoustic waves is here linear. We establish the rules
governing the cascading processes and show that in most cases the output signal simultaneously results from two
or even three of the possible nonlinear diffraction mechanisms. However, we demonstrate that a careful choice of
the incidence angles of the incoming electromagnetic waves, of the polarization combinations of the incoming
and diffracted waves, and of the type of acoustic wave (longitudinal or transverse) makes it always possible to
distinguish between the direct and either of the two cascading processes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear optical methods are very useful for the inves-
tigation of the static and dynamical properties of condensed
matter, not only in bulk media, but also in thin films and
structured materials. In particular, if a material exhibits a peri-
odic inhomogeneity of its properties, second-order nonlinear
diffraction of electromagnetic waves (EMWSs) by the resulting
permittivity grating can be observed. This was investigated
for the first time, both theoretically and experimentally, by
Freund [1] in ferroelectrics with a laminar domain structure.
Since then, similar theoretical and experimental investiga-
tions have been devoted to various periodically modulated
systems, including materials with spatially modulated linear
and nonlinear polarizations [2], nonlinear photonic crystals
[3-9], magnetic films with regular magnetic domain structures
[10-12], periodically distributed grooves [13], and nonlinear
gratings [14,15].

In contrast to the aforementioned studies, it should be noted
that in bulk materials it is possible to excite transient, dynamic
spatially distributed inhomogeneities, e.g., through standing
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acoustic waves (AWSs) that can induce a modulation of the
second-order nonlinear optical susceptibility of a material via
the nonlinear photoelastic interaction [16,17]. As a result
of this modulation, a nonlinear polarization at frequency
(2w £ ) appears, where w and 2 are the angular frequencies
of the incident light and of the AW, respectively. This
effect, named acoustically induced optical second-harmonic
generation (SHG), was theoretically predicted in [18] and
observed for the first time in GaAs [19], and later in
LiNbO;3 [20], CsLiBgOj¢ nanocrystallites incorporated into
olygoether photopolymer matrices [21], Pbs7Bag3Ge;Oq;
[22], hydrogenated amorphous silicon films (a-Si:H) [23],
InAs [24], and organometallic nanocomposites [25]. Recently,
we published a theoretical investigation of nonlinear acousto-
optical diffraction (NAOD), i.e., nonlinear optical diffraction
from a standing AW in a bulk material in the framework
of a phenomenological approach [26]. In that paper, we
studied the direct interaction between two incident EMWs
and a standing AW via a nonlinear photoelastic interaction
[16—18]. There are, however, other ways to obtain nonlinearly
diffracted EMWs from standing AWs, and the analysis of their
contribution to NAOD requires the careful investigation of a
two-stage cascading process, for instance the succession of
the linear acousto-optic diffraction of an incident EMW from
a standing AW—Ieading to the generation of a diffracted wave
at frequency (w £ 2)—and the subsequent interaction of that
diffracted wave with the incident EMW. As a result, nonlinear
diffraction at the same frequency (2w £ 2) as through direct
NAOD [26] can be achieved. This situation was discussed in
[20] from a quantum mechanical perspective as a second-order
perturbative contribution to acoustically induced optical SHG.
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The investigation of cascading effects in nonlinear optics
has a long history starting at least from the seminal paper
by Yablonovich et al. [27]. Since then, numerous works
have been devoted to the subject (see, e.g., references in
Ref. [28], which is devoted to degenerate four-wave mixing
in noncentrosymmetric materials, or the chapter in [29] about
multistep parametric processes in nonlinear optics). However,
cascading effects in the case of NAOD have apparently not
been investigated.

The goal of this paper is to present a precise theoretical
analysis of NAOD from standing AWs and to compare the
contributions of direct and cascading processes to the outgoing
radiation. This investigation is directed at understanding how
it would be possible to separate the contributions of the two
mechanisms (direct and cascading) and to predict the optimal
conditions for corresponding experiments, i.e., to design
polarimetric and angular measurement configurations in order
to distinguish between direct and cascading contributions to
NAOD-generated radiation.

We illustrate our study with the numerical analysis of
NAOD in a bulk GaAs crystal, because this cubic material is
noncentrosymmetric, which means that optical SHG is allowed
in the dipole approximation [30,31]. In practice, significant
SHG yield can be obtained from a GaAs crystal in the visible
and near-infrared domains. A great many papers have been
devoted to the modeling and observation of SHG in uniform
and patterned GaAs samples [32-35]. So far, however, no
detailed account of cascading effects coupled to a standing AW
appears to have been published and we believe that our study
brings insight to the angular and polarimetric dependences of
these mechanisms.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we briefly
describe acousto-optic diffraction by standing AWSs. Section I1I
is devoted to a general description of the cascading processes
and Sec. IV presents the results and the detailed discussion of
our numerical calculations in the case of a GaAs crystal. The
principal results are summarized in Sec. V.

II. ACOUSTO-OPTICAL DIFFRACTION BY STANDING
ACOUSTIC WAVES

The study of linear light diffraction by AWs is well estab-
lished, both theoretically and experimentally [36—38]. As men-
tioned earlier, second-order nonlinear diffraction can result
from a direct process [26] or from a two-step cascade process.
In each case, EMWs and an AW are coupled, and the treatment
of the resulting interaction between light and sound is similar to
the second-order perturbation theory of the quantum mechan-
ical description of nonlinear acousto-optical processes [20].

A standing AW results from the interference between two
traveling AWs propagating in opposite directions. If those
directions are collinear to the z axis of a Cartesian system of
coordinates, the displacement vector u in a slab of crystalline
medium in which a bulk standing AW is established can be
written as [39]

Q . Q
u(r,t) = Ay cos (Lz>e’ﬂ” + A7 cos < T
vr vr

Z)eiﬁrt’ (1)

where A; =[0,0,A;]and Ay = [A,,A,,0] are the maximum
magnitudes of the displacements due to the longitudinal and

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 93, 013815 (2016)

transverse standing AWSs, respectively. The angular frequen-
cies of these waves are denoted Q2 r = w vy /L., where L. is
the slab length along the z axis and v, r are the wave velocities.
The magnitudes of the displacement vectors vary with position
z and time ¢, but their extrema are stationary. For each type of
AW, the positions of the nodes (antinodes), i.e. the points in the
crystal slab where the vibration magnitude is zero (maximal),
are given by the conditions (2, 7 z)/vp.r = (m + 1/2)7 and
(Qr.7 2)/ve.r = mm, m € N, respectively. The amplitude of
the displacement induced by the AW is expressed as

21 aw

2
AL,T =2 )
LT PVULT

2)
where Iaw is the acoustic intensity and p is the volumetric
mass density of the material.

In the presence of SHG, fields E,, and E,,, of EMWs at the
fundamental and second-harmonic frequencies must be taken
into account and are solutions of wave equations which, in SI
units, read [26]

n2 9’E,(r,1) %P, (r,1)
V xV xE,([,t L2 = yy———", (3
x V x E,(r,t) + PR Mo~ 3)
2 a2 2pNL
n5  0°Ey,(r,t) 7Py (r,1)
V x V x Ey,(r,t 2o e —_—
x V x Eou(r,f) + - 72 L —

“4)

where n,, and n,, are the refractive indices of the medium
at the fundamental and the second-harmonic frequencies,
respectively, P, (r,) and PY>(r,7) are the linear and second-
order nonlinear polarization vectors in the crystal, ¢ is the
light velocity in vacuum, and ¢ is the vacuum permeability.
Taking the Fourier transform of Eq. (3) with respect to
time and using the slowly varying envelope approximation,
where kj, - VEQw,r) > AE(Q2w,r), we obtain the following
reduced form [26] for the nonlinear wave equation:

2
kso - VEQo,r) = =20 2PN Qw,1) exp(i oo 1), (5)
C

where EQw,r) and PN-(2w,r) are the temporal Fourier trans-
forms of the electric field at the second-harmonic frequency
and the corresponding nonlinear polarization, and

Qo = 2kw - k2a) (6)

is the phase-mismatch vector, k, and k;, being the wave
vectors of the fundamental and second-harmonic EMWs,
respectively.

In the rest of the paper, conventional summation over
repeated indices (i, j,k,l) € {x,y,z} is assumed. In the dipole
approximation the quadratic nonlinear polarization vector
PN(2w) in an anisotropic medium can be written in a Cartesian
referential as PN- = Xi(jz,z E; Ey, where Xi(jzlz is the quadratic
nonlinear optical susceptibility (NOS) tensor of the medium
[20]. When a spatial modulation of the optical properties of the
medium takes place, second-order contributions of elasto-optic
effects to the NOS can locally be taken into account, such that

1L
2 2,0 ij
Xi(jIZZXi(jk)+ <_8 ’ ) U
Ulm
Ui =0
2,0
= Xi(jk )+ Pijkim Uim + -+, (N
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where Xi(ﬁ()) is the NOS tensor in the absence of modulation,

Dijiim 1s the nonlinear photoelastic tensor responsible for
NAOD, and uy,, is the strain tensor. In the linear approximation,
the latter is symmetric, i.e., u;,, = u,,;, and its components are
deduced from the local variations of the displacement vector
[Eq. (1)] with

1 (8uk ou;

up(r) = A + 8—”{), (ri,ry) € {x,y,z}. €]

III. CASCADE PROCESSES

Besides the direct generation of second-harmonic radiation
scattered from a standing AW previously described [26], we
propose here two types of cascade processes (CPs) leading to
the same result, which can phenomenologically be described
as follows. In the first-type process (CP1) [Fig. 1(a)], an
incoming EMW at fundamental angular frequency w first
diffracts on a standing AW (at angular frequency €2); then
the diffracted beam (angular frequency w + €2) interacts with
another incoming EMW at angular frequency w, and a sum-
frequency nonlinear process produces EMWs at frequencies
2w £ Q. In the second-type process (CP2) [Fig. 1(b)], first
SHG takes place, producing an EMW at angular frequency
2w; then the second-harmonic wave diffracts on the standing
AW, which yields EMWs at angular frequencies 2w + Q. In
the following, we will establish the relations necessary to the
evaluation of the efficiencies of these two competing ways to
produce an output signal of the angular frequencies 2w + 2.

In the frequency domain, the polarization vectors involved
in the first-type CP can be written as follows:

Pi(D(a) + Q) = piju un(2) Ej(w), ©)

Pw £ Q) = x7)Qo+ Q) Ej(0) Efo+Q), (10)

where superscripts (I) and (II) refer to the two consecutive
subprocesses that constitute this process, namely, linear
diffraction from the standing AW (stage I) and sum-frequency
generation (stage II). Here p;;; and Xl.(f,z are elements of
the linear photoelastic tensor and of the second-order NOS
tensor of the crystal, respectively, and uy,; are elements of the
strain tensor derived from the components of the displacement
vector u [see Eq. (8)]. It is worth noting that the photoelastic
interaction involved in the CPs is thus linear, whereas it is
nonlinear in the case of the direct process.

FIG. 1. Schematic of the cascade processes: (a) first-type CP
(CP1): linear acousto-optical diffraction by standing AWs and sum-
frequency generation; (b) second-type CP (CP2): second-harmonic
generation and linear acousto-optical diffraction by standing AWs.
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Analogously, for the second-type CP, the polarization
vectors related to SHG (subprocess 1) and diffraction from
the standing AW (subprocess II) are

PPQw) = x5 Qw)E () Exw), (11)

PY2w+ Q) = pijnun(QE;Qw). (12)

The electric field components E;(w #+ Q) and E;(2w) of
the EMWs generated by the first subprocesses of the first-
and second-type CPs, respectively, can be obtained from
the corresponding polarization terms through the following

equations:
ia)2 1 O i
— | = et dr ), 13
2C2kw +Q < \% ,/V i€ r) ( )

E(m@——ﬁ%ﬂi L[ pogiar g, (14)
' T 2%, \V [, ’

where q = k, + ¢ — K,+o and q = 2k, — k;,, are the mis-
match vectors between the wave vectors of the waves taking
partin the processes, k,,, K.+, and ky,, being the wave vectors
of the fundamental, diffracted, and second-harmonic waves,
respectively, and { = /v, 1 e, being the wave vector of the
longitudinal (transversal) AW.

For the second stages of the first and second type of CPs
the electric field strengths of the generated EMWs are, again,
deduced from the associated source terms, or polarization
vectors:

2w+ Q) (1 .
EiQw+ Q)= w <_ / Pi(H)el KT d}’) . (15)
v

E(w+Q)=

2c%kopra \V

N iQw+ Q) [ 1 e

EiQw+ Q)= Z(C;)—) (_ / i(l[)el/«r dr ) (16)
2ctkypra \V Jy

The integrals in Eqs. (13)—(16) are taken over the interaction
volume V of the domain in the crystal where the average
intensity (or Poynting vector) of the incident EMW is nonzero.

The mismatch vectors q and ¢, as well as the quasi-phase-
matching conditions for the first and second stages of each CP
are given by

q=k, +¢ —Kkyro and « =Kk, +Kky1o —Kwrq (CP1),
(17)

q =2k, —ky, and ¥ =ky, +¢ —ky,zo (CP2). (18)

For comparison, the mismatch vector for the one-stage
direct NAOD process [26] obeys

qq = 2k, — ko + ¢, 19)

which shows that quasi-phase-matching conditions are quite
different for the CP and direct NAOD processes. The main
difference between the quasi-phase-matching conditions we
use and the conventional ones obtained for the theoretical
description of SHG in periodically modulated structures (see,
e.g., [40,41]) — or those obtained for instance with a specific
experimental setup that uses the total-internal-reflection phase
shift as a means to reach quasi-phase-matched SHG in a GaAs
film [42]—is as follows: In the latter cases, the modulation of
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E{w)
Es(w)

FIG. 2. Schematic of the nonlinear acousto-optical diffraction for cascading processes CP1 (a) and CP2 (b) in the transmission geometry.

the refractive indices and of the nonlinear optical susceptibility
tensors is static, whereas it is time dependent in the case
of NAOD. However, it can be noted that NAOD may, like
the processes described in Refs. [40—42], lead to an efficient
phase-matched frequency conversion process in a crystal such
as GaAs thanks to the assistance of the acoustically-induced
index modulation.

Moreover, the wave vectors of the EMWs diffracted by the
AW must satisfy either of the Bragg conditions, i.e.,.K,1q =
ko, + NQp 7 orkyuro = Ko + NQpr.r (N € Z) for CP1 and
CP2, respectively, where Q. r are the wave vectors of the
longitudinal and transverse standing AWs and N denotes the
diffraction order (Fig. 2).

Phenomenologically, the field generated at frequency 2w +
Q2 can be related to the incoming field at fundamental frequency
w through a susceptibility tensor that takes the effect of the AW
into account. For CP1 and for given phase-mismatch vectors
q and k in the crystal, the s- and p-polarized components
E; ,(2w £ Q) of the generated field are related to those of the
incoming field at the fundamental frequency as follows:

X5, pp(@:) | [ EZ(@)
Xp.op( @0 |\ E3(@) ]

(20)

(ES(Za) + Q,q,x))

X555 (Ao K)
E,Qw+ Q,q,k)

Xp.ss(A:K0)

Similarly, for CP2 and for given phase-mismatch vectors
q and £ in the crystal, the s- and p-polarized components of
the field E(2w + Q) generated at angular frequency 2w + Q
depend upon those of the incoming field at the fundamental

frequency:
Zopp @0 ] ( E2(0)
pp @) |\ E2() ]

21

EQuw+Q,q0)\ | X(@#0)
E,Qo+Q,a.8)] | x,.@k)

In Egs. (20) and(21), the relevant components of ten-
sors {(q.k) and “x(§,%) depend on those of both the lin-
ear photoelastic tensor p and the strain tensor # of the
crystal.

The numerical calculations discussed in Sec. IV are carried
out for a GaAs crystal. The crystalline symmetry of that
material (it belongs to the T; point group), leaves one, two,
or three nonzero elements in the (2 x 2) susceptibility tensors
% (q) and’x (q), depending on the polarization of the AW. Thus,

for a longitudinal AW, they become

0 xk, (q.r)
oL _ $,pp
x7(q.) = [0 0 )

5L ) 0 0
X \q,K) = - ~ o~ |
0 %y pp(@8)
for CP1 and CP2, respectively, whereas for a transverse AW,
the corresponding tensors are

(22)

R 0 X1 pp (1)
e =| ; 7 :

Xp.ss (@) Xy pp(AK)

0 %/ ,,(@%) 2
AT/~ ~ _ Xs,pp q”C

The nonzero susceptibility tensor elements can be ex-
pressed as functions of the angles of incidence ¢, and 6,
of the fundamental frequency EMWs involved in any of
the cascading processes (Fig. 1). It is assumed here that
both incoming wave vectors belong to a plane of incidence
perpendicular to the surfaces of the GaAs slab. For any given
set of angles ¢, and 6,, the susceptibility tensor elements
appearing in Egs. (22) and (23) assume the following form:

Xs pp(@i) = —x?(p11 sin 6, cos g,
+ piacost, sing,) Uz(q.c),  (24a)

X @K) = 2x? pucos g, Us:(q.x), (24b)

TABLE I. Physical data for GaAs and AW parameters used for
calculations.

0 =5316 x 103 kgem™3

n, = 3.2919
N, = 3.3168

x@ =188.5x 1072mV~!

Volumic mass

Indices of refraction [43]

Unstrained GaAs {®? tensor
element [34]

GaAs linear photoelastic tensor pi = —0.165
elements [44]
pip = —0.14
pas = —0.072

Acoustic wave velocities in
GaAs [45]

v, =473 x 10°cms™!

vy =3.35 x 10°cms™!

Acoustic wave intensity Inw = 30Wcm™2
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TABLE II. Combinations of s and p polarization states of the
incident and diffracted waves that can lead to w — 2w =+ 2 nonlinear
diffraction in GaAs for each diffraction mechanism and each type of
AW.

Direct NAOD [26] CP1 CP2
Longitudinal AW s—>p p—s p—0p
p—>p
Transverse AW s—>s s—>p p—>s
s—>p p—s
p—s p—p
p—>p

Xe pp(@6) = 22 paa(q.) cos (6, — ¢,,)

x Uy (q,k), (24¢)
Xpss(@H) = 2x? pag Upz(q,00), (24d)
XL op@8) = —xPpia (sinf, cos @,

+ cosf,sing,) U, (q,5), (24e)
%o @) = —2xP pas (sin6, cos @,

+ cos 8, sing,) U, (q,K). (24f)

In Eqs (243)_(241:)’ P11 = Pxxxx = Pyyyy = Pzzzz»
P12 = Pxxyy = Pxxzz = Pyyzz = Pyyxx = Pzzxx = Pzzyys and
P44 = Pxyxy = Pxzxz = Pyzyz = Pyxyx = Pzxzx = Pzyzy = Pxyyx =
Pxzzx = Pyxxy = Pyzzy = Paxxz = Dzyy:  denote the  three
nonzero components of the linear photoelastic tensor of
Gads: = 7 = 12, = 1% = 1, = 1. = 1 i
the only nonzero element of the second-order susceptibility
tensor of unstrained GaAs, while the functions Uy;(q,x) and
U (q,k) derive from the strain tensor components in the
spatial frequency domain obtained via Fourier transform of
the real-space strain tensor components uy(r) defined by
Eq. (8). Thus,

1
uy (y) = V/ uy (r)exp iy -r)dr, (25)
v

where y € {q, K} are the mismatch vectors involved in the
relevant cascading process, and finally

1
Un(q,x) = V“kZ(Q)/ exp (ik - r)dr, (26)
v

1
Un(Q,k) = V“kl(’z)/ exp (iq - r)dr, 27)
v

L

FIG. 3. Angular dependences of diffraction efficiencies D,

s,pp
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for CP1 and CP2, respectively. The calculation procedure for
the integrals which define the spectral strain tensor components
uy; (y) and functions Uy;(q,«) and Uy(q,%) in Egs. (25)-(27)
has been described in [26].

Finally, in order to estimate the relative intensities of the
output diffracted waves for each CP, each type of standing
AW, and each polarization configuration, one introduces the
corresponding nonlinear diffraction efficiencies Dof pp defined
as

DA — 12w £ Q)
app T 12(w)

(. ) = (s,p)andA = (L, T),

o | Xappl?s
(28)

where I (2w £ Q) and I (w) are the intensities of the output and
incident beams, respectively.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Numerical simulations discussed in this section are carried
out for an incoming fundamental EMW angular frequency w =
1.77 x 10" rad s~ (i.e., for the CO,-laser vacuum wavelength
A =10.6 um), and for frequencies f, r = Q. r/27 of the
longitudinal and transverse standing AWs in the GaAs film
equal to 475 and 252.5 MHz, respectively. These frequencies
correspond to the same overtone value for the AW in the GaAs
slab of width L = 1 um. The material and acoustic parameters
used for calculations are presented in Table 1.

Following from the form of the nonlinear susceptibility
tensors [Egs. (22) and (23)], for each cascading mecha-
nism leading to w — 2w &£ Q nonlinear diffraction, and for
each type of AW, only some of the potential polarization
combinations (s — s, s — p, p — s, and p — p) between
incident and diffracted waves are allowed by the symmetry
of the crystal, as shown in Table II. Thus, three of the four
combinations can be reached (and each of them through two
or three of the mechanisms), s — s being the only forbidden
combination for the CPs.

These results show that the type of process involved in
the production of second-harmonic radiation by nonlinear
diffraction cannot be deduced from the analysis of the input
and output states of polarization alone. Indeed, as indicated in
Table II, the p — p polarimetric combination can result from
the direct NAOD process as well as from CP2 for a longitudinal
AW. Similarly, for a transverse AW three combinations (p —
p,p — s, and s — p) can be obtained either through direct
NAOD process or from CP1, and the fourth one (p — s)
actually takes place in all three processes. In practical terms,

27
28

and D[, obtained in the zeroth order of diffraction from a longitudinal

standing AW through cascading processes CP1 (a) and CP2 (b). Insets show top views of the same dependences in semilogarithmic scale.
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FIG. 4. Angular dependences of diffraction efficiencies Dfpp

L
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(b) B oo
< x10% 2 30
g 5t =
5 S 32
£as al

N 50 0 50

SS 0 <4 @b, (deg)

SN 700 %

(dé})-so 100 @eg

pp Obtained in the first order of diffraction from a longitudinal standing

AW through cascading processes CP1 (a) and CP2 (b). Insets show top views of the same dependences in semilogarithmic scale.

however, the experimental determination of the photoelastic
tensor elements of the crystal requires that the mechanisms
of nonlinear diffraction be unambiguously distinguished. For
that purpose, in addition to selecting the type of AW and the
polarization combination, one has to exploit the specific angu-
lar dependences of these mechanisms, which are presented in
Figs. 3-6 for the N = 0 and N = 1 orders of diffraction.

Figure 3 thus compares diffraction efficiencies DY »p and
DL » pp oObtained in the zeroth order of diffraction from a
10ng1tud1na1 standing AW through cascading processes CP1
[Fig. 3(a)] and CP2 [Fig. 3(b)], respectively, as functions of
the angles of incidence ¢,, and 6,, of the incident waves at the
fundamental frequency (as defined in Fig. 1). Top-views of
the same dependences are given as insets in semilogarithmic
scale. Figure 4 shows the same parameters for the first order of
diffraction. Thus the angular dependences of both p — s and
p — p combinations exhibit the same double broad peaks
in the zeroth order, but while the p — s combination can
unambiguously be attributed to the CP1 process, the p — p
combination can indeed result from either the CP2 or the direct
process (see Table II).

In comparison, the angular dependences of DF  and

5.pp
D pL pp 10 the first order of diffraction are clearly different,
as evidenced by Figs. 4(a), with two main diffraction peaks
for CP1, and 4(b), with a single sharp peak for CP2. The
magnitudes of diffraction efficiencies decrease (by two orders
of magnitudes) between the zeroth and the first orders of
diffraction. Consequently, the study of the first order of
diffraction unambiguously lifts any uncertainty when it comes
to attributing the diffracted signal to a specific mechanism.
For a transverse standing AW, calculations show that the
angular dependences of the three D[ s (a,B) = (s, p)diffrac-
tion efficiencies associated with the three possible polarization
combinations allowed by the CP1 process are almost identical.

-100
e/

FIG. 5. Angular dependences of diffraction efficiency D op

Their angular behavior, however, clearly differs from that of
the CP2 process for the p — s combination, i.e., the only one
that the latter process allows, as evidenced by Figs. 5 and 6 for
the zeroth and first orders of diffraction, respectively, in which

pp obtained through either the CP1 mechanism [Figs. 5(a)
and 6(a)] or the CP2 mechanism [Figs. 5(b) and 6(b)] is
presented. In addition, it must be noted that the respective
angular dependences of the CPs are also different from that
of the direct process, which allows the p — s combination
as well. Moreover, in contrast to the case of a longitudinal
standing AW, the values of the diffraction peaks are of a similar
order of magnitude in the zeroth and first diffraction orders.

Overall, the various processes of the nonlinear diffraction
by a standing AW also differ from each other in the magnitude
of their efficiencies, depending on whether they are mediated
by a longitudinal or a transverse AW. A comparison of
Figs. 3—-6 shows that the process efficiencies for a transverse
AW are three (respectively, four to five) orders of magnitude
larger than those for a longitudinal AW in the zeroth (respec-
tively, the first) order of diffraction.

As indicated in Table II, and as was demonstrated in [26],
the direct process for the observation of nonlinear diffraction
from a standing AW is allowed for all four polarization
combinations with a transverse AW, and for two of them
(s — pand p — p) with a longitudinal AW. This means that
in most cases the output signal at frequency 2w £ Q stems
from two or even three simultaneous processes. However, as
mentioned above, a careful choice of the incidence angles of
the incoming waves and of the polarization combinations and
type of AW makes it always possible to distinguish between
the three processes. As a consequence, it can be expected
that experimental measurements carried out with a sufficient
number of such experimental parameters, and confronted with
our calculations, can lead to an estimate of the values of the

obtained in the zeroth order of diffraction from a transverse standing AW

through cascading processes CP1 (a) and CP2 (b). Insets show top views of the same dependences in semilogarithmic scale.
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nonlinear susceptibility tensor elements, as well as those of
the linear and nonlinear photoelastic tensor elements of GaAs
or any other crystal of the same symmetry group—provided
that it is sufficiently transparent at both the fundamental and
the second-harmonic frequencies.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the contribution of
two types of cascading processes to the nonlinear optical
diffraction of electromagnetic waves from a longitudinal or
transverse standing acoustic wave established in a GaAs
crystal. Contrary to the direct process described in detail in our
previous publication [26], the photoelastic interaction between
electromagnetic and acoustic waves is here linear. The first
type thus results from the succession of linear acousto-optical
diffraction and sum-frequency generation. The second type
of cascading process involves a nonlinear optical process,
second-harmonic generation, followed by linear acousto-
optical diffraction. The phase-matching conditions for these
two mechanisms are different, which accounts for the clear
specificity of their respective angular dependences with respect
to the angles of incidence of the interacting electromagnetic
waves. Moreover, the very existence of these processes, as well
as their efficiency and angular behavior, also depends on the
nature (longitudinal or transverse) of the acoustic wave that
mediates the linear photoelastic process, and on the states of

polarization of the incoming and diffracted electromagnetic
waves. We have carefully established in great detail all the
rules governing the dependence of the cascading processes
upon such parameters, and compared them to those previously
obtained for the direct mechanism. As a result, our simulations
can be confronted with a set of well-chosen measurements (in
terms of incidence angles of the incoming waves, input and
output polarization combinations, and type of acoustic wave)
in order to determine the values of the nonlinear susceptibility
tensor elements, as well as those of the linear photoelastic
tensor elements of any crystal belonging to the same symmetry
group as GaAs. Furthermore, carrying out similar calculations
for crystals with a different type of symmetry does not present
any particular difficulties.
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