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Infinitesimal light bundles on curved spacetimes can be studied via a Hamiltonian formalism,
similar to the Newtonian paraxial rays. In this work, we assign a classical wave function to a thin null
bundle and study its evolution equation. This is achieved via the usage of the Schrödinger operators
within a procedure analogous to the one in the semi–classical regime of quantum mechanics. The
correspondence between the metaplectic operators and the symplectic phase space transformations
of the geodesic deviation variables is at the core of our method. It allows for the introduction of
unitary operators. We provide two solutions of the null bundle wave function which differ by their
origin: (i) a point source, and (ii) a finite source. It is shown that while the former wave function
includes the same information as the standard thin null bundle framework, the latter is a Gaussian
beam. The Gaussianity of the intensity profile of our beam depends on the spacetime curvature
and not on the random processes. We show that this beam avoids the caustics of an instantaneous
wavefront. Our results are applicable for any spacetime and they can be used to model light
propagation from coherent sources while averting the mathematical singularities of the standard
thin null bundle formalism. This is especially relevant when estimating cosmological distances in a
realistic inhomogeneous universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

Finding exact solutions of Maxwell’s equations de-
fined on a generic, curved spacetime is known to be a
formidable task. One often studies light propagation in
its geometric optics limit within astrophysical and cosmo-
logical applications. Essentially, this is a good–enough
approximation as the characteristic length scales in cos-
mos are much larger than the typical wavelength of light.

On the other hand, geometric optics limit fails to oper-
ate at caustics. In that case, one needs to go beyond the
ray picture in order to propagate light, estimate bright-
nesses and calculate distances. Accordingly, many stud-
ies have been introduced in the literature for the last few
decades that go beyond the geometric optics limit and
which focus on the wave properties of fields1 on curved
spacetimes [2–11].

In the current work, we provide a recipe to study wave–
like effects of light in order to avoid caustics. This is dif-
ferent in construction when compared to the aforemen-
tioned studies. Mainly, we focus on the geometry of null
congruences rather than individual null geodesics. This
choice follows from the fact that physically meaningful
quantities such as distances, brightnesses or image dis-
tortions are defined in a covariant manner only via null
bundles in general relativity. In addition, we focus on
the Gaussian beams which are studied only by a few in
the context of field propagation on curved spacetimes (cf.
[12, 13]).

∗ nuzun@cft.edu.pl
1 The gravitational field can also be considered in this respect as in
the linear regime, the propagation vectors of electromagnetic and
gravitational waves follow null geodesics in the high frequency
limit [1].

Caustics in general relativity can be studied in two
main categories regarding the global or local properties
of wavefronts [14]: (i) null cone caustics, (ii) thin null
bundle caustics. The former are relevant when one stud-
ies the set of all points where a lightlike submanifold of
a spacetime ceases to be an immersed submanifold [15].
The latter are relevant for our current work in which
the main focus is on instantaneous wavefronts and the
geodesic deviation equation of thin null bundles. What
we would like to highlight here is that the existence of
caustics is usually neglected in cosmological light propa-
gation calculations with only a few exceptions. For ex-
ample, previously, it was argued that sources at high red-
shifts are expected to be demagnified due to the effects
of caustics [16–19]. As a result of this, the angular diam-
eter distances are expected to be different than the one
of the standard homogeneous and isotropic cosmological
model. In [20], the authors estimated light caustics to be
in the order of around 1022 on the past null cone until
the surface of last scattering within a realistic, inhomo-
geneous universe. The main outcome of that study was
that with the inclusion of caustics, the all–sky–average of
the angular diameter distance is estimated to be higher
by a significant amount when compared to the distance
calculations in the standard cosmology. Also, when

In the current work, we suggest a method to calculate
intensities and distances while avoiding the caustic sin-
gularities. Specifically, we focus on the Gaussian beam
solutions which avoid the mathematical singularities of
the standard light bundle propagation. Those solutions
are sometimes referred to as Gaussian wave packets in
the literature. However, in the current work, we reserve
the two types of naming for different constructions. The
reason for such a distinction will be more clear once we
compare the works in the literature with ours.

In order to make the introduction coherent, we first re-
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mind the geometric optics limit in Section I A. We sum-
marize the Gaussian wave packet approximation that has
already been used in the literature in Section I B. We be-
lieve the motivation and the methodology of our work,
outlined in Section I C, can be better understood in re-
lation to those works in the literature.

The synopsis of the rest of the paper is as follows.
The text book preliminaries of the null bundle geometry
and its evolution equations are presented in Section II
in relation to the geodesic deviation equation. The cur-
rent work is based on our previous work, [21], in which
the phase space formulation of the observable null bun-
dles was presented. We provide a brief summary of the
aforementioned work in Section III. The main body of
the paper starts at Section IV, in which the quantiza-
tion techniques of the semi–classical physics is adopted
to study the classical evolution of the null bundle wave
function. This wave function obeys an equation similar
to the Schrödinger equation and it is referred to as the
paraxial wave equation in the Newtonian optics. The so-
lution of the paraxial wave equation for a wave function
initiated from a point source is presented in Section V. It
is observed that the evolution equation of the wave func-
tion contains the same set of information as the standard
thin null bundle evolution, in that case. In Section VI,
we introduce the Gaussian beams as a solution of the
paraxial wave equation which initiates from a small yet
finite extend. We provide its geometric construction and
prove its well–definedness. Comparison of the Gaussian
beams with the point source bundles shows us that the
equations of motion of the former is different than the
ones of the latter by the gradient of an extra term which
we refer to as the wave potential. This term is respon-
sible for coupling of the amplitude of the wave with its
phase and it vanishes once the point source limit is taken.
The implications of our framework are discussed in Sec-
tion VII. Those include caustic avoidance of the Gaussian
beams and its effect on cosmological distances. Expan-
sion of the current formalism to study generic wavefronts
in relation to gravitational lensing studies are also dis-
cussed. We also provide Appendices A, B and C in order
to make our paper self-contained. Finally, we conclude
with Section VIII which is essentially a summary of the
current work.

A. Geometric optics limit

Let us consider a 4–dimensional spacetime manifold
(M, g) where g is the Lorenzian metric with signature
(−,+,+,+). Let an associated covariant derivative op-
erator be denoted by Dµ with respect to the spacetime
coordinates xµ. We denote the inner product of two ob-
jects, with respect to the spacetime metric, via the angled
brackets, ⟨., .⟩. In order to denote 4–dimensional vectors
in their abstract form, we use the over–arrow,⃗ .

The Maxwell field is often studied by a method similar
to the ones of Jeffreys [22], Wentzel [23], Kramers [24]

and Brillouin [25] (The JWKB method from thereon.).
The main idea behind this method is to expand the elec-
tromagnetic field tensor (or the associated vector poten-
tial) with respect to a smallness parameter in order to
find the approximate solutions of Maxwell’s equations.
When the smallness parameter is taken to be the wave-
length of light, the leading order part of the solution is
known as the geometric optics limit.

In order to show this explicitly, let us start with intro-
ducing the skew–symmetric electromagnetic field tensor
, Fµν . The Maxwell equations in curved spacetime are
represented by the following set of equations,

DβF αβ = 0, with D[µ Fαβ] = 0, (1)

in the absence of electromagnetic sources. Here, the
square brackets in the second equality represent the anti–
symmetrization operator. As the field tensor satisfies the
Bianchi identity, it can be expressed by a locally exact
form. This allows it to be represented in terms of a com-

plex vector potential, A⃗ , i.e.,

Fµν = DµAν − DνAµ. (2)

Substitution of eq. (2) in to eq. (1) under the Lorenz
gauge2, DµAµ = 0, results in the following wave equation

DνDνAµ −Rµ
νAν = 0, (3)

where Rµν is the Ricci tensor. In order to reach the
geometric optics limit via a JWKB–like method, one can
start by assigning an ansatz for the Faraday tensor, for
example,

F µν = Re
{

f µν exp iS/ϵ
}

with f µν =
∑
n=0

ϵnf µν
n . (4)

Here, Re {·} signals that one should take the real part of
a given object and ϵ is the so–called smallness or book–
keeping parameter. When the ansatz (4) is substituted
into Maxwell’s equation, (1), the smallness parameter al-
lows one to obtain a series solution order–by–order in an
iterative manner for each value of n. Note that the ten-
sor components fµν can take complex values in general.
However, the phase function S that appears in eq. (4)
is restricted to be real. Such a restriction results in the
approximate solutions being represented by locally plane

waves. The wave vector, k⃗, of such a locally plane wave
is a gradient field of the phase function, i.e.,

kµ = DµS . (5)

Accordingly, the wave vector in the above is defined in
the real domain. We will return to this fact in further

2 Indeed, one also requires the harmonic condition, DµDµf = 0,
in the gauge transformation Aν → Aν + Dνf , for an arbitrary
function f , in order to fix a potential.
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discussions of the current section. For now, let us empha-
sise that assigning an ansatz on the Faraday tensor allows
one to directly obtain the gauge invariant solutions.

Alternatively, one can also start with assigning a simi-

lar ansatz for the electromagnetic vector potential, A⃗ . In
that case, one needs to additionally impose the Lorenz
gauge. Nevertheless, the solutions obtained through this
alternative method is gauge invariant. For instance, let
us consider the following ansatz for the vector potential,

A⃗ = Re
{
α⃗ eiS

}
, with α⃗ =

∑
n=0

ϵnα⃗n. (6)

Here, S is again the real phase function and we neglect
the tail terms. Substitution of the ansatz in eq. (6) into
Maxwell’s equation, (3), gives the following set of equa-
tions at the leading order approximation (n = 0),

⟨k⃗, k⃗⟩ = 0, ⟨k⃗, α⃗0⟩ = 0, (7)

DµDµα ν
0 −Rν

µα
µ

0 = 0, Dµα
µ

0 = 0, (8)

Dk⃗ α⃗0 = −1

2
(Dµk

µ) α⃗0. (9)

Then, in the geometric optic limit [1, 26–28],

(i) The wave vector is null due to the first equality
of eq. (7). In addition, as it is a gradient field, it
satisfies

Dk⃗ k⃗ = 0, with kµ =
dxµ

dv
. (10)

That is, k⃗ is tangent to a real, null geodesic where v
is the affine parameter that parameterizes the null
curve.

(ii) Polarization vector,

V⃗ =
α⃗0

α
, (11)

is transverse to the propagation vector k⃗ due to
the second equality in eq. (7). Here, we denote
α = ⟨α⃗0, α⃗0⟩1/2.

(iii) Due to eq. (8), the leading order part of the solu-
tion, α⃗0, satisfies the Lorenz gauge condition and

the same wave equation as A⃗ does. Note that the
information about the curvature of the underlying,
generic, spacetime manifests itself not only through
the covariant derivative operator but also through
the Ricci tensor in eq. (8).

(iv) The squared amplitude of the wave obeys

Dµ

(
α2kµ

)
= 0, (12)

due to the locally conserved photon flux density,

j⃗ ∝ α2k⃗.

(v) Polarization vector V⃗ in eq. (11), is parallel propa-
gated throughout the propagation, i.e.,

Dk⃗ V⃗ = 0, (13)

due to eqs. (9) and (12).

In addition,

(vi) The electromagnetic stress–energy tensor, TEM
µν , is

approximated as the one of a null dust, i.e.,

TEM
µν ∝ α2kµkν . (14)

B. Work in the literature: Gaussian wave packets
near null geodesics

Investigation of wave equations on Lorentzian mani-
folds has been a long lasting problem and the complex
JWKB–like methods are known to be the pillar of most of
the existing methods [29]. When it comes to the Gaussian
solutions obtained through such asymptotic techniques,
Ralston’s construction [30] is the most well–known one in
the mathematics community in which the aim is to solve
the massless scalar field wave equation,

DµDµA = 0. (15)

The idea behind this method is to consider a Gaussian
wave ansatz rather than the locally plane wave ansatz
outlined in the previous subsection. Namely, one first
considers

A =
{
α eiS̃

}
, with α =

∑
n=0

ϵnαn. (16)

Here, ϵ represents the smallness parameter as before. In
addition, both αn and S̃ are complex as opposed to the
case of the locally plane wave ansatz in eq. (6). Then, one
defines a bicharacteristic, whose projection on the space-
time is a null geodesic, γ (xµ(v)). The complex eikonal,

S̃ , takes real values on the null geodesic and its complex
part grows off the bicharacteristic. This allows one to
have a decaying amplitude off the bicharacteristic if S̃ is
restricted to satisfy

Im
{

DµDν S̃
}
> 0, (17)

at the intersection of the null geodesic, γ, with the spatial
sections of the spacetime.

The next curiosity is the long time behaviour of such
solutions. In [12], Sbierski adopts the energy method of
Morawetz [31] in order to study the Gaussian solutions of
the scalar wave eq. (15). In our view, this is not a good
starting point to estimate the Gaussian wave solutions of
an electromagnetic field in general spacetimes due to the
absence of the Ricci term and the scalar nature of the
equation as opposed to Maxwell’s equation in (3). Nev-
ertheless, an energy function is assigned to the Gaussian
wave packets via,

E =

∫
Σ

Tµν u
µnνdΣ, (18)
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where Tµν is the stress–energy tensor of the field in
question, u⃗ is the observer 4–velocity, Σ corresponds to
the spacelike hypersurfaces and n⃗ is its normal vector.
Clearly, this method requires the global hyperbolicity of
the underlying spacetime. This is typical for many stud-
ies of partial differential equations defined on Lorentzian
manifolds due to its relation to the Cauchy problem.
Then, approximate Gaussian solutions of the wave equa-
tion is defined through the so–called energy function in

eq. (18). For Gaussian wave packets, E ≈ ⟨u⃗, k⃗⟩ holds in
some neighbourhood of the null geodesics where Imγ ∩Σ

[12]. Here, we use k⃗ to indicate the tangent vector of the
null vector in question. In that case, the energy function,
E, of the field is expected to remain in some relatively
compact region of space similar to, for example, trapped
surfaces or photon spheres of black holes in some finite
time. Note that local conservation of the photon flux
density in eq. (12) is approximately satisfied in that case.

In our view, one of the open questions in relation to
Ralston’s method is the ontology of the bicharacteris-
tics. Even though one can interpret its projection on the
spacetime as a real null geodesic, the representation of
its complex section is an open question. The study of
generic, complex world lines on Lorenzian manifolds is
a vast subject. Their physical interpretation seems to
be relatively well understood only in Minkowski space-
time and there are only few studies regarding this issue
[32–34].

We should also mention another method of construc-
tion of Gaussian wave packets on curved spacetimes, even
though their physical representation is different than the
of the Maxwell field. In [13], Torres et al. study the
Gaussian beams of ocean waves in analogy with the gravi-
tational waves. The reason we use the word “beam” here
is that the authors use the locally plane ansatz rather
than the Gaussian ansatz when defining the propagation
path of the waves in question. Namely, they adopt the
method of Popov [35] to define complex rays. Those rays
are obtained from the Hamiltonian formulation of the ge-
ometric optics limit which starts from assuming a locally
plane wave ansatz. In the end, a 1–dimensional Gaus-
sian profile is assumed to represent a scalar field. This is
obtained through assigning complex initial conditions on
the Hamilton equations of the rays.

The method of Torres et al. is similar to our work due
to the underlying Hamiltonian formulation. What is dif-
ferent between the two approaches is the level of coarse–
graining while studying the field propagation. Torres et
al. focus on single ray path and its Hamiltonian formu-
lation whereas in the current work, we focus on the ray
bundles and their phase space formulation. In this re-
spect, we can summarize this section as the following.
The work of Sbierski [12] seems to represent a more fine–
grained picture and thus the author’s method capture
genuine wave effects. As the work of Torres et al. incor-
porates complex rays defined through the locally plane
wave ansatz, an additional level of coarse–graining is in-
troduced. Our method here is the least granular among

them as it focuses on the behaviour of a collection of null
geodesics rather than just one ray path.

C. Current work: Gaussian beams with null
bundles

In general relativity, physically meaningful quantities
are obtained through the relative motion of test parti-
cles and the measurements are done at the observer’s
local frame. When we make an observation on the sky,
we receive information through a collection of light–like
particles. This information resides on a null congruence
rather than an individual geodesic. Therefore, in real
life applications, light propagation is studied in a coarse–
grained picture and it is the geodesic deviation equation
of the bundle that represents the collective dynamics of
a light beam.

When one speaks about the geodesic deviation equa-
tion in relativity one usually refers to its linear order ap-
proximation. To be more specific, connecting two curves
requires the introduction of a bi–local object, i.e., a bi–
vector that depends on two spacetime points. Only if the
neighbouring geodesics are very close to each other, then
one can take the local limit and assign a connecting vec-
tor to this bundle. In the end, the connecting vector is
represented by a Jacobi field, i.e., it satisfies the leading
order part of the geodesic deviation equation (See [36]
for a detailed analysis.).

In a previous work [21], we studied observable thin
null bundles via a Hamiltonian formalism. Starting form
an action principle for the geodesic deviation vector,
we showed that its dynamics can be studied on a re-
duced phase space. The phase space vector in ques-
tion is constructed through the physically meaningful
components of the geodesic deviation vector, i.e., its 2–
dimensional projections on a local screen and the corre-
sponding derivatives along the null propagation vector of
the bundle. With this method, we were able to bring
the problem of thin null bundle propagation to a form
which is in complete analogy with the paraxial limit of
the Newtonian optics.

In the standard literature of the paraxial Newtonian
optics, there exists a symplectic matrix which transforms
the initial transverse positions and the angles of a ray to
their final values. One studies the properties of an optical
device (or an inhomogeneous medium) through the prop-
erties of this transformation matrix. In our formalism
[21], we also obtained a symplectic matrix which trans-
forms the initial screen–projected deviation vector and
its derivatives to their final values. One can study the
optical properties of a spacetime, in analogy with optical
devices, via this symplectic transformation matrix.

In the current work, we extend this analogy to study
the wave–like effects of a null bundle. For this, we as-
sign a classical wave function to the thin null bundle.
Note that in the geometric optics limit, a congruence
of light rays is represented by a null dust [26, 27], thus
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we can assume that the wave function represents non–
interacting light–like particles. In our framework, we
use the correspondence between the symplectic matrices
and the metaplectic operators [37–39]. This means that
for every symplectic null bundle transformation matrix,
there exists an integral kernel that transforms the initial
wave function to a final one. The resultant wave func-
tion obeys a Schrödinger–like equation which is known
as the paraxial wave equation in the Newtonian optics
community.

We then obtain the Gaussian solutions of this equa-
tion. Similar to the paraxial Newtonian optics, we have
two smallness “parameters” in our construction. First
one is the wavelength of light, λ, as in the geometric op-
tics regime. The second one is the width of the Gaussian
beam. However, in our case, the latter can not simply be
referred to as a parameter since it is obtained through

the deviation vector, ξ⃗, of the null bundle as we will see
in Section VI. It is a dynamical variable. In other words,
with L being the characteristic length scale correspond-
ing to the curvature of a spacetime, we have the following
scale hierarchy

λ≪ |ξ⃗| ≪ L ∀ v. (19)

Here, v is the affine parameter that parametrizes the
geodesics of the null bundle. We then develop a geomet-
ric set up in which Gaussian beams can be used to study
the finite source effect in a relativistic context. Next, we
show that those solutions avoid caustics, making the dis-
tance estimations possible beyond the singular points of
the standard null bundle propagation approach.

We should emphasise that the method we propose here
is not completely new. Rather, it has been known since
the 1960s that the phase space quantization techniques
can easily be adopted to paraxial optics to recover some
of the wave behaviour of light in the classical regime [40].
What is new in the current work is the application of
those techniques to light propagation in generic curved
spacetimes.

In addition, as we will see in Section VI, the method
we propose here essentially provides a technique to su-
perpose null bundles without allowing them to interact.
Meaning, (i) the null dust approximation of the electro-
magnetic stress–energy tensor is preserved (See item (vi)
of Section I A.), (ii) the locally plane wave ansatz, that
is associated with the null rays of the bundle, remains
applicable. Moreover, the power contained in the bun-
dle, i.e., intensity times the cross–sectional area, is con-
served throughout the propagation similar to the case in
the standard approach. In this respect, one can use our
method to study the statistical nature of a null congru-
ence of rays rather than to capture genuine wave effects.
The later seems to be more relevant for, for example,
Sbierski’s method [12], which starts from the Gaussian
ansatz for a null field and satisfies the local photon num-
ber conservation approximately (See Section I B.).

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give a brief summary of the prelim-
inaries required to follow the rest of the paper:

(i) In Section II A, we set up the orthonormal frame of
an observer adjusted for an observation on the sky.

(ii) In Section II B, we introduce the connecting vector
of a null bundle and present its evolution equation.
We discuss the necessary condition to define an in-
stantaneous wavefront consistently.

(iii) In Section II C, we introduce the wavefront curva-
ture matrix. Its relation to the deformation param-
eters of a null bundle and to the spacetime curva-
ture is also presented.

(iv) In Section II D, determination of the cross-sectional
area of a null bundle in addition to the principal
curvatures of the wavefront is outlined.

(v) Finally, in Section II E, the relationship between
the geodesic deviation variables of the null bundle,
cosmological distances and the power conservation
is summarized.

A. The orthonormal tetrad and the screen basis

Let us consider an observer with a future directed
4−velocity, u⃗ = dx⃗/dτ , and a spacelike, outward directed
line of sight vector, r⃗ = dx⃗/dℓ, with

⟨ u⃗, u⃗ ⟩ = −1, ⟨ r⃗, r⃗ ⟩ = 1, ⟨ u⃗, r⃗ ⟩ = 0. (20)

Here, the proper time and the proper length are denoted
by τ and ℓ, respectively. As discussed before, most ob-
servations on the sky are obtained through bundles of
null geodesics in the geometric optics limit. We denote a
null vector that is tangent to the central geodesic of the

bundle as k⃗. In the geometric optics limit, it satisfies

kµ = DµS , ⟨ k⃗, k⃗ ⟩ = 0, Dk⃗k⃗ = 0, (21)

We assume that the null vector is past directed, ⟨k⃗, u⃗⟩ >
0, and outgoing, ⟨k⃗, r⃗⟩ > 0, such that it can be decom-
posed in the form

kα = −ω (uα − rα) . (22)

The observed frequency of light, ⟨k⃗, u⃗⟩, is denoted by ω

here. The integral curves of k⃗ are parametrized by an
affine parameter, v, whose relation to the proper time
and the proper length is given respectively by,

ωdv = |dτ | = |dℓ|. (23)

In order to define an observer’s local screen in a consistent
manner, one considers a dyad basis sαa that spans a 2–
dimensional, spacelike screen with {a, b} = {1, 2} and
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⟨s⃗a, s⃗b⟩ = δab. We assume that this basis is C∞ along
the null geodesics and it satisfies,

⟨ u⃗, s⃗a ⟩ = 0. ⟨ r⃗, s⃗a ⟩ = 0, Dk⃗s⃗a = 0, (24)

In the literature, a screen basis defined as in eq. (24) is
known as the Sachs basis [14, 41]. It is defined uniquely,
up to 2–dimensional rotations around the observation di-
rection vector, r⃗.

Here, we set the local orthonormal frame of an ob-
server. Note that it is straightforward to reverse
the situation and set up another frame adopted by a
source/emitter. In either of the cases, the geometric set-
ting outlined in this section helps one to write the evolu-
tion equations of a null bundle with respect to observable
quantities.

B. Leading order part of the bundle deviation

The propagation properties of a light bundle are often

studied via its connecting vector, ξ⃗. This vector is known
to satisfy a geodesic deviation equation which follows as

Dk⃗Dk⃗ξ
α = Rα

k⃗k⃗ξ⃗
. (25)

Here, Rαβµν is the Riemann curvature tensor. We as-
sume that torsion is zero in this work. Within the set-
ting of linear geodesic deviation, (25), the integrability

conditions imply that k⃗ and ξ⃗ are Lie dragged along each
other, i.e.,

Dk⃗ ξ⃗ = Dξ⃗ k⃗. (26)

Condition (26) and eq. (25) guarantee that ⟨ k⃗, ξ⃗ ⟩ re-

mains constant along k⃗. If this constant is chosen to
be zero, then the deviation vector of the bundle and the
tangent vector of the central null geodesic remain in or-
thogonal correspondence with each other, i.e.,

⟨ k⃗, ξ⃗ ⟩ = 0. (27)

This choice is equivalent to demanding that the instanta-
neous wavefront (intersection of a constant–phase surface
of the field with the observer’s 3–dimensional space) re-

mains orthogonal to k⃗. In that case, one ensures that ξ⃗
connects simultaneous events for the observer. In other
words, the observed section of the infinitesimal wave–
front is composed of rays which reach the observer si-
multaneously. This is a necessary condition to define a
beam unambiguously [26]. Then, if eq. (27) is satisfied
initially, then it is satisfied throughout the propagation
due to eqs. (25) and (26).

This means that the deviation vector can be decom-
posed into components that are parallel and transverse
to the propagation vector [14], i.e.,

ξ⃗ = ξkk⃗ + ξ⃗⊥, (28)

where ξ⃗⊥ spans the 2–dimensional spacelike screen space.
In Sachs basis, it follows as

ξ⃗⊥ = ξ1s⃗1 + ξ2s⃗2, (29)

where ξ1 and ξ2 are the dyad basis components of ξ⃗⊥.
From now on we denote the screen basis components of
objects with bold letters. For example, we denote

ξ :=

[
ξ1

ξ2

]
. (30)

In the next subsection, we observe the relationship be-
tween the null bundle geometry and the wavefront curva-
ture given through the deformation rate matrix. We also
outline the matrix evolution equation for the wavefront
curvature and its relation to the spacetime curvature.

C. Wavefront curvature matrix and its Riccati
evolution equation

The shape of a thin light bundle wavefront can be de-
termined via the screen basis components of the devia-
tion vectors introduced in the previous section. In order
to show this, let us first consider the screen projection of
the integrability condition given in eq. (26), and write

⟨s⃗a,Dk⃗ ξ⃗ ⟩ = ⟨s⃗a,Dξ⃗ k⃗⟩, (31)

in which s⃗a is parallel propagated along the null bundle

as in eq. (24) and ξ⃗ is in normal correspondence with k⃗
as in eq. (27). Then,

Dk⃗ ξ
a =

dξa

dv
:= ξ̇a = ⟨s⃗a, ξbDs⃗b k⃗⟩ = Γabξ

b, (32)

where we use the overdot to denote the standard deriva-
tive with respect to the affine parameter, v. Note that
Dk⃗ ξ

a = ξ̇a holds as the dyad basis components act like
scalars under the covariant derivative. Here, Γab denote
the components of the deformation rate matrix,

Γ =

[
⟨s⃗1,Ds⃗1 k⃗⟩ ⟨s⃗2,Ds⃗1 k⃗⟩
⟨s⃗1,Ds⃗2 k⃗⟩ ⟨s⃗2,Ds⃗2 k⃗⟩

]
. (33)

Clearly, this matrix can also be called the wavefront cur-
vature matrix of the bundle. Matrix Γ can be decom-
posed into its symmetric and anti–symmetric parts. The
symmetric part can be further decomposed into pure–
trace and trace–free portions. Namely,

Γ =

[
θ 0
0 θ

]
+

[
−Re{σ} Im{σ}
Im{σ} Re{σ}

]
+

[
0 w

−w 0

]
,

(34)

where θ, σ = Re{σ}+iIm{σ} and w represent the expan-
sion, the shear and the twist of the bundle respectively.
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They are defined through,

θ =
1

2

(
⟨s⃗1,Ds⃗1 k⃗⟩ + ⟨s⃗2,Ds⃗2 k⃗⟩

)
, (35)

Re{σ} =
1

2

(
⟨s⃗2,Ds⃗2 k⃗⟩ − ⟨s⃗1,Ds⃗1 k⃗⟩

)
, (36)

Im{σ} =
1

2

(
⟨s⃗1,Ds⃗2 k⃗⟩ + ⟨s⃗2,Ds⃗1 k⃗⟩

)
, (37)

w =
1

2

(
⟨s⃗2,Ds⃗1 k⃗⟩ − ⟨s⃗1,Ds⃗2 k⃗⟩

)
. (38)

Note that the twist term, w, in eq. (38) is a zero due to
the geometric optics approximation. Namely, kµ = DµS
is a gradient field and a null bundle with its central ray
represented by such a gradient field is twist–free. There-
fore, Γ is a symmetric matrix.

In order to obtain the evolution equation of Γ, one first

takes the derivative of eq. (32) along the null vector k⃗.
Then, one gets

ξ̈ =
(
Γ̇ + Γ.Γ

)
ξ. (39)

Also, the screen basis components of the deviation equa-
tion, (25),can be written as,

ξ̈ = R ξ, with R ab := R
s⃗ak⃗k⃗s⃗b

, (40)

where R is known as the optical tidal matrix in the lit-
erature [14, 42]. Comparison of eqs. (39) and (40) gives

Γ̇ + Γ.Γ− R = 0, (41)

which is a real, non–linear Riccati equation. Thus,
eq. (41) is an evolution equation for the wavefront curva-
ture matrix. We must emphasise that solving this Riccati
equation is equivalent to solving the evolution equation
for the screen basis components of the deviation vector
due to eq. (39). Moreover, eq. (41) is also equivalent to
the well–known Sachs optical equations

ρ̇ = ρ2 + |σ|2 + Φ00,

σ̇ = (ρ+ ρ̄)σ + Ψ0. (42)

This is because of the fact that the decomposition in
eq. (34) can be rewritten as,

Γ = −1

2

[
(ρ+ ρ̄) + (σ + σ̄) i (σ − σ̄) + i (ρ− ρ̄)
i (σ − σ̄) − i (ρ− ρ̄) (ρ+ ρ̄) − (σ + σ̄)

]
,

(43)

with the notation of the Newman–Penrose formal-
ism3[43]. Here, ρ = −θ + iw with w = 0, due to the

3 Note that in this work we choose the signature of the metric
to be (−,+,+,+). Therefore, when compared to Newman and
Penrose’s original work [43], our spin coefficients and curvature
scalars have an extra negative sign. Eventually, we are using the
notation of [44].

bundle being twist–free. The overbar denotes complex
conjugation and

R = −
[

Φ00 + ReΨ0 −ImΨ0

−ImΨ0 Φ00 − ReΨ0

]
. (44)

The real function Φ00 = Rµνk
µkν/2 is one of the Ricci

scalars and the complex function Ψ0 = Cµναβ k
µmνkαmβ

is one of the Weyl scalars of the Newman–Penrose for-
malism. We denote the Ricci tensor by Rµν and the Weyl
tensor by Cµναβ . The relationship between the complex
spatial vector, m⃗, of Newman and Penrose and our Sachs
basis, s⃗a, is given via m⃗ = (s⃗1 − is⃗2) /

√
2.

We can summarize the current subsection as the fol-
lowing. The wavefront curvature matrix, Γ, is obtained
through the deformation rate matrix of the null bundle.
It is a symmetric matrix due to the underlying geometric
optics approximation, i.e., due to the propagation vector
being a gradient field. The evolution equation of Γ is a
real, non–linear Riccati equation which is equivalent to
the screen projection of the geodesic deviation equation
or the well–known Sachs optical equations. In the next
subsection, we briefly outline the relationship between Γ
and the principal curvatures of the wavefront. A similar
summary can be found in [14].

D. Cross–sectional area and the principal
curvatures of the wavefront

The cross–sectional area, δX , of a thin bundle is ob-
tained through the solutions of the geodesic deviation
vector aligned with the semi–major and the semi–minor
axes of the cross–sectional ellipse. We denote those two
solutions as,[

Y⃗ +

Y⃗ −

]
= D

[
e⃗+
e⃗−

]
, with D :=

[
|D+| 0

0 |D−|

]
, (45)

where {e⃗+, e⃗−} is the unit basis aligned with the semi–
major and semi–minor axes. The corresponding magni-
tude of the deviation vector components are denoted by
|D+| and |D−|.

Note that the semi–major and the semi–minor axes of
the cross–section of the bundle do not necessarily align
with the Sachs basis. It is the latter one that we use
in our calculations. Let us denote the angle between
the Sachs basis, {s⃗1, s⃗2}, and the basis that is aligned
with the semi–major and semi–minor axes of the cross–
sectional ellipse, {e⃗+, e⃗−}, by Θ so that those two bases
are related to each other via a 2× 2 rotation matrix, i.e.,[
s⃗1
s⃗2

]
= R (Θ)

[
e⃗+
e⃗−

]
, with R (Θ) :=

[
cos Θ − sin Θ
sin Θ cos Θ

]
.

(46)

Moreover, the evolution equations (39), hold not only

for a solution ξ⃗⊥ but also for any other solution
⃗̃
ξ⊥ which
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is the screen projection of a geodesic deviation vector
⃗̃
ξ

that satisfies the orthogonality condition, ⟨⃗̃ξ, k⃗⟩ = 0, with
the same initial conditions. With this, one can use any

two arbitrary linearly independent solutions, ξ⃗⊥ and
⃗̃
ξ⊥,

to study the geometry of the cross section; instead of the

solutions, Y⃗ + and Y⃗ −, aligned with the semi–major and
the semi–minor axes [14]. The angle between those two

s⃗1

s⃗2

e⃗1

e⃗2

|D−|

|D+|
⃗̃
ξ⊥

ξ⃗⊥

Θ

Υ

FIG. 1. Projected solutions of the geodesic deviation equation
of a null bundle.

sets of vectors is represented by Υ such that[
Y⃗ +

Y⃗ −

]
= R−1(Υ)

[
ξ⃗⊥
⃗̃
ξ⊥

]
= R−1(Υ)Q⊺

[
s⃗1
s⃗2

]
, (47)

holds (See Fig. (1).). Here, Q is a 2 × 2 matrix which

involves the Sachs basis components of ξ⃗⊥ and
⃗̃
ξ⊥ . That

is,

Q :=

[
ξ1 ξ̃1

ξ2 ξ̃2

]
. (48)

The symbol ⊺ indicates the transpose operator. Substi-
tuting eq. (46) into eq. (47) and equating the result to
eq. (45) gives

Q = R(Θ)DR−1(Υ). (49)

The value of the cross–sectional area can now be obtained
through two arbitrary linearly independent projected so-
lutions via,

δX := |D+D−| = detD = detQ, (50)

due to eqs. (45) and (49).
Similarly, the wavefront curvature matrix and the

principal curvatures of the wavefront can be obtained
through, any two linearly independent solutions. In or-
der to show this, let us first define a 2×2 matrix through
the derivatives of the projected solutions of the geodesic
deviation equation, i.e.,

P := Q̇ =

[
ξ̇1

˙̃
ξ1

ξ̇2
˙̃
ξ2

]
. (51)

Here, the overdot represents the standard derivative with
respect to the affine parameter, v, as before. Now, re-
call that the wavefront curvature matrix is defined via
eq. (32). Then,

Γ := PQ−1, (52)

is another way of representing the wavefront curvature
matrix. It can be written in terms of Sachs’ optical
scalars via eq. (33).

Previously, Kantowski gave an interpretation of the op-
tical scalars by relating them to the wavefront curvature
[45]. He proved that in the rest frame of the observer,
the principal curvatures of a 2–dimensional surface that
lies on the intersection of the null cone and the 3–space
of the observer are given through4

Λ+ = θ + |σ| and Λ− = θ − |σ|. (53)

Those principal curvatures can be obtained through the
eigenvalue equation of the wavefront curvature matrix.
Namely, as Γ is symmetric it can be diagonalized through

Γ = MΛM−1, (54)

where M is the modal matrix of Γ and Λ is the eigenvalue
matrix with Λ+ and Λ− being its diagonal elements.

At this point, we should also emphasise the observer
independence of the shape and the size of a null bundle.
To be more specific, let us again consider any two solu-

tions, ξ⃗ and
⃗̃
ξ, of the geodesic deviation equation which

are in orthogonal correspondence with the propagation
vector. Neither the length of the corresponding vectors,

| ξ⃗ | and | ⃗̃ξ |, nor the angle, ϕ, between those projected
solutions depend on the frame of the observer [41, 46].
In other words,

⟨ ξ⃗, ⃗̃ξ ⟩ = ⟨ ξ⃗⊥, ⃗̃ξ⊥ ⟩ = |ξ⃗⊥||⃗̃ξ⊥| cosϕ (55)

is observer independent.
We conclude this subsection with the following sum-

mary. Given any two linearly independent solutions that
span the 2–dimensional screen space of a thin null bun-
dle, its cross–sectional area can be determined through
eq. (50). The wavefront curvature matrix, Γ, can be ob-
tained through eq. (52) where Q and P are defined in
eqs. (48) and (51) respectively. The principal curvatures
of the wavefront, Λ+ and Λ− can then be obtained via
the diagonalization procedure of Γ.

In the next subsection, we remind how the cross–
sectional area of a bundle and the wavefront curvature
matrix are related to the cosmological distances and the
power conservation in the bundle.

4 In fact, in his original work [45], Kantowski uses a spatial nor-
mal to the 2–dimensional wavefront (r⃗ in eq. (22) in this work).
Therefore, the principal curvatures are defined with respect to
the proper length, dℓ. In this work, we consider the null vector k⃗
as the normal vector to the screen–space. Thus, Kantowski’s re-
sult has an extra ω = ⟨k⃗, u⃗⟩ term when compared to ours. This
follows from the relationship between the affine parameter, v,
and proper length, ℓ, as in eq. (23).
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E. Power conservation and cosmological distances

In this subsection, we first recall how the power, i.e., in-
tensity times the cross–sectional area, contained in a null

bundle evolves in the propagation direction, k⃗. We ob-
serve from Section I A that in the geometric optics limit,
the vector potential, α⃗0, evolves according to eq. (9)
at the leading order of part the JWKB–like approxi-
mation. Then, the derivative of the squared amplitude,
α2 = ⟨α⃗0, α⃗0⟩, follows as

dα2

dv
= − (Dµk

µ)α2 = −2θα2. (56)

Here, the second equality follows from (i) the definition of
the expansion scalar in eq. (35) and (ii) Sachs basis sat-
isfying ⟨s⃗a, s⃗b⟩ = δab. The equation above shows how the
intensity of the bundle evolves along the integral curves

of k⃗.
In the previous subsection, we observed that two

linearly independent solutions of the screen–projected
geodesic deviation equation can be incorporated in a ma-
trix Q and the value of the cross–sectional area can be
obtained through detQ. Then, the change of the cross–
sectional area of the bundle along the propagation direc-
tion can be calculated via

d δX
dv

= detQ tr
(
Q−1Q̇

)
= detQ trΓ = 2θδX , (57)

by making use of eq. (34) and definitions (51)–(52).
Then, eqs. (56) and (57) imply that

Dk⃗ P := Dk⃗

(
α2δX

)
= 0. (58)

This means that the power, P , is conserved within the
bundle throughout the evolution. In other words, total
number of photons contained in the bundle or the number
of rays that pierce the cross–sectional area is constant.
Then, the thin null bundle approximation and the geo-
metric optics limit imply that there is no net emission or
absorption throughout the propagation of an observable
light bundle.

Let us now recall the definitions of the cosmological
distances. The angular diameter distance, DA, is ob-
tained by taking the ratio of the estimated proper cross–
sectional area of an object at the source point, s, to the
measured solid angle at the observation point, o. The lu-
minosity distance5, DL, is defined in a similar way when
the situation is reversed, i.e.,

DA =

(
δXs

δΩo

)1/2

and DL =

(
δXo

δΩs

)1/2

. (59)

5 Here, we reserve the name luminosity distance for the distance
definition given in eq. (59) which is sometimes referred to as cor-
rected luminosity distance in the literature. We refer to the dis-
tance estimated through the comparison of absolute and appar-
ent magnitudes of an object as uncorrected luminosity distance
as it does not involve the relativistic correction.

The solid angle, δΩ, is described at a vertex point and
is given by

δΩ :=
∣∣∣dD+

dℓ

dD−

dℓ

∣∣∣ =
1

ω2

∣∣∣dD+

dv

dD−

dv

∣∣∣. (60)

As before, D+ and D− correspond to the magnitudes
of the solutions of the geodesic deviation equation that
are aligned with the semi–major and semi–minor axes
of the observational screen. The second equality in the
above follows from the relationship between the affine
parameter and the proper length, i.e., eq. (23).

In summary, the cross–sectional areas and the sub-
tended solid angles are estimated via the projected
geodesic deviation vectors and their derivatives along the
propagation. In the geometric optics limit, the evolution
of intensity and cross–sectional area always balance each
other out. As a result of this, the power contained in the
bundle is conserved throughout the propagation.

At this point, we finish the Preliminaries section of
the paper. In the next section, we outline the action
principle of the null bundle evolution and its underlying
Hamiltonian formalism. Note that the next section is
essentially a summary of [21] in which the phase space
formulation of thin bundles were presented in analogy to
the paraxial regime of the Newtonian optics.

III. A SUMMARY: REDUCED HAMILTONIAN
OPTICS ON A SYMPLECTIC PHASE SPACE

In this section, we give a short summary of our pre-
vious work [21] in which the light bundle propagation
on a reduced phase space was presented via a Hamilto-
nian formalism. The resultant construct is similar to the
one in Newtonian paraxial ray optics and it follows from
the geodesic deviation action. We use the Hamiltonian
formalism of [21] in the main body of the current pa-
per. Specifically, the Hamilton–Jacobi equation of the
null bundle deviation vectors plays the main role in the
framework we introduce in Section IV.

A. Action of a thin null bundle

Let us represent a null bundle by: (i) an outer most

null geodesic, ζ(v), with a tangent vector k⃗′, (ii) the cen-

tral null geodesic, Θ(v), with a tangent vector k⃗. Those
two curves are parametrized with the same affine param-
eter v. Such type of parametrization is called the isosyn-
chronous parametrization in the literature.

In order to find the equations of motion of k⃗′ and k⃗ we
consider the action functionals

Sk′ =

∫
1

2
k′

2
dv, and Sk =

∫
1

2
k2dv, (61)

on curves ζ(v) and Θ(v) respectively. The extremized
actions Sk′ and Sk provide the corresponding equations
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m

n

Σ(λ)

Θ(v)

ζ(v)
k⃗

k⃗′

t⃗

FIG. 2. A null bundle with central null geodesic Θ(v). The
red curve represents Σ(λ) given by Synge’s spacelike world
function, σ(m,n). The outermost null geodesic ζ(v) can be
uniquely obtained through Θ(v) and Σ(λ).

of motion which are the geodesic equations,

Dk⃗′ k⃗′ = 0 and Dk⃗k⃗ = 0, (62)

under the affine parameterization.
Instead of considering the action functional of each null

curve within the bundle, we would like to assign an ef-
fective action to the entire light bundle. One can follow
various methods to accomplish this. In [21], we followed
Vines’ construction [36] in which the author achieves an
action functional corresponding to the deviation variables
of generic geodesic curves. The procedure starts with
expanding the action functional, Sk′ , of the outermost
curve by making use of the action functional, Sk, of the
central curve in order to obtain an effective action for the
bundle.

For an arbitrarily thick bundle, two geodesics can not
be connected locally. Rather, its dynamics can be stud-
ied via a unique geodesic curve, Σ(λ), that is represented
by a function σ(m,n) (See Fig. 2.). This bi–local func-
tion depends on two spacetime points m and n and it
corresponds to the Synge’s world function [47]. In this

framework, the null vector k⃗′ at point n can be expanded

through a perturbative method via the null vector k⃗ at
point m in addition to σ(m,n) and its derivatives along
the null bundle. The derivative of the world function
can be interpreted as a bi–local deviation vector, ξ⃗(m,n)
[36, 48].

With this geometric construction, the geodesic action
of the outer most curve, Sk′ , can be written in terms of
the geodesic action of the central curve. Namely, consider

the expansion of k⃗′ in terms of k⃗, ξ⃗(m,n) and its deriva-

tives. Substitution of k⃗′ written in the aforementioned
form into the geodesic action, Sk′ , in eq. (61) allows one
to rewrite this action in the form,

Sk′ = Sk + Sξ, (63)

up to the desired order in ξ⃗ and its derivatives. Mean-
ing, Sk′ can be written in terms of Sk and another ac-
tion functional Sξ. Note that the coincidence limit, i.e.,
m → n, defines a infinitesimally thin bundle [21, 36]. In

that case, ξ⃗ is small and it represents a geodesic deviation

vector that is defined locally. Accordingly, one can con-
sider terms up to quadratic order in Sξ of eq. (63). This
results in a geodesic deviation action for a thin bundle
which is written as

Sξ ≈
∫ (

1

2
⟨Dk⃗ ξ⃗,Dk⃗ ξ⃗ ⟩ +

1

2
R

ξ⃗k⃗k⃗ξ⃗

)
dv. (64)

We remind that one can refer to Section 3.2 of [21] and
Vines’ original work [36] for the rigorous definitions and
the detailed calculations for equations presented here.

When the geodesic deviation action, eq. (64), is ex-

tremized with respect to locally defined ξ⃗ and Dk⃗ ξ⃗, the
corresponding equations of motion are the linear geodesic
deviation equations, i.e., Dk⃗Dk⃗ξ

α = Rα
k⃗k⃗ξ⃗

. In that case,

ξ⃗ can be represented by the Jacobi fields.

B. The reduced Lagrangian and its invariance
under the Lorentz transformations

In the previous subsection, we summarized the proce-
dure to obtain the geodesic deviation action. It is impor-
tant to notice that this functional represents the action
of the entire bundle without distinguishing the individual
curves in the bundle. In this respect, we have a coarse–
grained picture of light propagation.

One can treat the integrand of the geodesic deviation
action in eq. (64) as the Lagrangian of the deviation sys-
tem, i.e.,

L :=
1

2
⟨Dk⃗ ξ⃗,Dk⃗ ξ⃗ ⟩ +

1

2
R

ξ⃗k⃗k⃗ξ⃗
. (65)

Let us recall from Section II B that the orthogonality con-
dition of the deviation vector and the propagation vector,

i.e., ⟨ k⃗, ξ⃗ ⟩ = 0 is the necessary condition to define a beam

unambiguously. With this condition, ξ⃗ represents a con-
gruence of rays which reach the observer simultaneously.
In that case, the deviation vector can be decomposed into

two portions: (i) a component along k⃗, (ii) components

transverse to k⃗. The explicit form of the deviation vec-
tor under this decomposition was previously represented

in eq. (28) as ξ⃗ = ξkk⃗ + ξ⃗⊥. Substitution of this de-
composition into the Lagrangian (65) gives us a reduced
Lagrangian function

L = Lred =
1

2
δab ξ̇

aξ̇b +
1

2
R ab ξ

aξb, (66)

due to the symmetries of the Riemann tensor and k⃗ sat-
isfying the geodesic equation [21]. Here, {a, b} = {1, 2}
represent the Sachs basis components and R ab (v) are
the components of the symmetric optical tidal matrix in-
troduced in eq. (40). They are composed of the Ricci
curvature, Φ00, and the Weyl curvature, Ψ0.

Then, we understand that the Lagrangian function in
eq. (65) is reduced by two degrees of freedom. In that
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case, the geodesic deviation action can be rewritten en-
tirely through the screen projections of the deviation vec-
tor and their derivatives with respect to the affine param-
eter v, i.e.,

Sξ =

∫
Lred dv, (67)

with Lred given in eq. (66).
In Section II D, we recalled that the size and the shape

of a null bundle is independent of the frame of an ob-
server. Next curiosity is the behaviour of the geodesic
action, (67), under the Lorentz transformations.

Since we are interested in a process of null dust emis-
sion from a source to an observer, we are only interested
in those Lorentz transformations that keep the propaga-
tion direction unchanged. These types of transformations
are known as the Type–I Lorentz transformations within
the context of the Newman–Penrose formalism [43] and
they are given through

k⃗ → k⃗

n⃗ → ff̄ k⃗ + n⃗+ f̄ m⃗+ f ⃗̄m

m⃗ → fk⃗ + m⃗

⃗̄m → f̄ k⃗ + ⃗̄m. (68)

Here, f is an arbitrary complex scalar and {k⃗, n⃗, m⃗, ⃗̄m}
complete the semi–null tetrad of Newman and Penrose.
The only non–vanishing inner products associated with

this tetrad are ⟨k⃗, n⃗⟩ = −1 and ⟨m⃗, ⃗̄m⟩ = 1 where {m⃗, ⃗̄m}
span the screen–basis. They are related to the (parallel–

propagated) Sachs basis via m⃗ = (s⃗1 − is⃗2) /
√

2 and
⃗̄m = (s⃗1 + is⃗2) /

√
2 up to a v–independent 2–dimensional

rotation. It is known that [49]

Φ00 → Φ00 and Ψ0 → Ψ0, (69)

under the transformation given in eq. (68). Then, it is
easy to show that, under the Type–I Lorentz transforma-
tions,

δab ξ̇
aξ̇b → δab ξ̇

aξ̇b,

R ab ξ
aξb → R ab ξ

aξb. (70)

The second line in the above follows from the definition
of the optical tidal matrix, (44), and the transformation
properties of the Ricci and Weyl scalars given in eq. (69).

Thus, we conclude that the Lagrangian, (66), and the
action functional, (67), of the system are invariant under
the Lorentz transformations that keep the propagation
direction unchanged.

In the next subsection, we give a summary of the
Hamiltonian formulation of the null bundle dynamics de-
fined on a reduced symplectic phase space.

C. Symplectic evolution in phase space

We observed in the previous subsection that the ac-
tion functional of the null geodesic deviation can be re-

duced by two dimensions in the case where the devia-
tion vector and the propagation vector are orthogonal to
each other. Then, the Lagrangian is composed of only
the screen projections of the deviation vector and their
derivatives along the propagation. In this subsection we
give a summary of the Hamiltonian dynamics to study
the evolution of a bundle on a reduced phase space.

In our previous work [21], we defined a 4–dimensional
phase space vector via the following Darboux coordi-
nates,

z =

[
qa

pb

]
=


ξ1

ξ2

ξ̇1
ξ̇2

 . (71)

Here, the screen basis components, ξ, of the deviation
vector act like canonical coordinates and their deriva-
tives, ξ̇, act like canonical momenta.

The Hamiltonian of the system, corresponding to the
reduced Lagrangian can be found through

H = paq̇
a − Lred =

1

2
δabξ̇aξ̇b + V (ξ, v) , (72)

with

V (ξ, v) = −1

2
R ab ξ

aξb, (73)

which is analogous to a time dependent Hamiltonian of
a classical oscillator. In our case, the evolution parame-
ter is the affine parameter, v, and we refer to the term
V (ξ, v) as the ray bundle potential. Due to the linearity
of the problem, the Hamiltonian function can be rewrit-
ten as,

H (z, v) =
1

2
z⊺Ω⊺Hz, (74)

where

H =

[
02 δab

R ab 02

]
, (75)

is the Hamiltonian matrix of the system. It satisfies
ΩH = (ΩH)

⊺
due to the optical tidal matrix, R , be-

ing symmetric. Matrix Ω is known as the fundamental
symplectic matrix in the literature, whose components
are given by, 6

Ωij =

[
02 I2
−I2 02

]
. (76)

with

Ω⊺ = Ω−1 = −Ω, Ω2 = −I4, detΩ = 1, (77)

6 Matrices 02 and I2 refer to the 2–dimensional zero and identity
matrices.
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where “det” refers to the determinant of a matrix.
The Hamiltonian equations can also be written as a

matrix equation,

ż = Hz, (78)

whose solution is given by a linear transformation

z = T (v, v0) z0. (79)

The 4×4 transformation matrix, T, is obtained by an or-
dered exponential (OE) map of the Hamiltonian matrix,
H, i.e.,

T (v, v0) = OE

[∫ v

v0

Hdv

]
, with T (v0, v0) = I4.

(80)

In [21], we put T in a block form by making use of
2 × 2 sub–matrices {A,B,C,D}, i.e,

T =

[
A B
C D

]
, (81)

in order to emphasize the analogy between the symplectic
ABCD transformation matrices of the Newtonian parax-
ial optics [50] and our ray bundle transformation matrix,
T. We should mention that this matrix was previously
discovered in [51] via a Wrońskian method in order to
solve the geodesic deviation equation with arbitrary ini-
tial conditions. It was also used in other applications in
order to propagate light in realistic scenarios [52].

In our previous work, we realised that the light bundle
transformation matrix, T, satisfies [21]

T⊺ ΩT = Ω, with detT = 1, (82)

as exponential map of Hamiltonian matrices are sym-
plectic matrices. The symplecticity condition (82) imply
that

AB⊺, A⊺C, B⊺D and CD⊺ are symmetric,

AD⊺ −BC⊺ = I2. (83)

Moreover, the Hamiltonian equations, (78), are equiva-
lent to,

Ȧ = C, A (v0, v0) = I2, (84)

Ḃ = D, B (v0, v0) = 02,

Ċ = R A, C (v0, v0) = 02,

Ḋ = R B, D (v0, v0) = I2,

due to eqs (75) and (79).
In this subsection, we outlined the phase space dynam-

ics and the Hamiltonian formulation of the light bun-
dle propagation. We realised that the screen–projected
geodesic deviation variables can be linearly transformed

from an initial point to a final point via a symplectic
matrix, T.

In the next subsection, we summarize the procedure
to reach the Hamilton–Jacobi equations. Note that this
is pivotal in the construction of the main body of the
paper where we introduce the paraxial wave equation of
the bundle.

D. Hamilton–Jacobi equations of the ray bundle

In this subsection, we summarize the relationship be-
tween the action functional of the null geodesic deviation
and the Hamilton–Jacobi equations. In order to achieve
this, for our generic canonical transformations,

ξ′ → ξ = ξ(ξ′, ξ̇′; v),

ξ̇′ → ξ̇ = ξ̇(ξ′, ξ̇′; v), (85)

we assume that

det

 ∂ (ξ, ξ′)

∂
(
ξ̇′, ξ′

)
 = det

[
∂ξ

∂ξ̇′

]
= detB ̸= 0, (86)

holds. Matrix B in the above is the upper–right block of
the symplectic ray bundle transfer matrix, T. The phys-
ical meaning of this assumption will become clear in a
while. For the time being, we can take it as a mathemat-
ical assumption which guarantees that our ray bundle
transformation is a free canonical transformation [53].
The associated 1–form

dS(ξ̇′, ξ′; v) = ξ̇′dξ′ − ξ̇dξ, (87)

of the transformation given in (85) is exact. Then, it can
be locally expressed as

S(ξ̇, ξ; v) → S(ξ, ξ′; v), (88)

via a Legendre transformation where S(ξ, ξ′; v) is given
by

S(ξ, ξ′; v) =

∫ ξ,v

ξ′,v0

ξ̇dξ −Hdv. (89)

Note that the action given in eq. (89) is exactly equal to
the reduced action, Sξ, of the ray bundle given in eq. (67).
Therefore, S = Sξ is indeed the generating function of
our free canonical transformation and from now on, we
will drop the suffix ξ from the action functional of the
geodesic deviation.

It can also be shown that for the corresponding free
canonical transformation, the quadratic generating func-
tion S(ξ, ξ′; v) can be written by matrix inner products
as [37, 54]

S(ξ, ξ′; v) =
1

2
ξ⊺DB−1ξ − ξ′⊺B−1ξ +

1

2
ξ′⊺B−1Aξ′.

(90)
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In the Appendix of [21], we provided the explicit calcu-
lations to show that S(ξ, ξ′; v) satisfies

ξ̇ =
∂S

∂ξ
, ξ̇′ = − ∂S

∂ξ′
, (91)

and the Hamilton–Jacobi equations

∂S

∂v
+H = 0. (92)

This is expected from any such generating function of a
free linear canonical transformation [54]. Similar proofs
can also be found in other works in which one focuses
on the linear canonical transforms of systems guided by
quadratic Hamiltonians.

Let us now return to assumption (86) and its physi-
cal relevance. Recall that the angular diameter distance,
DA, and the luminosity distance, DL, between an emit-
ter and an observer are obtained via taking the ratios of
cross–sectional areas and solid angles at the source and
the observation points. For example, one can estimate
the cross–sectional area at point s via the measured solid
angle at a vertex point o. Then, the linear canonical
transform (symplectomorphysm) one needs to consider
is [

ξ

ξ̇

]
s

=

[
A B
C D

]
(vs,vo)

[
0

ξ̇

]
o

, (93)

in order the calculate the angular diameter distance.

Note that the initial deviation vector, ξ⃗′ = ξ⃗|o, is zero
in that case as the observer is located at the vertex of
the bundle. Then, the angular diameter distance is ob-
tained via [14, 21]

DA = ωodet |B (vs, vo)|1/2 . (94)

Likewise, one can reverse the situation and consider the
case where the bundle is initiated at the source location.
Then, the luminosity distance is given by

DL = ωsdet |B (vo, vs)|1/2 . (95)

The frequency factors in eqs. (94) and (95) appear due
to the solid angles being defined with respect to proper
length as in eq. (60). Namely, one needs to use the rela-
tionship dv = ωdl in order to use the correct parameter-
ization in the definition of the solid angle 7.

Now, it is clear that once the determinant of B be-
comes zero, the cross–sectional area of the bundle col-
lapses to a point or a line and the distance estimations be-
come impossible. Therefore, by assuming that detB ̸= 0,

7 We should also note that, matrix B is often denoted by the letter
D in the literature and it is referred to as the Jacobi matrix.
This is mainly because of the fact that only bundles starting
from a vertex point are considered in the cosmological distance
calculations. The physical importance of the total ray bundle
transfer matrix and its extensions were appreciated only in a few
studies [51, 52, 55–58].

one guarantees that there are no caustic points through-
out propagation of the null bundle [14]. This is equivalent
to the free canonical transform criteria given in eq. (86)
which leads one to the Hamilton–Jacobi equations (92).

In this section, we gave a brief summary of [21] in
which the dynamics of a thin null bundle was investi-
gated on a reduced phase space. We outlined that the
screen projections of the deviation vector act like canon-
ical coordinates and their derivatives act like canonical
momenta. We summarized the underlying Hamiltonian
formalism of this linear system and showed how to obtain
the Hamilton–Jacobi equations by standard techniques.

In the next section, we present the main body of the
paper which is essentially constructed on the correspon-
dence between the linear canonical transformations of the
null bundle and their associated metaplectic operators.
We later show that this methodology allows one to de-
fine Gaussian beams on generic curved spacetimes which
avoid caustics of the standard null bundles.

IV. WAVIZATION OF AN OBSERVED LIGHT
BEAM

In this section, we aim to answer the following ques-
tion. Can one recover some of the wave–like properties
of a light beam starting from its geometric optics limit?
In fact, a similar question was asked within the Newto-
nian optics community decades ago for light propagation
in inhomogeneous refractive media [59–61]. The main
idea behind the answer to such question was to use the
analogies between classical optics and quantum mechan-
ics [40, 62].

The procedure of obtaining a classical wave function by
making use of quantum mechanical techniques is some-
times referred to as wavization in the Newtonian optics
community [50, 63]. Most methods focus on phase space
formulations in the paraxial regime. In those studies,
the main focus is on the linear part of the propagation as
light passes through an optical device or a medium. The
corresponding evolution equation is the paraxial wave
equation which takes the same form as the Schrödinger
equation [50, 64–71]. The time independent version is
known as the paraxial Helmholtz equation. Those equa-
tions represent only classical effects and they do not refer
to any quantum behaviour.

Here, we present a similar work for light propagation
on a generic curved spacetime. The aim is to recover
some of the wave–like properties of a light beam by us-
ing some phase space quantization techniques. In our
approach, we adhere to the previous assumptions: (i) we
focus on only thin light bundles, (ii) we consider sources
of monochromatic light.
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A. The operator formalism

The operator formalism of quantum mechanics has
been adopted by the Newtonian optics community and
it has been used in many applications [50, 60, 72]. We
follow a similar procedure here.

In a previous work, we studied the propagation of a
thin null bundle on a reduced phase space and presented
its Hamiltonian formulation [21]. In Section III, we pre-
sented a summary of this work in which 2–dimensional
screen components, ξ, of the deviation vector, and their
derivatives, ξ̇, play the role of canonical coordinates and
momenta, respectively. This choice follows from the fact
that the physical observables such as the size and the
shape of a bundle, the wavefront curvature, power con-
tained in the bundle or the distance estimations reside
solely on the observational screen–projections of the de-
viation vector and its derivatives. The dyad basis of the
observational screen is known as the Sachs basis, s⃗a, with
{a, b} = {1, 2}. This basis is parallel propagated along

the propagation direction, k⃗. As we chose to construct a
phase space via the dyad basis components, the compo-
nents ξ and ξ̇ are raised and lowered by a 2–dimensional
Kronecker delta. This means that the Lagrangian sub–
spaces of the phase is flat and the phase space is analo-
gous to the one of a 2–dimensional oscillator in classical
mechanics.

Let us now define the phase space operators of our sys-
tem. We start with the ones associated with the canon-
ical coordinates, ξ, and the canonical momenta, ξ̇. We
define them through the Schrödinger operators acting on
L2(R2) of square-integrable functions. To be more spe-
cific, they act on an arbitrary function f , as

ξ̂ [f ] := f · ξ, (96)

ˆ̇
ξ [f ] := −i∇f, with, ∇ :=

∂

∂ξ
. (97)

Here, ∇ represents the gradient operator with respect
to the screen components of the deviation vector. Those
operators satisfy the commutation rule[

ˆ̇
ξa, ξ̂b

]
= −iδab. (98)

In order to obtain the Hamiltonian operator, we replace
the canonical coordinates and momenta in the Hamilto-
nian function, (74), with their corresponding operators
given in eqs. (96) and (97), i.e.,

Ĥ (z, t) =
1

2
ẑ†Ω⊺Hẑ, with ẑ =

[
ξ̂
ˆ̇
ξ

]
=


ξ̂1

ξ̂2

ˆ̇
ξ1
ˆ̇
ξ2

 , (99)

where “†” denotes the conjugate transpose operator.
Note that as we are considering only quadratic Hamil-
tonians, there is no ordering problem here. The Hamil-
tonian operator in eq. (99) can be written more explicitly

as

Ĥ =
1

2
ˆ̇
ξ
†ˆ̇
ξ − 1

2
ξ̂†R ξ̂, (100)

in which R is the symmetric optical tidal matrix as
in eq. (44) that incorporates the information about the
spacetime curvature along the propagation direction.

B. Propagator of the wave function associated with
the light beam

In the null bundle approach, the information about
the trajectory of each geodesic in the bundle is coarse–
grained. Here, we assign a wave function to this coarse-
grained system of particles. Accordingly, the wave func-
tion can be understood as an effective wave function asso-
ciated with a collection of non–interacting particles, i.e.,
the null dust. In the previous subsection, we presented
the Schrödinger operators of the phase space. Those will
be used in the evolution equation of the light beam wave
function in the current section.

In Section III, we showed that there exists a 4×4 sym-
plectic ray bundle transfer matrix, T, that takes an initial
phase space vector, z0, to a final one, z. Those matrices
form a symplectic group which we denote as Sp(4,R). We
now introduce the metaplectic group, Mp(4,R), which is
the unitary representation of the double cover of Sp(4,R)
[73]. This means that for every ray bundle transforma-
tion matrix, T, there exist two unitary operators belong-
ing to Mp(4,R) which differ by a sign [37, 39]. Metaplec-

tic operators, Û , act on the space of square integrable
functions and they are viewed as generalized quadratic
Fourier transformers. Accordingly, they act as propaga-
tors for our square integrable wave functions.

To be more specific, let us consider the following inte-
gral transform [38]

Ψ (ξ, v) = Û(T)[Ψ0] :=

∫ ∞

−∞
Ψ0 (ξ′, v′)K (ξ, v; ξ′, v′) d2ξ′.

(101)

Here, the metaplectic operator, Û(T), associated with
the ray bundle transfer matrix, T, acts as a propagator

of the wave function along k⃗. Namely, it is represented by
a kernel, K (ξ, v; ξ′, v′), which propagates an initial wave
function, Ψ0 (ξ′, v′), to a final one, Ψ (ξ, v). Let us recall
one more time that the evolution parameter in question
is the affine parameter, v, that parameterizes the integral

curves of k⃗ in this work.
The explicit form of the kernel can be obtained through

the semi–classical method of Van Vleck [74], Morette [75]
and Van Hove [76] (See also [77].). For a system defined
on a 4–dimensional phase space, it takes the following
form

K (ξ, v; ξ′, v′) =

(
1

2πi

)
|∆|1/2 exp (iS), (102)
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where

∆ = det

[
− ∂2S

∂ξ∂ξ′

]
(103)

is known as the Van Vleck determinant. Note that in
our case, S corresponds to the action functional of the
geodesic deviation vector which can be locally expressed
through ξ and ξ′. Then, substitution of

S(ξ, ξ′; v) =
1

2
ξ⊺DB−1ξ − ξ′⊺B−1ξ +

1

2
ξ′⊺B−1Aξ′,

which was previously given in eq. (90) into kernel in
eq. (102) allows us to write it explicitly through the sub–
matrices of the ray bundle transformation matrix, T. It
follows as

K (ξ, v; ξ′, v′) =
1

2πi

∣∣det
(
B−1

)∣∣1/2 exp (iS (ξ, ξ′, v)).

(104)

In the Newtonian optics, the kernel analogous to the one
in eq. (104) is known after Collins [59]. A similar result
can be also found in [78].

The wave function in eq. (101) that is attributed
to a classical light beam here, is known to satisfy a
Schrödinger–like equation [50, 64, 66–71]

i
∂Ψ

∂v
= ĤΨ, (105)

which is sometimes referred to as paraxial wave equa-
tion in Newtonian optics. This follows from the fact
that in the paraxial regime, second derivative of the wave
function, with respect to the axis parameter, is assumed
to be small and the ordinary wave equation reduces to
eq. (105)[50]. In our case, the physical problem is not
much different, as we consider only thin light bundles
which are studied via the linear geodesic deviation equa-
tion. The geodesic deviation variables of the bundle are
transformed by a matrix transformation, T, whose ana-
logue in the Newtonian paraxial optics is known as the
ABCD matrix.

In the next subsection, we identify what the paraxial
wave equation (105) implies for null bundles. This anal-
ysis will be important for the following sections once we
relate the wavization procedure to physical observables
of a light beam.

C. Hydrodynamic analogy and the origin of the
wave–like behaviour

In order to demonstrate what kind of physical informa-
tion the paraxial wave equation, (105), incorporates we
use its analogy with the hydrodynamic evolution equa-
tions. Note that a similar approach has been under-
taken since the early times of quantum mechanics. This
formalism is known due to Madelung’s work [79] and

it is often referred to as the hydrodynamic interpreta-
tion. In the quantum case, the hydrodynamic interpre-
tation is mathematically equivalent to the well–known
de Broglie–Bohm theory [80–82]. Madelung’s approach
and de Broglie–Bohm theory differ ontologically in the
sense that the former is a genuine statistical interpreta-
tion while the latter is often interpreted as a determin-
istic theory. For our classical wavization problem, there
is no necessity for an “interpretation”. We will see in
the following sections that those hydrodynamic evolution
equations are closely related to the physically measurable
quantities of a light beam without referring to any prob-
abilistic framework.

Let us start investigating the paraxial wave equation
by reconsidering the wave function that represents the
null bundle. First, we write it in its polar form as

Ψ (ξ, v) = R exp (iS ),

(106)

where R and S are real functions. Once Ψ is substituted
in eq. (105), one can decompose the paraxial wave equa-
tion into its pure imaginary and real parts. We present
them respectively as

∂R

∂v
= −1

2
[R∇⊺∇S + (∇S )

⊺
(∇R) + (∇R)

⊺
(∇S )] ,

(107)

and

∂S

∂v
= −

[
1

2
(∇S )

⊺
(∇S ) − 1

2
ξ⊺R ξ − 1

2R
∇⊺∇R

]
,

(108)

where ∇ = ∂/∂ξ as in eq. (97).
Let us now define

R2 := I =
(
Ψ†Ψ

)
and ∇S := p = p1s⃗1 + p2s⃗2,

(109)

and substitute R and ∇S in eqs. (107) and (108). Then,
we can rewrite those equations respectively as

∂I

∂v
+ ∇⊺ (I p) = 0, (110)

and

∂S

∂v
= −

(
H (ξ,p) + W

)
, (111)

where

W := − 1

2R
∇⊺∇R. (112)

Here, the function H(ξ, ξ̇) refers to the reduced Hamil-
tonian function of the ray bundle given in eq. (72) and
we refer to W as the wave potential.

Then, we realise that the pure imaginary part,
eq. (110), of the paraxial wave equation, corresponds to
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a continuity equation for I which represents the inten-
sity of the beam. The real part, eq. (111), corresponds
to an equation similar to the Hamilton–Jacobi equation,
(92), of the underlying linear geodesic deviation of the
null bundle with an extra term, W . Also , note that
in eq. (111), the Hamiltonian function, H, inputs p in-

stead of ξ̇. According to the hydrodynamic analogy, the
p = ∇S term can be interpreted as the representative
or effective momenta of the wavized beam similar to a
streamline momenta. With this, and eq. (108), the asso-
ciated equations of motion can then be written as

dp

dv
= −

(
∇V + ∇W

)
, (113)

where V = −ξ⊺R ξ/2 is the ray bundle potential which
was first introduced in eq. (73). Now, it is easy to see
that if W → 0, then

p → ξ̇, (114)

H (ξ,p) → H(ξ, ξ̇), (115)

dp

dv
= −

(
∇V + ∇W

)
→ ξ̈ = R ξ. (116)

This means that the wave potential, W , is the object that
is responsible for the wave–like behaviour of the bundle.
This is similar to the case in the Madelung–de Broglie–
Bohm formalism where the quantum potential is solely
responsible for the quantum behaviour of a given system.

At this point, we should also mention that the hydro-
dynamic analogy being a useful tool in extracting the
wave–like properties of classical and quantum systems
was also discussed in [83]. We believe this formalism is
relevant in our problem as well since light bundles are
represented by an effective stress–energy tensor of a null
dust in the geometric optics limit. Most importantly, we
will see that the hydrodynamic analogy helps us in dis-
tinguishing light beams which can avoid caustics form
the ones which can not, in Section VI.

In the next section, we study light bundles initiated
from a point source. We investigate the evolution of the
light bundle wave function and compare its associated
observables with the ones of the standard null bundle
approach.

V. POINT SOURCES

A. Wave function and its physical relevance

We now follow the standard assumption of optics in
cosmology. That is, we consider a point source which
emits spherical waves and only a small section of the
wavefront is accessible to an observer who is located at
a far distance. One can also reverse the situation and
assume that an observer shoots a light beam on the past
null cone. In either of the cases, the congruence of null
geodesics originates from a vertex point and the initial

deviation vector components are zero, i.e., ξ0 = 0. Ac-
cordingly, the initial wave function we assign to a bundle
can be written as a delta distribution, i.e.,

Ψ0 (ξ′, v′) = Cδ (ξ′ − ξ0, v
′) = Cδ (ξ′ − 0, v′) , (117)

where C is some constant. Once we substitute this initial
wave function into the integral transform in eq. (101), we
obtain the final wave function of the point source (P.S.)
as

ΨP.S. (ξ, v) =
C

2π |detB|1/2
exp

(
i

2

[
ξ⊺DB−1ξ − π

])
,

(118)

in its polar form ΨP.S. (ξ, v) = RP.S. exp (iSP.S.). Mean-
ing, both the amplitude,

RP.S. =
C

2π |detB|1/2
, (119)

and the phase,

SP.S. =
1

2

[
ξ⊺DB−1ξ − π

]
, (120)

are real in this form.
In order to understand what the phase function SP.S.

represents, let us consider the generic bundle transfor-
mation. Let us recall that the geometry of a null bundle

can be studied via two linearly independent solutions, ξ⃗⊥

and
⃗̃
ξ⊥, of the null geodesic deviation equation projected

on a local 2–dimensional screen. Namely, for

Q =

[
ξ1 ξ̃1

ξ2 ξ̃2

]
and P =

[
ξ̇1

˙̃
ξ1

ξ̇2
˙̃
ξ2

]
, (121)

the wavefront curvature of the bundle can be obtained
through Γ = PQ−1 as outlined in Section II C. It is easy
to check that Q and P obey the same phase space trans-
formation rules, eq. (79), as the individual solutions ξ

and ξ̃. That is,

Q = AQ′ + BP′,

P = CQ′ + DP′, (122)

where the 2 × 2 matrices A,B,C and D are the sub–
blocks of the ray bundle transformation matrix, T, as
before. The primed objects indicate the initial values.
For the case of point sources we have Q′ = 0, as the
initial deviation vectors are zero at a vertex point. Then,

ΓP.S. = PQ−1 = DB−1 (123)

gives the wavefront curvature of a bundle initiated from
a point source. Note that this term is exactly equal
to the phase function SP.S. in eq. (120) in the so–
called wavized case8. Let us recall that the deforma-
tion rate matrix, Γab, relates the projected solutions of

8 Indeed, there is also a π/2 phase shift on which will discuss in
the future.
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the geodesic deviation equation to their derivatives, i.e.,

ξ̇a = ⟨s⃗a, ξbDs⃗b k⃗⟩ = Γabξ
b. Then, for null rays initiated

from a point source, ΓP.S. is exactly equal to the deforma-
tion rate matrix given in eq. (32). Its components give
the expansion and shear scalars of the bundle through
eq. (33).

We now investigate what the amplitude, RP.S., repre-
sents. From our previous discussions, we know that the
determinant of Q gives the cross–sectional area of a ray
bundle. Then, for a bundle initiated from a point source,
i.e., Q′ = 0, we have

δXP.S. = detQ = det (BP′) . (124)

Here, P′ is a constant matrix which gives the initial val-
ues of the derivatives of the deviation vectors. We remind
that this is the matrix through which one calculates the
the solid angles (See Section II E.). Then, we have

RP.S. ∼ |detB|−1/2 ∼ δX −1/2
P.S. ∼ D−1

L , (125)

where the definition of the luminosity distance, DL, was
first presented earlier, in eq. (95). This means that the
amplitude of the wave function is inversely proportional
to the luminosity distance.

In summary, for a wavized beam initiated from a point
source, the phase function, SP.S., gives the wavefront
curvature matrix and it takes the same form as the one
for a standard null bundle. The amplitude, RP.S., of the
wave function is inversely proportional to the square root
of the cross–sectional area of the beam. In other words,
it is inversely proportional to the luminosity distance.

B. The evolution equations and the power
conservation

We now analyze the pure imaginary and the real parts
of the paraxial wave equation for a beam initiated at
a point source. We start with the pure imaginary part
which takes the form of a continuity equation, (110), for
the intensity. For this, let us first write the intensity
function for the point source case as,

IP.S. = Ψ†
P.S.ΨP.S. =

(
C

2π

)2

|detB|−1
. (126)

Then, we find the term that is interpreted as the effective
momenta in the continuity equation as

pP.S. := ∇SP.S. = ΓP.S.ξ, (127)

where SP.S. is given in eq. (120). The second equality
in the above follows from the fact that ΓP.S. = DB−1 is
symmetric9. Then it is easy to show that the continuity

9 This is due to the symplectic symmetry B⊺D = D⊺B of the ray
bundle transformation matrix, T, presented in eq. (83).

equation takes the form,

dIP.S.

dv
= −Tr (ΓP.S.) IP.S. = −2θIP.S., (128)

where θ is the expansion scalar10 of the null bundle. We
also realise this continuity equation is equivalent to the
evolution equation of the squared amplitude of the elec-
tromagnetic wave in the leading order approximation of
the JWKB–like method. That is, eq. (128) is equivalent
to eq. (56) of the geometric optics limit.

It is known that in quantum mechanics, the
Schrödinger equation preserves the norm of a wave func-
tion which is normalized to one. In our case, it is the
paraxial wave equation, (105), that preserves the non–
unit norm. Namely,

P =

∫ ξ∗

0

(
Ψ†Ψ

)
d2ξ, (129)

is invariant throughout the evolution. In our classical pic-
ture, P corresponds to the integrated intensity over the
cross–sectional area. It represents the power contained
within a light beam.

In order to show that P is conserved, we first con-
sider the evolution equation for the cross–sectional area,
δXP.S. = detQ = det (BP′), of the beam. Once we take

its derivative along the propagation direction, k⃗, we ob-
tain

d (detQ)

dv
= Tr (ΓP.S.) (detQ) , (130)

by making use of the Hamilton’s equations, (84), in the
matrix form. Then, we observe that the power is indeed
conserved, i.e.,

dPP.S.

dv
=

dIP.S.

dv
δXP.S. + IP.S.

dδXP.S.

dv
= 0, (131)

due to the evolution equations of intensity and the cross–
sectional area, presented in eqs. (128) and (130) respec-
tively. In other words, the imaginary part of the parax-
ial wave equation guarantees that the power is constant
throughout the propagation. This means that the evo-
lution equation of IP.S. is a genuine continuity equation,
rather than being a mere analogy. We should note that
this result is also equivalent to the photon number con-
servation of the bundle which is sometimes referred to
as the area law in the cosmological context, as given in
eq. (58).

Let us now look into the real part of the paraxial
wave equation. First thing to check is the value of
the wave potential, W , as it is the object that dif-
ferentiates the evolution equations of a wavized light

10 As ΓP.S. is equal to the deformation rate matrix of the corre-
sponding ray bundle, the trace of ΓP.S. gives twice the expansion
scalar through eq. (33).
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bundle from the Hamilton–Jacobi equation of the stan-
dard null bundle. By substituting the amplitude func-

tion RP.S. = C/ (2π |detB|)1/2 in the definition of W in
eq. (112), we determine that the wave potential of a point
source wave function is zero, i.e., WP.S. = 0. This follows
from the fact that the intensity of the wave is homoge-
neous on the observational screen and its value is same
as the one of the electromagnetic field corresponding to
the central null geodesic in the geometric optics limit.

Moreover, it is easy to show that the effective mo-
menta, pP.S., of the wavized beam given in eq. (127) are

indeed equal to ξ̇ = DB−1ξ which are the canonical mo-
menta of the standard null bundle. Then, the real part
of the paraxial wave equation is equal to the Hamilton–
Jacobi equation, (92), of the ordinary thin null bundle
formulation. Accordingly, the equations of motion of the
wavized beam are same as the screen projected geodesic
deviation equations, ξ̈ = R ξ.

We should note that this result is directly related to the
evolution equation of the wavefront curvature matrix. As
ΓP.S. is equal to the deformation rate matrix, we expect
it to satisfy the real, non–linear Riccati equation,

Γ̇P.S. + ΓP.S..ΓP.S. − R = 0. (132)

We observe that the equation above is indeed satisfied
once we make use of the matrix Hamiltonian eqs. (84)
that govern the evolution of the ray bundle. Eventually,
solving this evolution equation for ΓP.S. is equivalent to
solving the Sachs optical equations of a standard bundle
as we discussed in Section II C.

We complete this section by reaching the following con-
clusion. In the case of a perfect point source, the evo-
lution equations of a wavized bundle involve the same
information as the evolution equations of a standard ray
bundle. No new information can be gained through the
so–called wavization procedure. This situation is anal-
ogous to the propagation of almost–spherical waves in
the paraxial Newtonian optics. In the next section, we
explore more interesting solutions of the wavization pro-
cedure in which non–trivial results are obtained.

VI. GAUSSIAN BEAMS

The connection between the paraxial ray optics and the
mathematical formulation of Gaussian beams was estab-
lished around the 1960s in the Newtonian optics commu-
nity [65–68]. On the other hand, there is no a consensus
in the literature on a unique method to obtain a Gaus-
sian beam profile starting from the standard ray theory
[61, 84]. The only common ground is the introduction
of complex variables. For example, in the early works,
it was stated that when the position and the direction
of a ray take complex values, the curvature of the wave-
front also becomes complex. This results in a transverse
profile for the wave amplitude [68, 85, 86]. In that case,
the Riccati equation that govern the evolution of the cur-
vature matrix of the wavefront and which is real in the

ray optics scenario becomes complex [84, 87, 88]. For
practical applications, authors independently consider a
complex refractive index, a complex wave vector and a
complex eikonal in order to study the Gaussian beams
[89–92]. When the complex geometric optics was devel-
oped, it was argued that the light follows trajectories in
a genuinely complex space and the initial values of a tra-
jectory take complex values in order to create the wave
effects [88, 93, 94]. We should also note that a unified
view was established recently through the introduction
of a complex Maxwell stress–energy tensor in the New-
tonian optics [95].

The method we adopt in this work is aligned mostly
with the works of Arnaud [68] and Cerveny [84, 96] where
the authors focus on those rays whose displacement vec-
tors take complex values when measured from an axis.
In our case, it is the relative dynamics of the central null
geodesic and the outer–most geodesic that shapes the
physical observables. Therefore, the location at which
the ray pierces a transverse screen is obtained through
the geodesic deviation vector. In this respect, we focus
on the complex sum of two real solutions of the geodesic
deviation equation.

In the following sections, we suggest a geometric con-
struction which results in a Gaussian beam profile for
a narrow beam initiated from a small, yet a finite sized
source. The characteristic parameters of this beam de-
pend on the curvature of the underlying spacetime rather
than random processes.

A. On the complex wavefront curvature

For a generic beam, the amplitude of the intensity of
light changes not only in the propagation direction but
also in the transverse direction. For a Gaussian beam,
the intensity is maximum at the center and it decays ex-
ponentially towards the edges of a v = constant surface.
In order to have such an exponential decay, one requires
a complex curvature matrix, Γ = ΓR + iΓI of the wave-
front, where ΓR and ΓI are real. To be more specific,
the corresponding wave function of the beam should be
in the form

Ψ =
κ

(detQ)
1/2

exp

(
i

2
ξ⊺ΓRξ

)
exp

(
−1

2
ξ⊺ΓIξ

)
,

(133)

where κ = (I0 detQ′)
1/2

is a constant with I0 being the
initial intensity of the beam and Q′ being the initial value
of the complex matrix Q. Note that without the com-
plex part, ΓI, of the wavefront curvature matrix, the ex-
ponential decay of the amplitude is not possible. Here,
we should also mention that ξ is not representing the de-
viation vector of the outer–most geodesic of the bundle
any longer. Rather, it is a variable on the 2–dimensional
screen space. We also note that detQ is independent of
ξ. Its specification will be clear in a while.
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In the previous sections, we only considered those cur-
vature matrices which are real. This was because of the
fact that we considered real solutions of the geodesic de-
viation equation to construct Q and P matrices. In order
to obtain the aforementioned complex curvature matrix,
Γ = PQ−1, one needs to consider complex solutions, or
as we do here, complex combinations of real solutions
of the geodesic deviation equation. Let us write them
explicitly as,

Q = QR + iQI, P := Q̇ = Q̇R + iQ̇I. (134)

In general, one can consider any four linearly independent
solutions to construct the complex Q (and P) matrices
as long as certain criteria are satisfied. To be specific, in
order for a Gaussian beam to be well defined throughout
the propagation, it has to fulfill the following require-
ments [35]

i) The matrix Q should be regular for all values of the
evolution parameter v. This means detQ ̸= 0∀ v,

ii) ΓI should be positive definite,

iii) The complex curvature matrix, Γ, should be sym-
metric. In other words, both ΓR and ΓI should be
symmetric matrices.

It is known that as long as the criteria above are satis-
fied at the initial point, they are satisfied throughout the
evolution [84].

In this subsection, we outlined the necessary conditions
for a Gaussian beam to be well–defined. In the next
one, we show how Γ and Q evolve, while the Gaussian
intensity profile is preserved.

B. Gaussian beams remain Guassian

In order for the Gaussian wave function in eq. (133)
to be a solution of the paraxial wave eq. (105) for each
value of the affine parameter v, it has to preserve its
form throughout the propagation. This imposes certain
relationships: (i) between the initial, Γ′, and the final, Γ,
values of the complex wavefront curvature; (ii) between
the initial, Q′, and final values of the complex matrix,
Q. Those are respectively given by [65, 68]

Γ = (C + DΓ′) (A + BΓ′)
−1

(135)

and

Q = Q′ (A + BΓ′) . (136)

The relations above are known as the ABCD law in the
Newtonian optics literature. Even though those results
are a well–known, we provide a detailed proof of their
derivation in Appendix A, for the completeness of the
paper. We also would like to highlight that eqs. (135) and
(136) hold due to the underlying symplectic symmetries
of the ray bundle transformation matrix, T.

C. The principal curvatures and the widths

We know from Section II C that for light bundles whose
deviation vector is in orthogonal correspondence with its
propagation vector, the principal curvatures of the wave-
front are found through the eigenvalues of a real curva-
ture matrix, Γ. The wavefront, in that case, is defined
by a surface which represents both the constant phase
and the constant amplitude surfaces of a wave field. For
the Gaussian beams, the situation is different. Namely,
the constant amplitude and the constant phase surfaces
do not coincide. Accordingly, we need to define both
the principal curvatures and the widths in order to char-
acterize the geometry of the beam. This requires the
simultaneous diagonalization of the real part, ΓR, and
the imaginary part, ΓI, of the complex curvature ma-
trix, Γ. Essentially, we are looking for a non–singular,
real transformation that takes the Sachs basis into a pos-
sibly non–orthonormal basis with respect to which the
curvature matrix, Γ, is diagonalized. We require this in
order for the principal curvatures and the widths to be
consistently defined.

Simultaneous diagonalization of two real matrices is
not a trivial problem in mathematics. However, if those
two matrices are symmetric and at least one of the matri-
ces is positive definite, then the simultaneous diagonal-
ization is possible [97]. In Section VI A, we mentioned
that in order to have a well defined Gaussian beam, both
ΓR and ΓI have to be symmetric. In addition, ΓI has to
be positive definite. Thus, diagonalization of Γ is possi-
ble.

In Appendix B, we outline the set of transformations
one needs to apply on ΓR and ΓI in order to diagonalize
them simultaneously. Essentially, we transform the Sachs
basis, s⃗, into a new spatial, 2–dimensional, real screen
basis, e⃗, via

s = M e, (137)

where M is orthonormal. Then, the Sachs basis com-
ponents, ξ, of the screen projected deviation vector are
transformed via

ξ = M r, (138)

where r is the position vector on the 2–dimensional screen
in the new basis. The procedure presented in Appendix B
allows us to put the wave function of a generic Gaussian
beam in eq. (133) into the following form,

Ψ =
κ

(detQ)
1/2

exp

(
i

2
r⊺ΛΓR

r

)
exp

(
−1

2
r⊺ΛΓI

r

)
.

(139)
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Here,

ΛΓR
= M ⊺ΓRM =

[
K1 0
0 K2

]
,

ΛΓI
= M ⊺ΓIM =

[
W−2

1 0
0 W−2

2

]
,

(140)

with {K1(v),K2(v)} being the principal curvatures of the
Gaussian beam and {W1(v),W2(v)} represent its widths
given at some value of v.

D. Finite sources

1. The geometric construction

In this section, we suggest a method which both fulfils
the criteria (i)–(iii) of Section VI A for having a well–
defined Gaussian beam and which allows one to obtain
the physical parameters of a beam explicitly. We should
note that the geometric construction we propose here
formulates a Gaussian beam which initiates from a fi-
nite source. However, it should be noted that this is not
a unique way of formulating a Gaussian beam and one
might consider other options for different physical sce-
narios.

FIG. 3. Two null congruences, C 1○, and C 2○ initiated from a
finite source, S. Those are represented by dashed lines. The
Gaussian beam is obtained through their complex sum and it
is sketched in solid lines here.

Let us begin with considering two null congruences,
C 1○ and C 2○, which share the same central null geodesic

with a tangent vector k⃗ (See Fig. (3).). We denote the
Sachs basis components of two linearly independent, real
solutions of the geodesic deviation equation of C 1○ as η
and η̃. Similarly, the Sachs basis components of any two
linearly independent, real solutions belonging to C 2○ are

denoted as ζ and ζ̃ (See Fig. (4).). We use the deviation
vectors of the first congruence, C 1○, to construct the ma-
trix QR and the ones of the second congruence, C 2○, to
construct QI, i.e.,

QR =

[
η1 η̃1

η2 η̃2

]
, QI =

[
ζ1 ζ̃1

ζ2 ζ̃2

]
. (141)

Next, for each congruence, we pick different initial con-
ditions for the solutions of the geodesic deviation equa-
tion. Namely,

{η′ ̸= 0, η̇′ = 0} and {η̃′ ̸= 0, ˙̃η′ = 0} for C 1○.

{ζ′ = 0, ζ̇′ ̸= 0} and {ζ̃′ = 0, ˙̃ζ′ ̸= 0} for C 2○,

(142)

We will see in a while that having a complex Q, i.e.,
Q = QR+iQI as above allows us to extend the formalism
from point sources to finite sources.

Those four solutions of the projected geodesic devia-
tion equation are propagated as in eq. (79) via the sym-
plectic transformation matrix, T. Accordingly, so do the
real and imaginary parts of Q and P := Q̇ matrices.
Then, we have

QR = AQ′
R + BP′

R, QI = AQ′
I + BP′

I,

PR = CQ′
R + DP′

R, PI = CQ′
I + DP′

I.

s⃗1

s⃗2

e⃗1

e⃗2

⃗̃
ζ⊥

ζ⃗⊥
⃗̃η⊥

η⃗⊥

FIG. 4. Projected solutions of the geodesic deviation equation
for congruences C 1○ and C 2○.

Next, we calculate the complex curvature matrix as

Γ = PQ−1 = (PR + iPI) (QR + iQI)
−1
,

Γ = (CQ′
R + iDP′

I) (AQ′
R + iBP′

I)
−1
, (143)

with the initial conditions (142), i.e., {P′
R = 0,Q′

I = 0}.
In addition, the initial values Q′

R and P′
I are chosen in

such a way that they satisfy

Q′
R = W0

2I2P
′
I, (144)

where W0 corresponds to the initial width of the beam
that is sometimes referred to as the waist or the spot
size. Such a choice of initial conditions allows one to
study a beam which expands starting from its waist. It
incorporates information about the initial area of a finite
size from which light rays are initiated [61]. Substitution
of the initial conditions in eq. (144) into the complex
curvature matrix in eq. (143) gives

ΓG.B. =
(
C̃ + iD

)(
Ã + iB

)−1

, (145)
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where we write Ã = W0
2A and C̃ = W0

2C for simpler
notation. Then, the curvature matrix can be written in
the form ΓG.B. = ΓR + iΓI with11

ΓR =
[
C̃Ã⊺ + DB⊺

] [
ÃÃ⊺ + BB⊺

]−1

, (146)

ΓI = W0
2
[
ÃÃ⊺ + BB⊺

]−1

. (147)

Note that all of the criteria required for a well–defined
Gaussian beam propagation are fulfilled in this case.
Meaning,

i) Q = AQ′ + iBP′ is regular everywhere,

ii) ΓI is positive definite,

iii) ΓR and ΓI which are respectively given in
eqs. (146) and (147) are symmetric matrices.

The proof of those results are presented in Appendix C.

2. Evolution equations and the power conservation

We now study the evolution equations of the Gaussian
beam presented in the previous subsection. Let us recall
that in the case of a beam initiated from a point source,
the wavization procedure does not bring any new infor-
mation to the standard null bundle evolution equations.
Here, we identify certain wave–like properties of a Gaus-
sian beam while keeping track of the differences between
beams of point sources and finite sources.

In order to investigate the Gaussian beam evolution
within the hydrodynamic analogy, we have to put the
Gaussian wave function in eq. (133) into its polar form.
However, it is not immediately obvious whether this is
possible for a generic Gaussian wave function, as the de-
terminant of Q that appears inside the square root is
complex. On the other hand, the geometric construction
we presented in Section VI D 1 allows us to perform the
following manipulations.

We start with decomposing detQ1/2, that appears on
the denominator of the Gaussian wave function (133),
into its real and pure imaginary parts. For this, we first
substitute the initial conditions mentioned earlier into
Q = AQ′ + iBP′. Then, its determinant follows as,

detQ = det
(
Ã + iB

)
detP′ (148)

11 In order to find the real and the pure imaginary parts of ΓG.B.,

we first replace
(
Ã+ iB

)−1
in eq. (145) with(

Ã− iB
)⊺ [(

Ã+ iB
)(

Ã− iB
)⊺]−1

.

Then, we use the symplectic properties AB⊺ = BA⊺ and DA⊺−
CB⊺ = I2 of the ray bundle transformation matrix given in
eq. (83).

In that case, the Gaussian wave function can be rewritten
as

Ψ =
β(

det
[
Ã + iB

])1/2
exp

(
i

2
ξ⊺ΓRξ

)
exp

(
−1

2
ξ⊺ΓIξ

)
.

(149)

Here, the (detP′)
−1/2

is absorbed in the constant κ of

eq. (133), i.e., β = κ (detP′)
−1/2

= I
1/2
0 W 2

0 .
Now, the problem reduces to finding the real and pure

imaginary parts of (det[Ã + iB])1/2. For this, we will use
the fact that there exists a unitary matrix12,

u =
[
ÃÃ⊺ + BB⊺

]−1/2 (
Ã + iB

)
, (150)

associated with
(
Ã + iB

)
. It follows from the definition

of the unitary matrices that, u can be uniquely factorized
as a product of two unitary matrices, i.e., u = u1u2,
where u1 = exp (iα/2)I2 and u2 ∈ SU(2). Then, taking
the determinant of both sides of eq. (150) gives us13

det
(
Ã + iB

)
= W 2

0 exp (iα) (detΓI)
−1/2

. (151)

Finally, we substitute equation above into eq. (149) and
we obtain the Gaussian wave function in its polar form
as,

ΨG.B. = RG.B. exp (iSG.B.), (152)

where

RG.B. =
I
1/2
0 W0

detΓI
−1/4

exp

(
−1

2
ξ⊺ΓIξ

)
, (153)

and

SG.B. =
1

2
ξ⊺ΓRξ − α

2
. (154)

Let us now investigate the physical observables associ-
ated with the Gaussian beam. We start with the intensity
profile,

IG.B. = Ψ†
G.B.ΨG.B. =

I0W
2
0 exp (−ξ⊺ΓIξ)

detΓI
−1/2

. (155)

The first thing we realise is that as opposed to the in-
tensity profile, IP.S. = IP.S.(v), of a point source given

12 In Appendix C, we reminded the Iwasawa pre–decomposition via
which the symplectic matrix, T, can be factorized into three por-
tions: the shearing matrix, the pure magnifier and the fractional
Fourier transformer. We highlight that the unitary matrix in
eq. (150) is a slight modification of the unitary matrix, (C4),
that is associated with the fractional Fourier transformer part of
T. They are equal when the initial width is set to 1.

13 Here we use eq. (147), and the symplectic condition AB⊺ =
(AB⊺)⊺ given in eq. (83).
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in eq. (126), the Gaussian beam intensity, IG.B.(ξ, v),
changes along the transverse plane. Once we integrate
the Gaussian beam intensity in eq. (155) along the trans-
verse plane, we find the power contained in the Gaussian
beam, i.e.,

PG.B. =

∫ ∞

−∞
IG.Bd

2ξ = P0, (156)

where P0 = I0
(
πW 2

0

)
is a constant that gives the ini-

tial power contained within the beam. Thus, similar to
the bundle initiated from a point source, the power is
conserved within our Gaussian beam initiated at a finite
extend.

Next, we look into the the evolution equations and we
start our analysis with the imaginary part of the paraxial
wave equation. For this, we first calculate pG.B. which
can be interpreted as the representative effective mo-
menta of the beam. Through its definition in eq. (109) it
follows as

pG.B. = ∇SG.B. = ΓRξ. (157)

Substitution of IG.B. and pG.B. into the imaginary part
of the paraxial wave equation, (110), gives an evolution
equation for ΓI as,

Γ̇I + ΓIΓR + ΓRΓI = 0. (158)

Note that this equation is equivalent to,

d (detΓI)

dv
= −2 (TrΓR) (detΓI) . (159)

As the imaginary part of the wavefront curvature, ΓI,
represents the widths of the beam after a proper diago-
nalization process, we reach the conclusion that the imag-
inary part of the paraxial wave equation determines how
the widths of the beam evolve.

We now consider the real part of the paraxial wave
equation, that is in the form of a Hamilton–Jacobi equa-
tion with an extra wave potential, W . Accordingly, we
first obtain the wave potential, by substituting RG.B.

into its definition given in eq. (112). Then, we get

WG.B. =
1

2
(TrΓI + ξ⊺ΓIΓIξ) . (160)

Finally, substitution of this result, SG.B. and pG.B. into
the real part of the paraxial wave equation, (111), gives
us

Γ̇R + ΓRΓR + ΓIΓI − R = 0, (161)

with

α̇ = TrΓI. (162)

Here, α is the argument of the determinant of the unitary
matrix defined in eq. (150). As the principal curvatures
of the wavefront are obtained via the diagonalization of
the real part of the curvature matrix, ΓR, we conclude
that the real part of the paraxial wave equation provides
an evolution equation for the principal curvatures of the
beam.

3. Comparison with point sources

The Gaussian beam of a finite source demonstrates
some wave–like properties as opposed to the wave func-
tion of a beam initiated at a point source. We list those
properties as the following:

(i) One of the fundamental trait of wave–like phenom-
ena in nature is that the amplitude and the phase
functions of a wave are coupled. When we look
into the evolution eqs. (158) and (161) we realise
that ΓI and ΓR, which are essentially responsible
for the intensity profile and the phase of the wave
function respectively, are indeed coupled. The evo-
lution equations of ΓR and ΓI can be studied under
a single complex Riccati equation

Γ̇G.B. + ΓG.B..ΓG.B. − R = 0. (163)

To be more specific, once we substitute ΓG.B. =
ΓR + iΓI in eq. (163), its imaginary part gives
eq. (158) and its real part gives eq. (161). At this
point, we recall from Section V that the wavefront
curvature matrix, ΓP.S., of the point source wave
function also satisfies a non–linear Riccati equation,
Γ̇P.S.+ΓP.S..ΓP.S.−R = 0. Only that this equation
is real. Such an argument is also in line with the
fact that constant–phase and constant–amplitude
surfaces differ in Gaussian beams. Whereas, for a
light bundle initiated from a point source, those
two surfaces coincide.

(ii) In Section IV C, we outlined that once the wave-
function of the beam is written in its polar form, the
evolution equation of the phase function, eq. (111),
takes the form of a Hamilton–Jacobi equation with
an extra potential–like term, W . We observe that
for a point source wave function, WP.S. = 0 holds.
On the other hand, for a Gaussian wave function,
WG.B. ̸= 0 and it is given via eq. (160). Note
that the wave potential is solely responsible for the
wave–like behaviour of a bundle via the modifica-
tion it brings to the equations of motion. In this
respect, the equations of motion of a point source
bundle are same as the projected geodesic deviation
equation of standard bundles. Whereas, the equa-
tions of motion of a Gaussian beam differs from the
projected geodesic deviation equation. This brings
us to the next argument.

(iii) In this work, we denoted the momentum vector as-

sociated with the central geodesic of a bundle as, k⃗.
On the other hand, null congruences are composed
of many geodesics and they can be represented by
the canonical momenta, ξ̇, of a standard null con-
gruence. In addition, the wavization procedure in-
troduces a new object, p, that acts as an effective
momenta of the beam. For point sources, we ob-
serve that pP.S. = ξ̇ holds. However, for the case



23

of a Gaussian beam, pG.B. is not equal to ξ̇ and it
is given through eq. (157). Mathematically speak-
ing, this is due to the non–vanishing WG.B. term
that acts like an extra potential in our harmonic–
oscillator type problem. However, one should be
careful in this analysis. Namely, the Gaussian beam
is composed of two bundles, {C 1○, C 2○}, and pG.B.

keeps track of neither of the physical bundle trajec-
tories. Rather, it is an object of statistical nature
which emerges due to the superposition of two bun-
dles. It acts like a stream–line momenta in the hy-
drodynamic analogy. Accordingly, we prefer to use
the term wave–like effects to signal the underlying
coarse-graining rather than claiming that those are
associated with genuine wave effects.

There are also some similarities between the point
source bundles and the Gaussian beams. For instance,
the evolution of the term detQ along the beam follows
the same relation as in the point source case. That is,

d (detQG.B.)

dv
= Tr (ΓG.B.) (detQG.B.) , (164)

is similar to the evolution equation, (130), of detQP.S..
The difference is that the equation for the Gaussian beam
is complex and the one for the point source is real. Nev-
ertheless, the cross–sectional area of a beam can be ob-
tained by the same object in either of the cases. That
is

δX := det
(
Q†Q

)1/2
. (165)

This brings us to the discussion of the point source
limit of a Gaussian beam. This limit is obtained by tak-
ing the initial width of the beam to zero. Namely, when
W0 → 0, we have

ΓI → 0,

WG.B. → 0,

pG.B. → ξ̇,

δXG.B. → δXP.S.,

ψG.B. → ψP.S.,

ComplexΓG.B. → RealΓP.S.,

Complex Riccati eq. (163) → Real Riccati eq. (132).

We then conclude with the following arguments. When
a small yet a finite size source emits light, the correspond-
ing wavefront is not expected to be perfectly spherical.
Accordingly, a distant observer, who has access to a very
small portion of this wavefront, is not anticipated to es-
timate a homogeneous intensity profile on his/her obser-
vational screen. Rather, the local wavefront can be mod-
elled via the superposition of at least two congruences ini-
tiated from different points of the source. The associated
intensity then takes a Gaussian profile which depends on
the curvature of the underlying spacetime. Once the ini-
tial width of the beam is taken to be zero, the standard
null bundle geometry is retrieved and the intensity profile
is homogeneous on the observational screen.

VII. IMPLICATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Coherence vs. incoherence: Point, finite and
extended sources

In astrophysical and cosmological applications, one
usually considers two types of sources in general: (i) point
sources which emit coherent light, such as massive stars,
pulsars, supernova, etc. (ii) extended sources which are
incoherent light sources, such as galaxies, clusters, or in-
terstellar clouds. Observed images are put under one of
those classes depending on the angular resolution of a
given telescope.

The standard thin null bundle formalism of general rel-
ativity is relevant for point sources. In the current work,
we suggested a framework to extend it to finite sources.
The Gaussian beam introduced in SectionVI initiates at
a small yet finite extend at which the intensity is non-
divergent. The idea was to model the local wavefronts of
monochromatic, coherent sources while tackling the un-
realistic mathematical singularities of hypothetical point
sources. The corresponding beam mode is known as the
fundamental Gaussian mode in the literature.

The mathematical construction we provide here is di-
rectly relevant when one studies collimated high energy
sources such as pulsars. On the other hand, we will see
in the next subsection that this method is (indirectly)
relevant when modelling generic wavefronts or approxi-
mating the wave effects of light in general as well.

B. Fourier transform vs. Gaussian beam
decomposition

Finite and extended sources, in addition to the ap-
plications of wave optics have been inspiring interest
among the gravitational lensing researchers for the last
few decades [26, 98–115]. In gravitational lensing the-
ory, one determines the properties of intervening lenses
(or matter distributions) via the distortions they create
on the cross–sectional area of an image with respect to
a pre–defined background. Calculations of the magnifi-
cation matrix and the flux of images are well studied for
point sources. The underlying framework can be traced
back to the standard thin bundle approximation.

On the other hand, enlarging the theory of gravita-
tional lensing for extended sources is not an easy task.
For this, one usually assumes a weak field regime such
that the angular position of the unlensed source can be
linked to the one of the image by adding the contribu-
tions associated with each point source that makes up
the extended source in question [26]. Similarly, the mag-
nification of an extended source can be obtained via the
integration of point source magnifications on the source
plane weighted by some surface brightness profile of lik-
ing. Those methods were criticized on the basis that the
thin bundle approximation is an over–simplified assump-
tion to mimic the light propagation in the real universe
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[110, 113, 114]. The authors claim that one needs to con-
sider the strong field regime of gravity and study thick
bundles in order to model the extended source effect. We
should note that since an extended source is usually con-
sidered as a collection of point sources, most formalisms
break down when the caustics are introduced into the
picture. Then, one has to beyond the ray picture and
introduce the wave effects into the problem.

The proper inclusion of wave effects to standard lens-
ing studies is possible due to the assumption that the
background is (conformally) flat. When combined with
the conformal invariance property of the Maxwell field,
this allows one to write the physical electromagnetic field
as a Fourier transform of another field which is the so-
lution of the flat–space Helmholtz equation [26]. Then,
the field at the observer’s plane is obtained via the Kirch-
hoff’s integral of the flat–space solution [116] between the
observer and the lens plane [26]. Note that this method
would not work for generic backgrounds.

In the generic Fourier transform framework, an input
field is decomposed into a set of plane waves that move
in different directions. Accordingly, the input waveform
can be decomposed into the ones of the point sources.
Those are mathematically modeled by delta distributions
which act as the elementary waveforms of the Fourier
method. However, this framework becomes problematic
when one wants to adopt it to generic curved spacetimes.
On the other hand, the construction suggested in the
current work might find its use in the aforementioned
topics. This follows from a technique which is sometimes
referred to as the Gaussian beam decomposition method
in the Newtonian optics.

Gaussian beam decomposition can be traced back
to the work of Gabor [117]. Superposition methods
that involve Gaussian beams were mainly developed in
[35, 96, 118–124] and recent improvements were given
by [125–127]. Loosely speaking, in this method, one (i)
decomposes the input field into a set of (possibly over-
lapping) Gaussian beams which act as elementary wave-
forms, (ii) propagates each Gaussian beam through the
optical geometry, (iii) superposes the set of beams at the
output plane to determine the propagated field in ques-
tion. Note that this method allows for any wavefield
to be decomposed into Gaussian beams. Even though
those superposition techniques are essentially approxi-
mation schemes, they are highly accurate in modeling
generic wavefonts in curved geometries [84, 127]. In the
current work, we established the Gaussian beams of thin
null bundles on generic curved spacetimes. Accordingly,
the aforementioned summation methods of the Newto-
nian theory can in practice be implemented for field es-
timations of extended sources in gravity. What is more
profound is that this method allows for propagating fields
through caustics of the standard thin null bundle the-
ory. Therefore, caustics can be avoided without the ex-
act wave solutions of the Maxwell equations which we
discuss now.

C. Cosmological distances and caustic avoidance

In cosmology, the cross–sectional areas, through which
the distances are estimated, are obtained through thin
null bundles initiated at a point source. However, as we
discussed earlier, point sources are hypothetical objects
and their intensities are by definition divergent at the
source point.

Previously, we showed that the cross–sectional area,

δX , of a beam is obtained through δX := det
(
Q†Q

)1/2
both for point source bundles and for the Gaussian
beams. We remind that Q is a 2 × 2 matrix which in-
volves the screen–projections of the null geodesic devia-
tion equation. Once the initial conditions in Section V
and in Section VI are implemented, the cross–sectional
areas of point source beams, δXP.S., and the finite source
Gaussian beams, δXG.B., are respectively found as

δXP.S. = detPidetB, (166)

δXG.B. = detP′det
(
W0

4AA⊺ + BB⊺
)1/2

, (167)

where W0 is the initial width of the beam. In order to
compare the two situations, we consider a case where the
solid angle calculated at the vertex of a standard null
bundle is equal to the divergence angle of the Gaussian
beam of a finite source, i.e., detPi = detP′. In that case,
the Gaussian beam extends to a larger cross sectional
area at a given v value when compared to a bundle ini-
tiated from a vertex. This follows from W0

4AA⊺ being
positive definite. Accordingly, by following the definition
of the luminosity distance in eq. (59), we expect that

DG.B.
L > DP.S.

L , (168)

i.e., the luminosity distance estimated through a Gaus-
sian beam coming from a finite source is larger than the
one obtained through the standard point source bundle
approach. Another way of putting this result is the fol-
lowing. If the power contained in a bundle initiated from
a vertex is assumed to be equal to the power contained in
a Gaussian beam, then the average intensity of a Gaus-
sian beam at the observer’s screen is smaller than the
homogeneous intensity of a vertex bundle. The magni-
tude of this effect, of course depends on the spacetime
curvature through matrix A and the initial value of the
beam width, W0. Given the fact that the typical sizes
of coherent sources are very small compared to the dis-
tance travelled by light, the magnitude of this effect is
expected to be tiny. A quantitative study on this argu-
ment is required nevertheless, which we leave to future
studies.

This brings us to the discussion of caustics which are
studied in two main categories regarding their global and
local properties in general relativity: (i) null cone caus-
tics, (ii) null bundle caustics. In the current work, we
focus on the latter case. By null bundle caustics we re-
fer to the caustics of an instantaneous wavefront which
is defined through the intersection of the actual wave-
front with a spacelike surface associated with the observer
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[14, 15]. In our case, the instantaneous wavefront is given
via the locally defined, transverse, observational screen.
Let us recall from Section III D that in the standard thin
null bundle framework, caustics are those catastrophes
where the cross–sectional area of the bundle collapses to
a point or a line. This means that caustics are defined
via the singular points of the so–called Jacobi matrix.
This matrix corresponds to the upper right block of our
ray bundle transformation matrix, T. Then, detB = 0
is the required condition in order to define a caustic in
the standard literature. By following eqs. (94) and (95),
it is easy to show that one can not estimate cosmological
distances to caustics points.

Coming back to the current work, we now compare
the intensity of a bundle initiated from a vertex (point
source) and the one of the Gaussian beam (finite source).
We write them respectively as

IP.S. ∼ |detB|−1, (169)

IG.B. ∼ det
(
W0

4AA⊺ + BB⊺
)−1/2

, (170)

through eqs. (126) and (155). We realise that the in-
tensity of the point source beam, i.e, IP.S. → ∞ when
detB = 0. Accordingly, the wave function, ψP.S., in
eq. (118) is also singular. On the other hand, the wave
function and the intensity profile of a Gaussian beam
naturally avoid caustics. Meaning, we can study the
propagation of light beams through the caustic points
of standard bundles and calculate their finite intensity
profiles. Another way of seeing this result is that the
cross–sectional area of a Gaussian beam, (167), does not
have singularities as opposed to the cross–sectional area
of a point source bundle, (166). This follows from the
facts that: (i) The determinant of symplectic matrices
are unity. Therefore, we can never have a symplectic ray
bundle transformation matrix, T, with both A and B
sub-blocks being zero; (ii) Symplectic property of T also
dictates that AD⊺ −BC⊺ = I2 should hold. Therefore,
the case with A = 02 and detB = 0 is not allowed as long
as T remains symplectic; (iii) Since matrices W0

4AA⊺

and BB⊺ are both positive definite, one can never have
W0

4AA⊺ = −BB⊺ either. Then, δXG.B. ̸= 0 should hold
for each value of an affine parameter v.

We also would like to emphasize a profound property
of metaplectic operators, which is at the core of the cur-
rent work. For this, let us now consider even a stricter
condition on the submatrix B than detB = 0. We con-
sider the case where B = 0. It is known that even in such
a case, the metaplectic operator used in this work acts
on a wave function continuously. Namely, the kernel in
eq. (104), takes the form [39, 128]

K (ξ, v; ξ′, v′) =
1√

detA−1
δ (ξ −Aξ′) exp

(
i

2
ξ′⊺A⊺Cξ′

)
.

(171)

Thus, if we consider some arbitrary wave function, Ψ̃ (ξ′),
that successfully represents a light beam, its integral

transform via the kernel above is given by [38, 78]

Ψ (ξ; v) =
1√

detA
Ψ̃
(
A−1ξ

)
exp

(
i

2
ξ⊺CA−1ξ

)
. (172)

If we also have C = 0, then the phase factor in eq. (172)
vanishes. If we further have A = I2, then the kernel
becomes δ (ξ − ξ′) and the integral transform is an iden-
tity transform14. Meaning, the integral transform (101)
never ceases to propagate the wave function.

We finish this discussion by adding that the treatment
of caustics via generic phase space rotations has been
revived lately by Lopez et al. [128–131] in a different
context. We believe that the application of caustic avoid-
ance methods to cosmological scenarios might shed new
light on distance estimations in realistic inhomogeneous
universe models [19, 20].

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In the current work, we extended the thin null bundle
formalism, that is associated with point sources, to light
beams initiated from a finite extend. The framework
we present here follows from our previous work in which
thin light bundles were studied on a reduced phase space
[21]. In the aforementioned work, canonical coordinates
and momenta were chosen as the observational screen
projections of the geodesic deviation vector of the null
bundle and their derivatives along the propagation di-
rection. The underlying Hamiltonian formalism and the
symplectic ray bundle transformation matrix are analo-
gous to the ones in the Newtonian optics at the paraxial
regime. This follows from the fact that only the linear
part of the deviation is considered in almost all practical
considerations, i.e., deviation vectors are represented by
the Jacobi fields.

In the current work, we associated a classical
wave function with a light beam and introduced the
Schrödinger operators associated with the canonical co-
ordinates and momenta. We then showed that the wave
function is propagated by a unitary transformation. This
integral transform propagates the wave function along
the null propagation direction and it is defined via the
metaplectic operator associated with the underlying sym-
plectic transformation matrices of the phase space. We
remind that this procedure is already well–know in the
Newtonian optics and it is sometimes referred to as wav-
ization [50, 63]. With this method, it can be shown
that the classical wave function in question satisfies an
equation which is in the form of a Schrödinger equation
[50, 64–71]. We refer to this equation as the paraxial wave

14 We remind that this situation corresponds to the initial condi-
tions of the bundle transfer matrix which is T (v0, v0) = I4, as
discussed in Section (III C).
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equation following the analogies between our thin bundle
framework and the paraxial Newtonian optics.

We then used this construction to derive the wave func-
tion of light bundles initiated at a point source and at
a finite source. We showed that the point source wave
function and its evolution equation provide the same set
of information as the standard thin bundle approach.
Whereas, information contained in a finite source beam
is richer. Namely, we found the Gaussian beam solutions
of the paraxial wave equation. This was achieved via
a complex superposition of two null congruences which
obey certain initial conditions. We showed that Gaussian
beam solutions satisfy evolution equations similar to the
Hamilton–Jacobi equations of the geodesic deviation vec-
tor, with an extra term. This follows from the fact that
the canonical coordinates are now associated with the
deviation of the combined system of congruences rather
than representing the location of the outer–most geodesic
of the bundle. We should note that the Gaussian inten-
sity profile of our beam is directly related to the under-
lying spacetime curvature and not to random processes.

The well–definedness of the Gaussiam beam follows from
the symplectic symmetries of the phase space. Finally,
we showed that the Gaussian beams avoid caustics. To
be specific, the intensity of a Gaussian beam does not
diverge to infinity at the caustics of a standard null bun-
dle. In other words, the cross–sectional area of the beam
never collapses to a point (or a line).

In summary, we eliminated the mathematical singu-
larities of the thin null bundle formalism as we replaced
the hypothetical point sources with more realistic finite
sources. In practice, the Gaussian beams presented in
this work can be used to study coherent sources. On
the other hand, the Gaussian beam decomposition tech-
niques introduced in the optics literature [35, 96, 118–
124], have been improved to a level that any wavefront
can now be decomposed into its fundamental Gaussian
modes [125–127]. If those methods can be successfully
implemented to our framework, the extended source ef-
fect can be studied in generic curved spacetimes as well.
We plan to investigate the validity and applicability of
those claims elsewhere.
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Appendix A: Evolution of Γ and Q of a Gaussian
beam

In this section we prove eqs. (135) and (136). For this,
let us substitute the initial Gaussian wave function,

Ψ0 (ξ′, v′) =
κ

(detQ′)
1/2

exp

(
i

2
ξ′⊺Γ′ξ′

)
in the linear transform (101) to study its evolution. Then,
we obtain the final wave function as

Ψ =
κ

2πi

exp i
2

(
ξ⊺DB−1ξ

)
(det[Q′B])

1/2

∫
exp

i

2
(ξ′⊺mξ′ + 2ξ′⊺n)d2ξ′,

(A1)

where

m =
(
B−1A + Γ′) and n = −

(
B−1

)
ξ. (A2)

Note that m is symmetric as both Γ′ and B−1A are sym-
metric matrices. The latter follows from the symplectic
symmetry AB⊺ = (AB⊺)

⊺
in eq. (83). Then, the ex-

ponent term in the integrand of (A1) can be put into a
more convenient form, i.e.,

ξ′⊺mξ′ + 2ξ′⊺n = ξ′′⊺mξ′′ − n⊺m−1n, (A3)

where ξ′′ = ξ′ + m−1n. This allows us to rewrite the
integral (A1) as,

Ψ =
exp i

2

[
ξ⊺

(
DB−1

)
ξ − n⊺m−1n

]
κ−12πi (det[Q′B])

1/2

∫
exp

i

2
(ξ′′⊺mξ′′)d2ξ′′

=
κ exp i

2

[
ξ⊺

(
DB−1

)
ξ − n⊺m−1n

]
(det[Q′Bm])

1/2
. (A4)
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Substitution of m and n given in eq. (A2) back into
eq. (A4) gives,

Ψ =
κ exp i

2ξ
⊺
(
DB−1 −B⊺−1 (A + BΓ′)

−1
)
ξ

(det[Q′ (A + BΓ′)])
1/2

.(A5)

Recall that B−1A =
(
B−1A

)⊺
and the symplectic condi-

tion (83) gives DA⊺−CB⊺ = I. Then, it is easy to show
that B⊺−1 = DB−1A−C holds. We use this relation in
order to simplify the term in the exponent of eq. (A5).
Namely,

DB−1 −B⊺−1 (A + BΓ′)
−1

= DB−1 +
(
C−DB−1A

)
(A + BΓ′)

−1

=
[
DB−1 (A + BΓ′) +

(
C−DB−1A

)]
(A + BΓ′)

−1

= (C + DΓ′) (A + BΓ′)
−1
. (A6)

With this result, we rewrite the wave function in eq. (A5)
as,

Ψ =
κ exp i

2ξ
⊺
(

(C + DΓ′) (A + BΓ′)
−1

)
ξ

(det[Q′ (A + BΓ′)])
1/2

. (A7)

Comparing eq. (A7) with the generic form of the Gaus-
sian wave function in eq. (133) shows that the relation-
ship between the initial and the final values of Γ and Q
are respectively given by,

Γ = (C + DΓ′) (A + BΓ′)
−1
,

Q = Q′ (A + BΓ′) .

Hence, eqs. (135) and (136) are satisfied.

Appendix B: Determination of the principal
curvatures and the widths

Here, we present the diagonalization procedure of
the complex curvature matrix Γ = ΓR + iΓI which
is equivalent to the simultaneous diagonalization of the
two quadratic forms ξ⊺ΓRξ and ξ⊺ΓIξ. The steps we
present here can be found in [97]. We remind that those
quadratic forms define ellipses in 2–dimensions. One can
refer to the pictorial representation in [132] for the vi-
sualization of the diagonalization procedure. We list the
steps as follows:

(i) Start with the positive definite matrix ΓI. Apply
the following transformation on the transverse po-
sitions on the screen, ξ, and on ΓI,

ξ = Fξ̃,

Γ̃I = F⊺ΓIF, (B1)

where F is the modal matrix of ΓI satisfying F⊺ =
F−1. Then, Γ̃I is diagonal and ξ⊺ΓIξ = ξ̃⊺Γ̃Iξ̃

holds. In the mean time, the real part of the
quadratic form becomes ξ⊺ΓRξ = ξ̃⊺Γ̃Rξ̃, where
Γ̃R = F⊺ΓRF is in general not in the diagonal
form.

(ii) Consider the matrix

E =

[
1√
λ1

0

0 1√
λ2

]
, (B2)

where λ1 and λ2 are the eigenvalues of ΓI. They
are real and positive. This is due to ΓI being a real
and positive definite matrix. Thus, one can always
define such a matrix as E. Now, apply the following
scaling transformation,

ξ̃ = Eξ̆,

Γ̆I = E⊺Γ̃IE. (B3)

As Γ̃I is already the matrix with eigenvalues of
ΓI in its diagonal entities, transformation (B3) re-

sults in Γ̆I = I2. Thus, the imaginary part of the
quadratic form becomes ξ̃⊺Γ̃Iξ̃ = ξ̆⊺Γ̆Iξ̆ = ξ̆⊺ξ̆.
In the mean time, the real part of the quadratic
form also scales as ξ̃⊺Γ̃Rξ̃ = ξ̆⊺Γ̆Rξ̆ where Γ̆R =
E⊺Γ̃RE.

(iii) Next step requires the diagonalization of Γ̆R. For
this, apply the following transformation,

ξ̆ = Gξ́,

Γ́R = G⊺Γ̆RG, (B4)

where G is the orthonormal modal matrix of Γ̆R.
Then, Γ́R is a diagonal matrix and the real part
of the quadratic form satisfies ξ̆⊺Γ̆Rξ̆ = ξ́⊺Γ́Rξ́. In
the mean time, the imaginary part of the quadratic
form transforms as ξ̆⊺Γ̆Iξ̆ = ξ́⊺Γ́Iξ́ where Γ́I =
G⊺Γ̆IG. However, as Γ̆I is a unit matrix and G⊺ =
G−1 holds, the imaginary part of the quadratic
form is unaffected by this transformation. At this
point, both the real and the imaginary part of the
quadratic form are diagonalized.

(iv) Apply an additional re–scaling in order to undo the
effect of Step (ii), i.e.,

ξ́ = E−1r,

ΛΓI
=

(
E−1

)⊺
Γ́IE

−1,

ΛΓR
=

(
E−1

)⊺
Γ́RE−1. (B5)

With this transformation we have

ΛΓI
= Γ̃I =

[
λ1 0
0 λ2

]
=

[
W−2

1 0
0 W−2

2

]
, (B6)

meaning the widths, {W1,W2} , of the Gaussian
beam are obtained through the eigenvalues of ΓI.
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The principal curvatures, {K1,K2}, are obtained
through

ΛΓR
=

[
K1 0
0 K2

]
, (B7)

as in transformation (B5).

Following steps (i)–(iv) we can collect the given trans-
formation in each step to define a total transformation
matrix M introduced in Section VI C as

M = FEGE−1. (B8)

Appendix C: Well-definedness of the Gaussian beam
for finite sources

In this section we show that the criteria required for
a well–defined Gaussian beam evolution outlined in Sec-
tion VI A are fulfilled for the Gaussian beam wave func-
tion given in eq. (133). Those Gaussian beams are rep-
resented by a complex curvature matrix, Γ, whose real
and imaginary parts are respectively given by eqs. (146)
and (147).

The first criterion of a well defined Gaussian wave func-
tion is detQ ̸= 0 ∀ v. We satisfy this by having a com-

plex Q matrix satisfying detQ = det
(
Ã + iB

)
detP′

with the initial conditions chosen as in Section VI D 1.
Determinant of Q is never singular as long as the ray
bundle transformation matrix T is symplectic. Namely,
one can not have a symplectic transformation, with both
A and B submatrices being zero. Also, according to the
symplectic condition (83), we have AD⊺ − BC⊺ = I2.
Meaning, even the case with A = 02 and detB = 0 is
not allowed due to the symplectic symmetries.

This fact can be used to argue the well-definedness
from another point of view as well. Recall from eq. (84)
that the initial values of A and B satisfy A′ = I2 and
B′ = 02. Thus, the initial singularity that exists for the

intensity, I ′P.S. ∝ |detB′|−1
, and the wavefront curvature,

Γ′
P.S. = D′B′−1

, for a light bundle initiated at a point
source does not appear for a Gaussian beam initiated at
a finite waist.

According to the second criterion, the pure imaginary

part, ΓI = W0
2
[
W0

4AA⊺ + BB⊺
]−1

, of the complex
curvature matrix should be positive definite. This is re-
quired in order to have an exponential decay of intensity
in the transverse plane. Note that a matrix multiplied
with its transpose is a positive definite matrix as matri-
ces AA⊺ and BB⊺ are. Scaling the result with a positive
scalar or summing the result with another positive defi-
nite matrix does not change this property. Moreover, the
inverse of a positive definite matrix is also positive defi-
nite. Then, ΓI given in eq. (147) is also positive definite.

The third criterion requires both ΓI and ΓR to be sym-
metric matrices. Indeed, it is easy to show that ΓI is
symmetric. Namely, multiplication of a matrix with its

transpose results in a symmetric matrix. Moreover, sum-
mation of two symmetric matrices is symmetric and in-
verse of symmetric matrices are also symmetric. Thus,
ΓI is a symmetric matrix.

Analysis of the symmetry properties of ΓR given in
eq. (146) is more involved. Let us first consider the case
where the initial width is set to unity, i.e., consider a
situation where the waist size is given by W0 = 1. In
that case, the real part of the curvature matrix becomes
ΓR = [CA⊺ + DB⊺] [AA⊺ + BB⊺]

−1
. We will now show

that this matrix is symmetric given the ray bundle trans-
formation matrix, T, is symplectic. We follow [54] in our
proof. For this, let us first introduce the Iwasawa factor-
ization.

In [133], Iwasawa showed that any symplectic matrix
belonging to Sp(2,R) can be decomposed into three parts
belonging to: a nilpotent subgroup, an abelian subgroup
and a maximally compact subgroup. The effects of those
matrices on the phase space are respectively shearing,
magnification and rotation. Accordingly, such transfor-
mations are interpreted as lenses, magnifiers and frac-
tional Fourier transformers in optics.

The Iwasawa decomposition was generalized for higher
dimensions in which case it is named as a factorization or
a pre/modified–decomposition. For a symplectic matrix
T ∈ Sp(4,R) like ours, this pre–decomposition is given
as [134, 135]

T =

[
A B
C D

]
=

[
I2 02

−g I2

] [
s 02

02 s−1

] [
Reu Imu
−Imu Reu

]
= L(g) M(s) F(u),

(C1)

where L(g) represents the shearing in phase space, M(s)
represents pure magnifications and F(u) is a fractional
Fourier transformer representing rotation–like effects.
Here, the 2× 2 matrices that appear in (C1) are given in
terms of the sub-blocks of the symplectic matrix, T, as

g = − (CA⊺ + DB⊺) (AA⊺ + BB⊺)
−1
, (C2)

s = (AA⊺ + BB⊺)
1/2

, (C3)

u = (AA⊺ + BB⊺)
−1/2

(A + iB) ∈ U(2). (C4)

Now we realise that the negative of the matrix g given
in eq. (C2) is equal to the real part, ΓR, of our complex
wavefront curvature matrix when the initial width of the
beam is set to unity, i.e., W0 = 1. This matrix is respon-
sible for the lensing effect in the Iwasawa factorization
through L(g) which also obeys the symplectic symme-
try conditions given in eqs. (83). When those symplec-
tic symmetry conditions are imposed, we see that four
of those conditions are trivial. The remaining two con-
ditions impose the same requirement which is g = g⊺.
This means that ΓR is symmetric when W0 = 1.

A similar connection with the Iwasawa factorization
can be formed with the imaginary part of the complex
curvature matrix when the initial width is set to one.
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Namely, ΓI = W0
2
[
W0

4AA⊺ + BB⊺
]−1

becomes equal

to s−2 when W0 = 1, where s is given by eq. (C3). Note
that s is also symmetric. This can be be proved either
though the similar argument as we did for g, or more
trivially it being composed of addition of two symmetric
matrices. In summary, the real part of the curvature
matrix is responsible for the shearing effect in the phase
space and the imaginary part is responsible for the phase
space magnifications through the matrix M(s).

Now, let us return to the generic case when the ini-
tial widths are not necessarily set to unity. In that case,
ΓI is still a symmetric matrix due to the aforementioned
arguments. However, in order to show that ΓR is sym-
metric even when W0 ̸= 1, we need to take into account
the following properties:

(i) ΓR =
[
W0

4CA⊺ + DB⊺
] [
W0

4AA⊺ + BB⊺
]−1

is
a 2 × 2 matrix.

(ii) (CA⊺ + DB⊺) (AA⊺ + BB⊺)
−1

is symmetric.

(iii) Even though CA⊺ and DB⊺ are not necessarily
symmetric, they can be written as multiplication
of symmetric matrices, i.e.,

CA⊺ =
(
CA−1

)
(AA⊺) , (C5)

DB⊺ =
(
DB−1

)
(BB⊺) . (C6)

Here, CA−1 is symmetric due to the symplectic
condition A⊺C = (A⊺C)

⊺
and DB−1 is symmetric

due to the symplectic condition B⊺D = (B⊺D)
⊺

in
eqs. (83). Matrices AA⊺ and BB⊺ are obviously
symmetric due to them being composed of multi-
plication of matrices with their transposes.

Finally, by taking (i), (ii) and (iii) into account, it can
be shown with simple algebra that ΓR is symmetric for
arbitrary values of the initial width.
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