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Fig. 5 Relatio.iship between ellipticity of Fig. 6 R-lationship between ellipticity of
emergent ray and its incident angle as line emergent light and azimuth angle of its incident
polariz:d light falls on planes which parallel plane as line polarized light falls on the wave-
and perpendicular to the optic axis plate with different incident angles
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Fig. 7 Relationship between ellipticity of Fig. 8 R-lationship between elliplicity of

emergent light and its incident angle as eircle emergent light and azimuth angle of its

polarized light falls on planes which parallel incident plane as circle polarized light falls
and perpendicular to the optic axis on the wave—plate with different angles
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Analyeis on polarization aberration of a birefrigent
wave-plate in divergent Beam
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Abstract

Using ray tracing method, the polarization aberration of a birefrigent wave-
platc produced in a divergent beam is analysed, the approximate treatment on the
polarization aberration of a standard quarter wave-plate is presented under the

circumstance of small incident angle.
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