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Abstract:



Improving the performance of interferometric fiber optic gyroscope (IFOG) in harsh environments, such as magnetic field and temperature field variation, is necessary for its practical applications. This paper presents an investigation of Faraday effect-induced bias error of IFOG under varying temperature. Jones matrix method is utilized to formulize the temperature dependence of Faraday effect-induced bias error. Theoretical results show that the Faraday effect-induced bias error changes with the temperature in the non-skeleton polarization maintaining (PM) fiber coil. This phenomenon is caused by the temperature dependence of linear birefringence and Verdet constant of PM fiber. Particularly, Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations always have opposite signs that can be compensated optically regardless of the changes of the temperature. Two experiments with a 1000 m non-skeleton PM fiber coil are performed, and the experimental results support these theoretical predictions. This study is promising for improving the bias stability of IFOG.
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1. Introduction


Inertial sensors for rotation are used widely in commercial and military systems. In the tactical applications market, the microelectromechanical systems (MEMS) gyroscope [1,2,3] and resonant micro optical gyroscope (RMOG) [4,5,6] have attracted much attention due to compactness, light weight, and low-cost. In the high-performance market, the ring laser gyroscope (RLG) and the interferometric fiber optic gyroscope (IFOG)—which have advantages of broad dynamic range of velocity measurements, insensitivity to accelerations and overloads, short warm-up time, etc.—are superior to the traditional mechanical gyroscope [7]. However, the RLG poses challenges in that they require specialized components, such as superb mirrors, helium-impermeable low expansion glass, and high-voltage discharge electrodes [8,9,10]. As opposed to RLG, the IFOG is a truly solid-state device using semiconductor light sources as opposed to high voltage gas lasers, and therefore offers greater reliability. The IFOG is used in a variety of applications, including ship and sub-sea inertial navigation, along with stabilization and positioning, and it is expected to become the ultimate rotation sensing technology [11,12].



Despite these achievements, the adaptability of IFOG in the harsh environment (thermal perturbations, vibration transients, and the Earth’s varying magnetic field) can still be improved further to broaden its application market, including navigation of aircraft [13,14,15]. Under the action of magnetic field, nonreciprocal phase shift may occur through the Faraday effect in the fiber. Because the magnetic field of the fiber coil change with time and space, the Faraday effect results in an error in the IFOG output signal that is indistinguishable from the angular rate. In 1986, Hotate et al. reported that the Faraday effect-induce bias error is depended to the random twist of the birefringence of the polarization-maintaining (PM) fiber [16]. Unfortunately, the catch is inevitably in the process of drawing the fiber and winding the fiber coil. Although the Faraday effect is weak in silica, it is strong enough to be troublesome in the high-sensitivity IFOG [17]. For a polarization maintaining IFOG (PM-IFOG), the typical magnetic sensitivity is on the order of 10°/h/mT, well above the navigation-grade requirement of 0.1°/h/mT [18,19].



Generally, to minimize the Faraday effect-induced bias error, some methods can be adopted. The first method is to place the fiber coil in the μ-metal magnetic shield [20]. The state-of-the-art technology is to use multiple layers of magnetic shield structure with the cost of increasing both weight and size of the IFOG. The second method is to replace the solid-core, index-guided fiber by the air-core photonic bandgap fiber (PBF) [21,22]. Because most of the fundamental mode is confined in air, the PBF has a much lower Verdet constant than silica. The third method is to use magnetic compensation coils, which present particular magnetic sensitivity magnitude and direction [23]. When the compensation coils are positioned properly with respect to the inherent sensing coil of IFOG, the magnetic sensitivity of IFOG can be eliminated. The fourth method is the optical compensation approach [24,25]. The Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations in PM fiber possess opposite polarities, thus they can be canceled out optically when both polarizations are utilized simultaneously.



In practical application, the effect of the thermal perturbations and the magnetic field coexist in IFOG. Recently, nonreciprocal phase error caused by magnetic-thermal coupling has been reported [26]. Under the combined action of magnetic-thermal physical fields, the thermal stress-induced birefringence changes with the variation of temperature due to the different expansion between fiber coil skeleton and fiber material. Thus, the Faraday effect-induced bias error of PM-IFOG changes with temperature variation in fiber coil with skeleton. Actually, in order to suppress the thermal stress introduced by the fiber coil skeleton, the skeleton can be taken off in the process of manufacturing the fiber coil. To the best of our knowledge, the temperature dependence of the Faraday effect-induced bias error in the non-skeleton fiber coil is not reported.



In this study, we present that the Faraday effect-induced bias error of PM-IFOG changes with temperature in the non-skeleton fiber coil. This phenomenon is caused by the temperature dependence of linear birefringence and Verdet constant of PM fiber. In particular, we verify that the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations always have opposite signs that can be compensated optically regardless of the variation of the temperature.




2. Theory


A typical IFOG configuration is shown in Figure 1, starting from the input/output port no. 0. The polarizer, beam splitter, and modulators are combined in a single multifunction integrated optic circuit (MIOC), which is butt-coupled to the PM fiber coil with θ1 and θ2 alignment angles at port no. 1 and no. 2. The coil is fabricated by Panda PM fiber with two polarization modes (denoted as x and y). When both θ1 and θ2 are 0°, the light beams are propagated in the x polarization mode. Alternatively, when both θ1 and θ2 are 90°, the light beams are propagated in the y polarization mode. The PM fiber coil, which is the main source of Faraday effect-induced bias error [18], is surrounded by the radial magnetic field H and temperature field T. The magnetic field is perpendicular to the sensitive axis of the PM fiber coil. The fiber with random twist is divided into micro-length unit dz.


Figure 1. Portion of the IFOG optical circuit used in the analysis, including the MIOC and the PM fiber coil.
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The Jones matrix method is conveniently used to calculate the bias error in IFOG [13]. In the presence of the radial magnetic field, the Jones matrix of clockwise (CW) light beam on segment i of the PM fiber coil is given by [26]
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(1)




where η+ = [(Δβ/2)2 + (ξi + ti)2]1/2, Δβ is the linear birefringence of PM fiber, ξi and ti are the circular birefringence of per unit length which is induced by Faraday effect and twist, respectively; and ξi = VHsin(dz/r), V is the Verdet constant of the fiber, r is the radius of the PM fiber coil (r = 0.06 m). ti = (1 − g)ϕ, ϕ is the twist angle of per unit length, g is the photoelasticity coefficient of the fiber (about 0.06–0.08) [13].



Similarly, the Jones matrix of counter-clockwise (CCW) light beam on segment i of the PM fiber coil is given by
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(2)




where η- = [(Δβ/2)2 + (ξi − ti)2]1/2.



The Jones matrices of each segment for CW and CCW light beams are expressed by Equation (1) and Equation (2), respectively. Hence, the electric field components of the CW light beam from port no. 0 to port no. 0, E+, and that of the CCW light beam, E-, are derived as
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(3)
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(4)
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(5)




where φ = φs + Δφ(t), in which contains the Sagnac phase shift φs and the modulation-induced phase Δφ(t); Ej = Ex or Ey, which are the light beam intensity of x and y polarization, respectively; and m is the number of the segments.



It is noteworthy that the small off-diagonal components in U+ of Equation (1) and U- of Equation (2) have no influence on the Faraday effect-induced bias error, regardless of the finite extinction ratio of the polarizer [13]. Therefore, the signals at the photo-detector (PD) are proportional to the corresponding light beam intensity, and the related Faraday effect-induced phase shifts are expressed as [16]
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(6)
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(7)
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(8)
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(9)




where Ix and Iy are the signals at PD of x and y polarizations, respectively; φx and φy are the Faraday effect-induced phase shifts of x and y polarizations, respectively; and L is the length of the PM fiber coil (L = 1000 m).



The equivalent Faraday effect-induced bias error is obtained as
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(10)
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(11)




where Ωx and Ωy are the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of x and y polarizations, respectively; λ is the light wavelength; and c is the velocity of light in a vacuum.



Apparently, Ωx and Ωy origin from the spatial frequency component of twist t(z) equal to the inverse of the turn, and they depend on the linear birefringence Δβ and the Verdet constant V of PM fiber [10]. During the process of drawing the fiber and winding the PM fiber coil, random twist is introduced inevitably. After the PM fiber coil is fabricated, the twist is a constant parameter. Consequently, when the temperature and radial magnetic field remain steady, the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of x and y polarizations are fixed and they have opposite polarities [24,25].



In conventional panda PM fiber, properties of core material and stress applied on core vary with temperature, and they lead to temperature dependence of the birefringence Δn [27,28]. The linear birefringence Δβ = 2πΔn/λ, and wavelength λ is 1550 nm, so Δβ also depends on temperature T. The relationship between Δβ and T can be expanded in a Taylor series around a temperature T0 as [29]
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(12)




where Δβ(T0) = 2027 rad/m (Δn = 5 × 10−4), T0 = 20 °C, and dΔβ/dT = −3.04 rad/m/ °C (Δn/dT = −7.5 × 10−7/°C) for a panda PM fiber.



Additionally, the inherent temperature dependence of Verdet constant is expressed as [30]
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(13)




where dV/dT is 4.2 × 10−8 rad/m/mT/ °C, V0 = 6 × 10−4 rad/m/mT at 20 °C.



Figure 2 presents the variation tendency of linear birefringence and Verdet constant due to temperature change for the panda PM fiber. Over the temperature range from −40 °C to 60 °C, the changes of the linear birefringence and Verdet constant are 304 rad/m and 4.2 × 10−6 rad/m/mT, respectively.


Figure 2. The temperature dependence of linear birefringence and Verdet constant.
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Substituting Equations (12) and (13) into Equations (10) and (11), the simulation results of the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of the x and y polarizations over the temperature range from −40 °C to 60 °C are plotted in Figure 3. Here, the radial magnetic field H is 1 mT, and the twists t1, t2, and t3 are 0.2sin(z/r), 0.3 sin(z/r), and 0.4sin(z/r), respectively. Obviously, the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations change with temperature variation. Moreover, Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations always have opposite polarities even though the twist and temperature change.


Figure 3. The temperature dependence of Faraday effect-induced bias errors: (a) x polarization; and (b) y polarization.
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As mentioned, the Faraday effect-induced bias error can be compensated optically at room temperature [24]. The optical compensation configuration is referred to the ‘dual-polarization IFOG’, in which two orthogonal polarizations propagate simultaneously in the PM fiber. The dual-polarization IFOG is illustrated in Figure 4. Light beam from ASE source is divided into two equally light beams by the coupler, and polarized by polarizers in the MIOCs. Because the fiber pigtails of MIOC2 are butt-coupled to two PBCs with the alignment angles of 90°, the light beams travel along two orthogonal directions in the PM fiber coil. When the light beams travel back, the orthogonal polarizations are separated by the polarizers and detected by the PDs. The power controller ensures that the light beam intensities are equal for two polarizations, and the incoherence of two polarizations is obtained by the optical delay lines. Therefore, two incoherent orthogonal polarization modes propagate simultaneously in the PM fiber coil with equal intensity.


Figure 4. The configuration of dual-polarization IFOG, consisting of an amplified spontaneous emission (ASE) source (central wavelength 1550 nm, bandwidth 70 nm), a 3 dB single-mode coupler, two MIOCs, two polarization beam couplers (PBCs), two circulators and two PDs, a PM fiber coil.
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When the signals at two PDs are summed up directly, the overall signal Isum and the Faraday effect-induced bias error Ωsum of dual-polarization IFOG are expressed as


[image: there is no content]



(14)
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(15)







Substituting Equations (10) and (11) into Equation (15), when the intensities of two polarizations are balanced (Ex = Ey), the Faraday effect-induced bias error can be eliminated by optical compensation regardless of the changes of the temperature.




3. Experimental results


To make the simulation results more persuasive, a dual-polarization IFOG is assembled according to the configuration shown in Figure 4. Figure 5 presents the experimental systems, which include a non-skeleton PM fiber coil (Harbin Engineering University), a temperature chamber (Espec environmental equipment company), and a Helmholtz coil (Harbin Engineering University). The parameters of the dual-polarization IFOG are the same as those in the simulation. The PM fiber coil is wound in a quadrupolar pattern to minimize the Shupe effect-induced error [31]. As shown in Figure 5c, the PM fiber coil is placed separately in the central region of the Helmholtz coil, where a nearly uniform magnetic field is produced. The sensitive axis of PM fiber coil is perpendicular to the magnetic field direction. Both the PM fiber coil and the Helmholtz coil are put into the temperature chamber. The temperature is controlled according to the red solid line shown in Figure 6. The temperature change rate is 0.5 °C/min, and the temperature holds for three hours at temperature points −40, −20, 0, 20, 40, and 60 °C, respectively. After the temperature of the PM fiber coil reaches these temperature points, the magnitude of the magnetic field is adjusted by altering current in the Helmholtz coil. The Faraday effect-induced bias error is the differences before and after applying the magnetic field. Two temperature sensors are mounted on the surfaces of the PM fiber coil and the measured temperatures can be approximately deemed as temperatures of the PM fiber coil. Although the measured temperatures of the PM fiber coil are different, the differences are minor and we only plot data acquired by one sensor as the blue dashed line in Figure 6. The output signals of IFOG are transmitted to a computer for storage and off-line processing.


Figure 5. Experimental systems: (a) non-skeleton PM fiber coil; (b) temperature chamber; and (c) Helmholtz coil and PM fiber coil.
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Figure 6. Setting and testing temperature.
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To eliminate the temperature dependence of the Helmholtz coil, the magnetic field intensity around the PM fiber coil is tested by two magnetic sensors with temperature compensation (QST Corporation, QMC5883L). Under the 1 mT radial magnetic field, the Faraday effect-induced bias errors at different temperature points are plotted as the blue points in Figure 7. As expected, the experimental results are completely consistent with theoretical predictions. The Faraday effect-induced bias error of x polarization changes from 26.61°/h to 30.36°/h when the temperature changes from −40 °C to 60 °C. Conversely, the Faraday effect-induced bias error of y polarization always has opposite signs when compared with that of x polarization. More importantly, although the temperature fluctuates dramatically, the compensated output appears a low magnetic sensitivity (about 0.08°/h/mT), which satisfies the precision requirement of navigation-grade IFOG. Fitting with the experimental data gives t = 0.382sin(z/r), Δn/dT = −7 × 10−7/°C, and (dV/dT)/V0 = 0.7 × 10−4/°C, which are the same order as the experimental measurements in [27,30].


Figure 7. Simulation and experimental results of temperature dependence of Faraday effect-induced bias errors: (a) x polarization; (b) y polarization; and (c) optical compensation.
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To make the experiments more comprehensive, a comparison experiment is conducted to verify that the thermal-induced bias error has no influence on the previous experimental results. The PM fiber coil is placed in a μ-metal magnetic shield (the magnetic field intensity is reduced by 100 times) and then together put into the temperature chamber. The temperature of PM fiber coil is heated to about 60 °C at first, and then the temperature is dropped to about 40 °C naturally. The output signal of IFOG is processed by subtracting the mean value of the original signal. The experimental results are plotted in Figure 8.


Figure 8. Experimental results: (a) temperature outputs; (b) thermal-induced bias error of x polarization, y polarization, and optical compensation.
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4. Discussion


In Figure 7, the testing temperature of Faraday effect-induced bias errors is set at some fixed points (temperature change rate is approximate to 0 °C/min) for quantitative analysis and suppressing the Shupe effect-induced bias error [31]. Compared with the testing temperature of the Faraday effect-induced bias errors in Figure 7, the temperature in Figure 8a shows a larger fluctuation (temperature change rate range is −0.06 °C/min to −0.02 °C/min). Thus, the thermal-induced bias error in Figure 8b is larger than that in Figure 7. Figure 8b indicates that the thermal-induced bias error of x and y polarizations is lower than 0.01°/h when the temperature drop from 59.4 °C to 39.7 °C. Therefore, the thermal-induced bias error in Figure 7 should lower than 0.01°/h at the temperature range from 40 °C to 60 °C. In Figure 7, the changes of Faraday effect-induced bias errors of x and y polarizations are 0.77°/h when the temperature varies from 40 °C to 60 °C. As a result, the influence of thermal-induced bias error in the first experiment can be excluded.



As the theoretical model points out, the power balance is crucial for effective suppression of Faraday effect-induced bias error through optical compensation. In Figure 7c, there were still some small Faraday effect-induced bias errors after optical compensation, which may be caused by the imperfect balance of optical intensity in two polarizations. Generally, the IFOG on the market have a better performance on Faraday effect-induced bias error by shielding the fiber coil with multiple layers of magnetic shield. However, the Faraday effect-induced bias error in dual-polarization IFOG can be further suppressed by placing the fiber coil in a magnetic shield or using the air-core photonic bandgap fiber. If the fiber coil and the magnetic shield are the same, the Faraday effect-induced bias error after optical compensation will much lower than that of conventional IFOG. Additionally, the configuration of dual-polarization IFOG increases the structural complexity as more polarization selective elements are required. There are two reasons: observing the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations simultaneously, and confirming the performance of optical compensation. However, the optical compensation configuration can be simplified, which has been demonstrated in [25,32].



It is noteworthy that the optical compensation mechanism allows the spatial temperature gradient along the fiber, which will induce the spatial dependence of birefringence. According to Equations (10) and (11), although the birefringence varies with fiber length, the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations still show opposite signs that originate from the intrinsic symmetry of two orthogonal polarizations. Actually, the birefringence of the fiber changes along with fiber length due to the twist even at room temperature. In our previous work [24,25], the performance of the optical compensation for fiber coil with different twist is verified, which indicates the optical compensation allows spatial dependence of birefringence to some extent.



All the theoretical and experimental results demonstrate that the Faraday effect-induced bias error changes with the temperature variation in the non-skeleton PM fiber coil. More importantly, the Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations always have opposite signs that can be compensated optically regardless of the changes of the temperature. Different from the thermal stress-induced birefringence changes with the variation of temperature in [26], the Faraday effect-induced bias error changes at different temperatures are caused by the intrinsic temperature dependence of birefringence and Verdet constant of PM fiber. Compared to that in the fiber coil with skeleton, the change of Faraday effect-induced bias error versus temperature in non-skeleton fiber coil is a little lower. This may be because the birefringence of fiber coil with skeleton is more sensitive to temperature variation. In addition, in our previous study [25], we have verified that the Faraday effect-induced bias error is suppressed in IFOG with double sensitivity in room temperature, which is also different from the focus of this paper.




5. Conclusions


An investigation of Faraday effect-induced bias error of IFOG under varying temperature is presented. Theoretical analysis and experimental results indicate that the temperature dependence of the Faraday effect-induced bias error exists in the non-skeleton fiber coil, and it is caused by the change in the birefringence and the Verdet constant of PM fiber. Moreover, Faraday effect-induced bias errors of two polarizations always present opposite signs that can be compensated regardless of the changes of the temperature. This should be a promising feature to overcome the Faraday effect-induced bias error in the IFOG.







Acknowledgments


This work is supported by the Chinese Defense Advance Research Program of Science and Technology, China under Grant A0420132202; and the 111 Project in HEU.




Author Contributions


All the authors made contributions to this work. Pan Liu provided the core concept; Pan Liu and Xingxing Guang conceived and performed the experiments, and wrote the paper; Xuyou Li and Guangchun Li supervised all the work and provided experimental support; Zhenlong Xu and Lianwu Guan conducted some work on the modification of the manuscript.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	1. 
Guo, Z.S.; Cheng, F.C.; Li, B.Y.; Cao, L.; Lu, C.; Song, K. Research Development of Silicon MEMS Gyroscopes: A Review. Microsyst. Technol. 2015, 21, 2053–2066. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
Chiu, S.R.; Teng, L.T.; Chao, J.W.; Chao, J.W.; Sue, C.Y.; Lin, C.H.; Chen, H.R.; Su, Y.K. An Integrated Thermal Compensation System for MEMS Inertial Sensors. Sensors 2014, 14, 4290–4311. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	3. 
Xia, D.Z.; Yu, C.; Kong, L. The Development of Micromachined Gyroscope Structure and Circuitry Technology. Sensors 2014, 14, 1394–1473. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Dell’Olio, F.; Tatoli, T.; Ciminelli, C.; Armenise, M.N. Recent Advances in Miniaturized Optical Gyroscopes. J. Eur. Opt. Soc. Rap. Public. 2014, 9, 14013. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	5. 
Ciminelli, C.; D’Agostino, D.; Carnicella, G.; Dell’Olio, F.; Conteduca, D.; Ambrosius, H.P.; Smit, M.K.; Armensie, M.N. A High-Q InP Resonant Angular Velocity Sensor for a Monolithically Integrated Optical Gyroscope. IEEE Photon. J. 2016, 8, 6800418. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	6. 
Li, J.; Suh, M.G.; Vahala, K. Microresonator Brillouin Gyroscope. Optica 2017, 4, 346–348. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	7. 
Tazartes, D. An Historical Perspective on Inertial Navigation Systems. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Symposium on Inertial Sensors and Systems (ISISS), Laguna Beach, CA, USA, 25–26 February 2014; pp. 29–33. [Google Scholar]

	8. 
Vali, V.; Shorthill, R.W. Fiber Ring Interferometer. Appl. Opt. 1976, 15, 1099–1100. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	9. 
Nayak, J. Fiber-Optic Gyroscopes: from Design to Production. Appl. Opt. 2011, 50, E152–E161. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	10. 
Lefèvre, H.C. The Fiber-Optic Gyroscope, 2nd ed.; Artech House: Boston, MA, USA, 2014. [Google Scholar]

	11. 
Lefèvre, H.C. The Fiber-Optic Gyroscope: Challenges to Become the Ultimate Rotation-Sensing Technology. Opt. Fiber Technol. 2013, 19, 828–832. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	12. 
Sanders, G.A.; Sanders, S.J.; Strandjord, L.K.; Qiu, T.Q.; Wu, J.F.; Smiciklas, M.; Mead, D.; Mosor, S.; Arrizon, A.; Ho, W. Fiber optic gyro development at Honeywell. In Proceedings of the SPIE Fiber Optic Sensors and Applications XIII, Baltimore, MD, USA, 18–21 April 2016. [Google Scholar]

	13. 
Andronova, I.A.; Malykin, G.B. Physical Problems of Fiber Gyroscopy Based on the Sagnac Effect. Phys. Uspekhi 2002, 45, 793–817. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	14. 
Digonnet, M.J.; Chamoun, J.N. Recent Developments in Laser-Driven and Hollow-Core Fiber Optic Gyroscopes. In Proceedings of the SPIE Fiber Optic Sensors and Applications XIII, Baltimore, MD, USA, 18–21 April 2016. [Google Scholar]

	15. 
Deppe, O.; Dorner, G.; König, S.; Martin, T.; Voigt, S.; Zimmermann, S. MEMS and FOG Technologies for Tactical and Navigation Grade Inertial Sensors—Recent Improvements and Comparison. Sensors 2017, 17, 567. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	16. 
Hotate, K.; Tabe, K. Drift of an Optical Fiber Gyroscope Caused by the Faraday Effect: Influence of the Earth’s Magnetic Field. Appl. Opt. 1986, 25, 1086–1092. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Böhm, K.; Petermann, K.; Weidel, E. Sensitivity of a Fiber-Optic Gyroscope to Environmental Magnetic Fields. Opt. Lett. 1982, 7, 180–182. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	18. 
Zhao, Y.X.; Zhou, Y.R.; Zhang, D.W.; Yang, J.H.; Zhou, Y.L. Nonreciprocal Phase Error Caused by Orthogonal Magnetic Field in a Polarization-Maintaining Fiber-Optic Gyro. IEEE Sens. J. 2015, 15, 5128–5132. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	19. 
Toldi, D.; Guattari, F.; Molucon, C.; Mélin, G.; Villedieu, T.; Rattier, M.; Robin, T.; Lefèvre, H.C. Understanding and Control of the Magnetic Sensitivity of a Fiber-Optic Gyroscope. In Proceedings of the Inertial Sensors and Systems 2016 (DGON ISS), Karlsruhe, Germany, 20–21 September 2016; pp. 20–21. [Google Scholar]

	20. 
Olson, M.A.; Williams, W.H.; Vaught, J.A.; Mcewen, M.B. Magnetic Shield for a Fiber Optic Gyroscope. U.S. Patent 6,952,268, 4 October 2005. [Google Scholar]

	21. 
Wen, H.; Terrel, M.A.; Kim, H.K.; Digonnet, M.J.F. Measurements of the Birefringence and Verdet Constant in an Air-Core Fiber. J. Lightwave Technol. 2009, 27, 3194–3201. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	22. 
Song, N.F.; Wang, X.Y.; Xu, X.B.; Cai, W.; Wu, C.X. Measurement of the Verdet Constant of Polarization-Maintaining Air-Core Photonic Bandgap Fiber. Sensors 2017, 17, 1899. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	23. 
Olson, M.A.; Lange, C.H. Magnetic Compensators for Fiber Optic Gyroscopes. U.S. Patent 7,298,491, 20 November 2007. [Google Scholar]

	24. 
Liu, P.; Li, X.Y.; Guang, X.X.; Xu, Z.L.; Ling, W.W.; Yang, H.R. Drift Suppression in a Dual-Polarization Fiber Optic Gyroscope Caused by the Faraday Effect. Opt. Commun. 2017, 394, 122–128. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	25. 
Liu, P.; Li, X.Y.; Guang, X.X.; Li, G.C.; Guan, L.W. Bias Error Caused by the Faraday Effect in Fiber Optical Gyroscope With Double Sensitivity. IEEE Photon. Technol. Lett. 2017, 29, 1273–1276. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	26. 
Zhang, D.W.; Zhao, Y.X.; Fu, W.L.; Zhou, W.Q.; Liu, C.; Shu, X.W.; Che, S.L. Nonreciprocal Phase Shift Caused by Magnetic-Thermal Coupling of a Polarization Maintaining Fiber Optic Gyroscope. Opt. Lett. 2014, 39, 1382–1385. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	27. 
Rosa, E.D.L.; Zenteno, L.A.; Starodumov, A.N.; Monzon, D. All-Fiber Absolute Temperature Sensor Using an Unbalanced High-Birefringence Sagnac Loop. Opt. Lett. 1997, 22, 481–483. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	28. 
Zhang, F.; Lit, J.W.Y. Temperature and Strain Sensitivity Measurements of High-Birefringent Polarization-Maintaining Fibers. Appl. Opt. 1993, 32, 2213–2218. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	29. 
Kim, D.H.; Kang, J.U. Sagnac Loop Interferometer Based on Polarization Maintaining Photonic Crystal Fiber with Reduced Temperature Sensitivity. Opt. Express 2004, 12, 4490–4495. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	30. 
Williams, P.A.; Rose, A.H.; Day, G.W.; Milner, T.E.; Deeter, M.N. Temperature Dependence of the Verdet Constant in Several Diamagnetic Glasses. Appl. Opt. 1991, 30, 1176–1178. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	31. 
Shupe, D.M. Thermally Induced Nonreciprocity in the Fiber-Optic Interferometer. Appl. Opt. 1980, 19, 654–655. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	32. 
Wang, Z.N.; Yang, Y.; Lu, P.; Luo, R.Y.; Li, Y.L.; Zhao, D.Y.; Peng, C.; Li, Z.B. Dual-Polarization Interferometric Fiber-Optic Gyroscope with an Ultra-Simple Configuration. Opt. Lett. 2014, 39, 2463–2466. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]























© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







media/file13.jpg
Bias error @ (/h)

Bias error @_(7h)

Bias error @

(/)

—— Simulation results
o Experimental results

0 20 40 60
(@) Temperature (C)

—— Simulation resuls
© Experimental results

20 0 20 W0 0
(b) Temperature ('C)

—— Simulation results
o Experimental results

20 0 20 40 0
(¢) Temperature (C)





media/file4.png
2220

(wy/per) gy 20UdFULIJIIIq Jeaul |
o oo =t

12092

uy [ o

— = [=}

[ ] —
T T T

6&900

-20

b=l

L 1

99k

1
— o0
S X
WO

i s
(Lwywy/per) 4 JULISUOD JAPIIA

95

Temperature 7 ( C)





nav.xhtml


  sensors-17-02046


  
    		
      sensors-17-02046
    


  




  





media/file16.png
Temperature T (GC)
B
o

W
n

o

— x polarization

o

O

g
5 v polarization
5 0.005 —— optical compensation
g
2
=
8
=
=
g |
= -0.005
=
5]
=

: : : : = .0.01 : ' ; ; :

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 100 200 300 400 500 600

(a) Time (minute) (b) Time (minute)





media/file2.png





media/file5.jpg
O e e T e w
P .






media/file3.jpg
(wy/pes) gv ousBuiyong eoury

< & e s 4 o
8 2 o = 2 s
& = g S 2 g
<
g
Q-
s
s
b
=
e =3
g B N 2 ES =5
g 3 B g B

(LW/w/peI) f JURISU0D 19pIAA.

Temperature 7('C)





media/file1.jpg
Input

24






media/file7.jpg
Source

Coupler

Power

Controller ™






media/file10.png





media/file12.png
(=]

Temperature 7' ( C)

o0
<

oN
o

=
o

b
<

o

—— Setting value
.......... Testing value

200 400

---------------

600

Time (minute)

800

1000

1200

1400





media/file9.jpg





media/file0.png





media/file14.png
o

Bias error Q ( /h)

(=]

Bias error €2 ( /h)

(/h)

Bias error QQ

Sum

X

¥

}‘
30r
29r
28t
27 —— Simulation results
¢ ¢ Experimental results
26 1 1 1 1
-40 -20 0 20 40 60
(a) Temperature ( C)
‘26 I I T T
q —— Simulation results
-27 o Experimental results 7
-28F
-29r
-30r
D
_31 1 | | 1
-40 -20 0 20 40 60
(b) Temperature ( C)
0.2 T T T T
— Simulation results
0.1+ o Experimental results -
1] o
0 o S
i1}
o
-0.1F .
_0-2 1 1 1 1
-40 -20 0 20 40 60

(c) Temperature (OC)





media/file8.png
Power PDl
Controller *

Circulatorl

Source

90°

Circulator2

Coupler

PBCI

>
PM fiber
coil
>

PBC2






media/file11.jpg
Temperature 7'('C)

»
S

[
=

o

— Setting value
- Testing value

200 400

600

Time (minute)

800

1000

1200

1400





media/file6.png
(/)

X
(]
n

Bias error Q)

2
[=
1
]
ot
n

o

Bias error Q ( /h)

Vv
1
2

S

—
o
Y
o
o =
s
e —————

,.-.----..-.--_—_-q.--—_- -
- o
-
-
e
- g

_3 1 ] 1 ] |
-40 -20 0 20 40 60 -540 -20 0 20 40

(a) Temperature T(QC) (b) Temperature T(OC)

60





media/file15.jpg
o0
= s ptaion

o5 ]
e L e

w
H g
i« -,

=

fo

B0 a0 0 a0 50 60 e 0 e o
8) Time (minwte) ") T (it





