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This study investigates the interaction between frequency combs and optical feedback effects in Quantum Cascade
Lasers (QCLs). The theoretical analysis reveals new phenomena arising from the interplay between comb generation
and feedback. By considering the bias current corresponding to free-running single mode emission, the introduction
of optical feedback can trigger the generation of frequency combs, including both fundamental and harmonic combs.
This presents opportunities to extend the comb region and generate harmonic frequency combs with different orders
through optimization of external cavity parameters such as losses and length. Furthermore, the study demonstrates
that optical feedback can selectively tune the harmonic order of a pre-existing free-running comb by adjusting the
external cavity length, particularly for feedback ratios around 1%, which are readily achievable in experimental setups.
Under strong feedback conditions (Acket parameter C > 4.6), mixed states emerge, displaying the features of both
laser and external cavity dynamics. While the study is predominantly centered on Terahertz QCLs, we have also
confirmed that the described phenomena occur when utilizing mid-infrared QCL parameters. This work establishes a
connection between comb technology and the utilization of optical feedback, providing new avenues for exploration
and advancement in the field. In fact, the novel reported phenomena open a pathway towards new methodologies
across various domains, such as design of tunable comb sources, hyperspectral imaging, multimode coherent sensing,
and multi-channel communication.a

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum cascade lasers (QCLs) are unipolar semiconduc-
tor lasers based on electronic transitions between confined
states in the conduction band, named subbands.1 The QCL
active region is a multi-stage heterostructure made of nano-
metric semiconductor layers, whose thickness determines the
energy associated to the electronic transitions.2,3 For this rea-
son, these devices are characterized by bandgap tunability,
providing emission in the terahertz (THz)4 and mid-infrared
(mid-IR)1 spectral regions.
In 2012, it was demonstrated for the first time that QCLs can
spontaneously generate optical frequency combs (OFCs),5 co-
herent dynamical regimes consisting of multiple phase-locked
optical lines.5–7 OFCs arise in QCLs without any external
component such as radiofrequency injection, or passive mode-
locking, because of the interplay between strong nonlineari-
ties, non-zero linewidth enhancement factor (LEF, also known
as α factor), spatial-hole burning (SHB), and ultrafast car-
rier lifetime.8,9 Over the past decade the research about QCL
combs has been very fertile, producing the discovery and char-
acterization of several different types of these states, such as
harmonic frequency combs (HFCs), combs induced by phase
turbulence, frequency modulated OFCs, and solitons.5–7,9–16

Strategies to optimize and manipulate these coherent states
have been proposed in the literature, exploiting RF injection
and external optical field injection, and resulting in improve-
ments in terms of stability, spectral broadening, and the ability

a)The following article has been accepted by APL Photonics. After it is pub-
lished, it will be found at https://pubs.aip.org/aip/app.

to induce harmonic states.17–19

Another convenient possibility for modifying and optimizing
QCL combs is represented by the use of optical feedback.
This approach simplifies the experimental setup and offers po-
tential solutions for coherent sensing, spectroscopy and com-
munication. Previous studies on QCLs under optical feedback
have primarily focused on single-mode operation,20–22 which
exhibits higher stability against feedback compared to con-
ventional laser diodes (LDs).21,23 This arises from the com-
bination of two peculiar properties of these lasers: ultrafast
carrier lifetime, which leads to a suppression of the relax-
ation oscillations, and a LEF lower than in interband LDs,
which corresponds to a reduced coupling between amplitude
and phase of the electric field.21,24 Bandgap tunability and sta-
bility under feedback have lead to the employment of single
mode distributed-feedback (DFB) QCLs for several applica-
tions in the sensing domain particularly in the THz region,
where these lasers supply a convenient low-background de-
tection system and offer a solution to the lack of efficient
detectors.20,25–28

Conversely, the study of the effects of optical feedback on
QCL combs is still in its early stages, with a limited number of
published studies documented in the literature. These initial
works, all of an experimental nature, have shown that the pres-
ence of an external target contributes to improving the stability
of the combs, with the observation of a narrowing of the inter-
mode beatnote,29,30 and also allows for slight variation (about
1%) in the mode spacing of these coherent states.31 Further-
more, by fine-tuning the laser-target distance on the emission
wavelength scale, a periodic evolution of the beatnote from
single to multi-peak was observed, with period equal to half
the wavelength.32 In addition, we mention that defects and re-

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

04
45

4v
4 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
op

tic
s]

  1
6 

O
ct

 2
02

3



2

flectors have been utilized to control the combs emitted by
QCLs in some studies.33,34

However, no systematic theoretical investigation on the com-
bination of feedback and QCL combs has been conducted so
far. This work fills this gap in the existing literature and pro-
vides a comprehensive study of the feedback effects in QCL
OFCs by utilizing a new theoretical approach. In fact, the laser
dynamics in presence of feedback has been generally investi-
gated by employing Lang–Kobayashi (LK)35 or reduced rate
equations,36,37 which do not include the polarization dynam-
ics and dispersive effects necessary to reproduce OFCs. Our
study includes the phenomena responsible for comb forma-
tion and accounts for the interplay between laser and external
cavity (EC) modes in the QCL medium in the presence of a
back-reflecting target (Fig. 1(a)). For this purpose, we adopt a
full set of effective semiconductor Maxwell–Bloch equations
(ESMBEs) for a Fabry–Perot (FP) QCL,38–40 modified by in-
corporating the optical feedback into the model.

It is worth noting that the ESMBEs allow for reproduc-
ing dynamical scenarios by varying the bias current in accor-
dance with experiments on free-running QCLs,8,41 showing a
near-threshold continuous-wave (CW) emission followed by
a comb region (Fig. 1(b)). Therefore, by selecting the driv-
ing current of the QCL, we can investigate how different free-
running regimes (CW and OFC) evolve with the introduction
of the optical feedback. This leads to the prediction of several
new phenomena, graphically represented in Fig. 1(c)-(g), and
summarized below:

1. The optical feedback can destabilize the single mode
emission and trigger the generation of fundamental
(Fig. 1(c)) and harmonic (Fig. 1(d)) combs; HFCs with
different mode spacing are obtained by varying EC
length and feedback strength.

2. Under strong feedback (Acket parameter C > 4.6) the
feedback induces a transition from single mode to
mixed states displaying the features of both, laser and
external cavity (Fig. 1(e)). In the frequency domain,
mixed states correspond to a set of frequency bands
whose central frequencies are the modes of the laser
cavity, and whose spacing is the free spectral range of
the EC FSRext.

3. A transition from a fundamental to a harmonic
comb can be induced by introducing optical feedback
(Fig. 1(f)).

4. Under strong feedback, a transition from a fundamen-
tal comb to a mixed state can be triggered by optical
feedback (Fig. 1(g)).

These findings, in addition to being relevant from a funda-
mental physics perspective, hold great significance for the
advancement of tunable comb sources, multimode coherent
sensing, multi-channel communication, and the extension of
the dynamical range of QCL combs.
Section II is dedicated to describing the main features of
the ESMBEs and illustrates how the boundary conditions are
modified to incorporate optical feedback into the model.

In Section III, we present and analyze the results obtained in
the presence of feedback when the bias current of the laser is
set to a value corresponding to single-mode emission in free-
running operation. We also discuss the influence of the α fac-
tor and carrier lifetime on the dynamical scenario.
Section IV is about the dynamics of the QCL in the presence
of feedback when the bias current corresponds to the emission
of a pre-existing comb in free-running operation.
Section V summarizes the conclusions of the study and high-
lights the potential applications of the theoretically predicted
novel phenomena.

II. THE THEORETICAL MODEL

The ESMBEs encompass the polarization dynamics and
the main properties of semiconductor materials playing a role
in the comb formation, such as non null α factor, dependence
of the optical susceptibility from the carrier density, four-
wave mixing, and SHB.8 Two counterpropagating forward
and backward fields, respectively E+ and E−, are considered.
In this work we introduce the optical feedback in the ESMBEs
by modifying the FP boundary conditions with respect to the
free running operation.42 For this purpose, we consider the
case of an external target placed at distance Lext from the right
facet of the QCL, with a frequency independent reflectivity
rext, εL quantifies the total losses experienced from the field
in the EC, and εS the ones due to the re-injection. The field
emitted by the QCL travels in the EC, is reflected by the tar-
get, and partially re-enters into the laser cavity (Fig. 1(a)). If
ε = rextεLεS, we can write the boundary conditions as follows:

E−(L, t) =
√

RE+(L, t)

+

optical feedback

εt2
LE+(L, t − τext)exp(−iω0τext) , (1)

E+(0, t) =
√

RE−(0, t), (2)

where L is the length of the QCL cavity, R is the power re-
flectivity of both the QCL facets, tL =

√
1−R is the transmis-

sivity of the laser facet for both the outgoing and the incom-
ing field, ω0 is the central value of the angular frequency, and
τext =

2Lext
c is the roundtrip time in the EC. Therefore the feed-

back is included by adding the highlighted term at the right
hand side in Eq. (1). The ratio between the feedback power
and the output power is ε2. For ε = 0 the free-running case
is obtained. A full description of the ESMBEs and the math-
ematical procedure exploited to include the optical feedback,
are presented in the supplementary materials.

III. FEEDBACK EFFECTS STARTING FROM
SINGLE-MODE EMISSION

We study the dynamics of a QCL in the presence of an
EC by integrating the ESMBEs with the boundary conditions
(1)–(2). The duration of each simulation is around 1− 5 µs,
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FIG. 1. (a) QCL in presence of an external target. The QCL cavity has length L and roundtrip time τRT, and it is delimited by facets with
reflectivity for the electric field

√
R, where R is the power reflectivity. The reflectivity of the target is rext, the EC has length Lext and roundtrip

time τext. (b) Schematic representation of the Power-Current curve for the free-running QCL, with highlighted the CW emission region close
to threshold (light blue), and the comb region named OFC (dark blue); I1 and I2 are values of the bias current respectively in the CW and OFC
region. The details on the simulated free-running QCL can be found in the supplementary material and in ref.40. (c)-(g): frequency domain
schematic of the novel reported phenomena induced by the optical feedback; feedback induced transition from a free-running CW (I = I1) to
OFC (c), HFC (d), and mixed state (e), and from free-running OFC (I = I2) to HFC (f), and mixed state (g). FSR: free spectral range of the
QCL cavity. FSRext: free spectral range of the external cavity.

ensuring that the system reaches a steady-state condition.
In this section we consider the bias current of the laser set
to I = 1.08Ithr (Ithr is the threshold current), which corre-
sponds to a case of single mode emission in free-running

operation, and we investigate the effect of the feedback. The
results for a THz QCL with carrier lifetime τe = 5 ps,8,9,43

and linewidth enhancement factor α = −0.136,40,44–46 are
summarized in the map presented in Fig. 2(a). In the dark
blue region the free-running CW emission is unchanged by
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FIG. 2. (a) Feedback regime map for a Fabry–Perot THz QCL in the space of EC length Lext (horizontal axis) and feedback power ratio ε2

(vertical axis). The bias current is I = I1 = 1.08Ithr, which corresponds to CW emission in free-running operation. 600 simulations have been
performed, by varying ε between 0.01 and 0.09 with step 0.01 and between 0.1 and 1 with step 0.1, while the values of Lext are considered
in four regions: 1 mm ≤ Lext ≤ 9 mm, with step 1 mm; 1 cm ≤ Lext ≤ 9 cm, with step 1 cm; 10 cm ≤ Lext ≤ 90 cm, with step 10 cm; 1 m
≤ Lext ≤ 3 m, with step 1 m. The values of Lext and ε2 are displayed in logarithmic scale. The region ε2 < 0.25 % is characterized by CW
emission for every pair (Lext, ε2) and it is not shown. The white dashed lines represent the points of the plane where the Acket parameter C
has values 1 and 4.6, as indicated. Examples of found dynamical regimes are shown in the panels (b)–(d) and highlighted on the map of Fig.
(a): output power (up) and optical spectrum (down) of third order harmonic (b) and fundamental (c) combs, mixed state.

the introduction of the feedback. This behaviour tends to
disappear as the feedback level increases (ε2 > 1%). For
values of Lext between 2 mm and 10 cm (short external cavity
regime) the optical feedback destabilizes the single mode
emission and triggers the formation of comb regimes (light
blue region), both fundamental (Fig. 2(c)) and harmonic
(Fig. 2(b)). The majority of these states occur for ε2 > 10%,
when the feedback power constitutes a relevant portion of

the output power. However, if Lext is between 10 cm and
40 cm, some OFC regimes are found for feedback ratio
around 1%, which is a condition that is easier to achieve in
experiments. We remark that in the short cavity range, FSRext
has the same order of magnitude of the laser cavity FSR,
with important implications for the generation of states with
different harmonic order. This aspect will be analyzed in
detail in the second part of this section.
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If we leave the condition of short cavity, FSRext and FSR
have different order of magnitude, and the features of the
both the cavities are identifiable in the QCL dynamics. In
fact, the dynamical scenario is dominated by a different class
of regimes (green region in Fig. 2(a)) for Lext > 10 cm, and
for ε2 > 1%. An example of this type of emission is shown
in Fig. 2(d). The temporal evolution of the output power is
characterized by modulations with periodicity given by the
roundtrip time of the EC τext (up-left panel in Fig. 2(d)),
but it simultaneously presents oscillations on the time scale
of the QCL cavity roundtrip (zoom of the output power,
up-right panel in Fig. 2(d)). Therefore, we can define these
regimes as mixed states, since they display the features of
both laser and external cavity. Consequentially, by looking
at the optical spectrum, we observe that each fundamental
mode of the laser cavity presents a fine structure composed
by a few secondary peaks around the main one (down panels
in Fig. 2(d)). We have, therefore, a sequence of frequency
bands, each of them centered at one of the longitudinal
modes of the laser cavity, and with spacing corresponding
to FSRext. These regimes can result particularly promising
for application purposes, since the spacing of each frequency
band is tunable with continuity by varying Lext, and at the
same time the central frequency can be chosen between the
fundamental longitudinal modes of the QCL cavity. Indeed,
they could be useful for hyperspectral imaging in order to
measure the spectral fingerprints of a material within the
frequency range covered by the mixed states. Furthermore,
they could be appealing for the implementation of novel
multi-channel communication systems.
It is worth to notice that the scenario described in Fig. 2
presents a correspondence with the classical feedback regimes
defined by the Acket parameter C = ε(1−R)τext√

RτRT

√
1+α2.22 In

Fig. 2(a) the different regions of feedback regimes defined
by C are delimited by white dashed lines, and we can notice
that single mode emission and feedback-induced combs
correspond approximately to the union of weak and moderate
feedback regions, while the mixed states arise under strong
feedback (C > 4.6). We specify that for ε2 < 0.25% we
found stable single mode emission for each value of Lext,
with negligible effect of the feedback. A similar behaviour
(stability of the CW emission for a feedback ratio lower
than approximately 0.1%) was reported also in the feedback
diagram for single-mode DFB QCLs presented in ref.23. It
is a manifestation of the higher stability of QCLs mentioned
in the introduction, due to lower α and carrier lifetime
with respect to bipolar LDs. Lastly, we highlight that the
classification of the different dynamical regimes presented
in the map of Fig. 2 has been performed using a rigorous
procedure based on phase and amplitude noise quantifiers
previously introduced in ref.38. The details on this procedure
can be found in the supplementary materials.

At this point, we want to discuss more in detail the
formation of the comb regimes presented in the map of
Fig. 2(a). Firstly, we highlight that optical feedback induces
new types of combs which are not observed in free running
for any value of the bias current, by adopting the exploited

FIG. 3. Harmonic order tunability in the short cavity range.
Feedback-induced frequency combs with different harmonic order
obtained for different values of Lext: (a) fourth, (b) second, (c) third
order HFCs, and (d) fundamental optical frequency comb, reported
respectively for Lext = 2 mm, 4 mm, 5 mm and 7 mm. The combs
of Figs. (b)-(d) are obtained for the same feedback ratio ε2 = 36 %,
while the HFC 4 of Fig. (a) is found for ε2 = 100 %. Temporal
evolution of the output power (left), optical spectrum (centre), and
power spectrum (right) are shown for each regime. These regimes
are extracted from Fig. 2(a), so they are generated for I = 1.08Ithr,
corresponding to a CW emission in free-running operation.

set of parameters. In fact, in that case only self-starting
fundamental and second order HFCs are reported,40 while
in presence of optical feedback we observe third and fourth
order HFCs, as shown in Fig. 3. In particular, the short ex-
ternal cavity regime offers the possibility to tune the order of
the generated frequency combs by varying the external cavity
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length Lext. In Fig. 3(b)-(d) we show some examples of HFCs
characterized by different order, obtained for different values
of Lext, at fixed ε2 = 36%. We specify that these regimes are
elements of the map presented in Fig. 2(a) in the main text,
so that they are generated for I = 1.08Ithr, corresponding to a
single mode emission in free-running operation. Therefore,
these regimes are induced by the feedback. Moreover, we
observe that the order of these combs is related to the chosen
values of Lext. For the case in Fig. 3(b) we have Lext = 4 mm,
which corresponds to FSRext = 37.5 GHz. Considering that
the QCL cavity FSR is 20.8 GHz, we observe that in this
case FSRext is close to 2FSR, and in fact the generated comb
has order 2. If Lext = 5 mm we report a third order HFC
regime (Fig. 3(c)), and we have FSRext = 30 GHz≈ 1.5 FSR,
so that the lowest integer which is a multiple of FSRext

FSR is 3
(this corresponds to a superposition between all the external
cavity modes with the modes of the cold QCL cavity spaced
by 3 FSR). When Lext = 7 mm, we have FSRext = 21.4 GHz,
a value close to the FSR and in fact, as shown in Fig. 3(d),
the feedback induces a fundamental OFC. We also verified
that, by choosing the values of Łext so that the conditions
FSRext = FSR, FSRext = 1.5 FSR, and FSRext = 2FSR are
strictly satisfied, we obtain respectively combs of order 1, 3,
and 2 as in Fig. 3. The results presented in Fig. 3 help us
to understand that the order of these combs is determined
by FSRext, so that the external cavity modes compete in the
nonlinear QCL medium and impose their characteristics,
generating a comb with their spacing (Figs. 3(b)-3(d)) or with
a spacing which is an integer multiple of FSRext (Fig. 3(c)).
Finally, we observe that the feedback strength plays a role
in the possibility to generate harmonic combs with different
order, and a larger variety of these regimes is reported as
ε2 increases. For example, if we increase ε2 to 100% (no
losses in the external cavity), we also report a 4th order
HFC (see Fig. 3(a)) when Lext = 2 mm, corresponding to
FSRext = 75 GHz (close to 4 FSR). We would like to clarify
that while achieving a feedback ratio of 100% may not be
feasible in practice, this example nonetheless highlights the
possibility of 4th order HFC and the sequential switching of
comb regimes with increasing feedback levels.

We understand that the addition of an external target
implies a three mirror cavity (as depicted in Fig. 1(a)) with
a modified spectral behaviour with respect to the two mirror
laser cavity in free running operation, so that the emission of
new comb states is triggered.
According to these results, optical feedback can serve as
a new method to tune the harmonic order of QCL combs,
which is also more convenient and cost-effective compared to
methods based on optical injection.19 This could enable sig-
nificant improvements in the field of broadband spectroscopy,
imaging, and wireless communication, which are the most
compelling applications of QCL HFCs.47

Additionally, these results show that optical feedback helps
the OFC formation closer to the laser threshold, with a
consequent extension of the comb region in terms of bias
current, overcoming the limitations imposed by the typically
short dynamical range of QCLs. Although the short-cavity

FIG. 4. Feedback maps showing the dynamical regimes for different
values of τe and α . Values of ε and Lext as in Fig. 2(a). I = 1.08Ithr,
and other parameters as in Fig. 2(a).

region requires high feedback ratios (>10%) to trigger the
combs, for Lext between 10 and 40 cm, these regimes are
induced for ε2 on the order of 1%, as mentioned previously.
Therefore, we identify this portion of the feedback map in
Fig. 2(a) as ideal for applications related to extending the
comb region.
In addition to the results shown in Fig. 2, we have also inves-
tigated how the comb emission is affected when fine-tuning
the length of the external cavity on the wavelength scale.
In particular, we observed that for the case I = 1.08Ithr, the
comb emission is obtained with a period of λ /2 (λ is the
central emission wavelength) and alternates with single-mode
emission in the short cavity regime. Conversely, when
shifting λ on the wavelength scale, we consistently obtain
comb emission in the long cavity regime, although we report
variations in the waveform. Details regarding these results
are presented in section S.2 of the supplementary materials
for the case I = 1.08Ithr.

Then, we investigate the impact of carrier lifetime and α

factor on the feedback regime scenario, considering the four
combinations between two values of τe (1 ps and 5 ps) and
two values of α (−0.1 and 0.7). We remark that τe = 1 ps and
α = 0.7 are typical values for a mid-IR QCL,8,9 while τe =
5 ps and α = −0.1 are characteristic of THz-QCLs, as pre-
viously mentioned. This last combination, in fact, has been
previously analyzed and described in Fig. 2, and the map of
Fig. 2(a) is again reproduced in Fig. 4(b), to enable com-
parison with the other cases. We can notice that if we keep
α = −0.1, but we decrease the value of the carrier lifetime
to 1 ps, the CW emission dominates the dynamical scenario
in Fig. 4(a), and the comb and mixed state regions disap-
pear. This suggests that the low value of τe provides ultra-
stability of the single mode-emission, in agreement with pre-
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vious studies on QCLs under optical feedback based on the
LK model, where it was shown that an increase of the photon
to carrier lifetime ratio implies higher stability of the single
mode solution.21,48 We would like to point out that we have
recreated the feedback diagram for two distinct values of τe in
order to theoretically investigate how the laser dynamics are
influenced by this parameter. Our aim was not to reproduce a
variation in carrier lifetime that can be observed in a labora-
tory setting for a single device.
If we increase α to 0.7 by keeping τe = 1 ps (Fig. 4(c)), is-
lands of comb regimes and mixed states reappear in the map,
and we also observe a new type of states, characterized by ir-
regular dynamics (red region), which do not present locking
and do not display any periodicity on the EC roundtrip time.
We relate this to the higher value of α , associated to a higher
phase-amplitude coupling of the electric field, which favors
the occurrence of multi-mode regimes and can lead to chaotic
or irregular dynamics when it is high enough, as shown for
free-running QCLs.38 In this case the comb region is less ex-
tended than in the THz QCL case of Fig. 4(b), and only few
locked states are reported mainly for high feedback coupling
(ε2 > 10%). We explain this by considering that the low value
of τe tends to keep the system on a stable CW emission, as ob-
served in the limit case of Fig. 4(a). We remark that even if the
values α = 0.7 and τe = 1 ps are typical of mid-IR QCLs,8,9

the other parameters used to generate Fig. 4(c) are common to
Fig. 2(a) and to all the other maps in Fig. 4, and correspond to
a THz QCL. A feedback map for an actual mid-IR QCL is pre-
sented and discussed in the supplementary materials. In this
case a comb region more extended than in Fig. 4(c) is found,
and it is shown that this is linked to the larger value of gain
bandwidth characterizing the mid-IR devices.6,11 This gives
generality to our results, because it assures that both THz and
mid-IR QCLs can provide feedback-induced comb operation
in a large portion of the Lext–ε2 diagram.
Lastly, for α = 0.7 and τe = 5 ps, we observe a larger number
of multi-mode regimes, both locked and unlocked (Fig. 4(d)).
We understand, therefore, that an increase of the carrier life-
time promotes a destabilization of the CW emission when the
feedback is switched on, playing a role similar to the LEF.
However, we highlight that an increase of α implies the emer-
gence of a higher number of irregular regimes. We estimated a
critical value α = 0.5 for which irregular dynamics arises (see
the supplementary materials). This value is compatible with
THz QCLs,8 suggesting the possibility to generate irregular or
chaotic regimes in these devices in presence of feedback.

IV. FEEDBACK EFFECTS STARTING FROM COMB
EMISSION

We investigate how the map of Fig. 2(a) changes if we vary
the bias current, using a frequency comb as the initial con-
dition in our numerical experiment instead of a CW emis-
sion. We realize this by setting I = 1.5Ithr, where the QCL
emits a fundamental frequency comb regime in free-running
operation, and we replicate the study of Fig. 2 in this new
case. The resulting map, shown in Fig. 5(a), exhibits three

FIG. 5. (a) Feedback regime diagram for I = I2 = 1.5Ithr, correspond-
ing to the emission of a fundamental OFC in free-running operation.
All the other parameters as in Fig. 2(a). (b) Order of frequency combs
reported for different values of the external cavity length in regime
of short cavity, for feedback ratio ε2 = 1%. The data are extracted
from the map of Fig. (a), where the region considered in the panel
(b) is highlighted with a dashed box.

types of regimes: frequency combs, occurring mainly for
short values of the cavity length, mixed states, corresponding
to Lext > 10 cm, and irregular dynamics. We observe, there-
fore, that the single-mode region disappears if we choose a
comb as initial condition. This indicates that the dynamical
scenario exhibited from the QCL depends on the bias current,
and different maps are obtained for values of the bias current
corresponding to different states observed in free-running op-
eration (a fundamental comb in this case, and a CW emission
in the case of Fig. 2).
One notable difference compared to the map shown in Fig.2(a)
is the possibility to achieve harmonic comb operation and har-
monic order tunability for low values of the feedback ratio.
For instance, for ε2 = 1 %, we report a sequence of OFCs and
HFCs with different order in the regime of short cavity, as de-
picted in Fig. 5(b). This implies that if the bias current of the
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laser is set in correspondence of the emission of a pre-existing
free-running OFC, the external feedback allows to manipulate
the original comb and obtain HFCs with orders determined by
the feedback conditions. In the case where the bias current
corresponds to a free-running CW emission, this tunability of
the harmonic order was observed for higher values of the feed-
back ratio (ε2 > 10%), which may pose challenges in exper-
imental realization. Thus, we conclude that feedback can be
readily employed as a tool for comb manipulation, enabling
the generation of different types of HFCs when the bias cur-
rent corresponds to a free-running OFC.
Furthermore, even in the case of I = 1.5Ithr, corresponding to
comb emission in free-running operation, we have considered
how a comb regime is affected by variations in the length of
the external cavity on the wavelength scale. In this case, we
report an alternation between comb and irregular dynamics
in the short cavity regime, and an alternation between comb
and mixed states in the long cavity regime, with comb emis-
sion periodically obtained with a period of λ /2. These results
are in agreement with the experiments reported in ref.32. Fur-
ther details are provided in section S.5 of the supplementary
material. We notice that some differences occur in the long
cavity regime with respect to the case I = 1.08Ithr, previously
discussed in Sec. III and in Sec. S.2 of the supplementary
materials, where it was shown that the comb regimes are not
affected by the tuning of Lext on the wavelength scale. There-
fore, we highlight that according to our numerical results, in
the long cavity regime the behaviour of the comb emission
under fine-tuning of the external cavity length depends on the
value of the bias current, and the results are more stable if
the bias current corresponds to single mode emission in free-
running operation.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we conducted a study on the interactions
between frequency combs and optical feedback effects in
QCLs. Our theoretical analysis predicted new phenomena
that arise from the interplay between comb generation and
feedback, offering novel solutions with potential applications
in various domains. Firstly, we observed that when the bias
current corresponds to free-running single mode emission, the
introduction of optical feedback can trigger the generation of
frequency combs, including both fundamental and harmonic
combs. This provides opportunities to extend the comb region
in terms of bias current and to generate harmonic frequency
combs with different orders by optimizing the external cavity
parameters such as losses and length. Additionally, we
demonstrated that if a pre-existing free-running comb is
emitted by the QCL, the optical feedback can be used to
selectively tune its harmonic order by adjusting the external
cavity length, particularly for feedback ratios around 1%,
which are readily achievable in experimental setups. Lastly,
under strong feedback conditions (Acket parameter C > 4.6),
we observed the emergence of mixed states with timescales
influenced by both the laser and external cavity dynamics.
The dynamical scenario in the presence of feedback was

also explored for different values of the α factor and carrier
lifetime in QCLs, highlighting that the newly discovered
phenomena can be observed in both mid-IR and THz QCLs.
The ability to manipulate and control frequency combs
through optical feedback provides unprecedented opportu-
nities for developing innovative technologies with enhanced
performance and versatility. The tunability of comb sources
enables precise spectral control, facilitating the intentional
generation of harmonic states. This capability has signifi-
cant implications for broadband spectroscopy, sensing, and
free-space communication, which are the most compelling
applications of the harmonic combs. Moreover, the inte-
gration of comb technology with optical feedback offers
increased dynamic range, and enhanced spectral coverage.
Thus, the novel phenomena reported in our manuscript
hold great promise for driving advancements in a wide
range of technological domains, such as design of tunable
comb sources, hyperspectral imaging, coherent sensing, and
multi-channel communication applications.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The supplementary material describes the ESMBEs with
optical feedback, the parameters used in the simulations and
the procedure followed to classify the dinamical regimes, the
behaviour of the frequency combs under fine-tuning of the ex-
ternal cavity length, and an estimation of the critical value of
α factor at which irregular regimes arise. It also presents the
feedback diagram for a mid-IR QCL.
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