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The back-linked Fabry-Perot interferometer (BLFPI) is an interferometer topology proposed for
space gravitational wave antennas with the use of inter-satellite Fabry-Perot interferometers. The
BLFPI offers simultaneous and independent control over all interferometer length degrees of freedom
by controlling the laser frequencies. Therefore, BLFPI does not require an active control system
for the physical lengths of the inter-satellite Fabry-Perot interferometers. To achieve a high sen-
sitivity, the implementation must rely on an offline signal process for subtracting laser frequency
noises. However, the subtraction has not been experimentally verified to date. This paper reports a
demonstration of the frequency noise subtraction in the frequency band of 100 Hz-50 kHz, including
the cavity pole frequency, using Fabry-Perot cavities with a length of 46 cm. The highest reduction
ratio of approximately 200 was achieved. This marks the first experimental verification of the critical
function in the BLFPI.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the groundbreaking observation of gravitational
waves radiated from a binary black hole in 2015 [1], the
network of terrestrial gravitational wave interferometers
finished conducting three observing runs in March 2020,
reporting the observations of 90 gravitational wave event
candidates from compact binary coalescences [2]. Cur-
rently, the terrestrial network is in the fourth observing
run. All the events so far were identified to be those radi-
ated from binary systems consisting of either two neutron
stars, two stellar mass blacks hole or the combination of
the two. They are found to be in the mass range of
1− 100M⊙, corresponding to the observation frequency
band of 10 Hz-1 kHz [3]. In June 2023, the North Amer-
ican Nanohertz Observatory for Gravitational Wave, one
of the pulsar timing array (PTA) experiments, reported
the observational evidence of detection of a nHz grav-
itational wave background, likely from the ensemble of
supermassive black hole binaries [4].

On the other hand, the frequency band of mHz−10 Hz
remains unexplored as a frequency gap, given the fact
that the frequency band of terrestrial interferometers
is limited by ground vibration noises [5] and that of
the PTA experiments is limited by the integration time.
Complementing this gap is of high importance because
it would offer observations of the binary systems of new
mass range [6, 7], and cosmological sources [8, 9]. Sev-
eral strategies have been proposed to fill the frequency
gap. They include plans to utilize torsional pendulums
with low resonant frequency for effective vibration isola-
tion, as represented by TOBA [10]; atomic interferome-
ters that employ free-fall atoms to mitigate disturbances,
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such as AION [11], ZAIGA [12], and AEDGE [13]; plans
to utilize the stable cryogenic materials to remove seis-
mic noise with a high common mode rejection, exempli-
fied by SOGRO [14], as well as a number of space-borne
interferometer missions proposals, that essentially avoid
the terrestrial environment, such as LISA [15], Taiji [16],
TianQin [17], BBO [18], TianGO [19], B-DECIGO, DE-
CIGO and other concepts [20].

In particular, B-DECIGO [21], an inter-satellite Fabry-
Perot interferometer, has the potential to achieve a high
sensitivity in the 0.1 Hz band. It is capable of observ-
ing the intermediate-mass black hole binaries with a to-
tal mass of 100-104M⊙ up to a redshift of ∼ 300 with
a signal-to-noise ratio of 8. It will also be capable of
detecting neutron star binaries before they merge. For
instance, B-DECIGO should be able to detect such a
system 7 years before the merger if it is at a distance
of 40 Mpc [22] comparable to GW170817. DECIGO,
the ambitious successor of B-DECIGO, will improve the
sensitivity by an order of magnitude and is hoped to
achieve a direct observation of primordial gravitational
wave backgrounds [23].

The back-linked Fabry-Perot interferometer (BLFPI)
was proposed [24] as an interferometer topology using the
inter-satellite Fabry-Perot interferometers (see Fig. 1).
We colloquially call the Fabry-Perot interferometer the
Fabry-Perot cavity or cavity in short, hereafter. The
BLFPI keeps all the cavities at a resonance by control-
ling the laser frequencies only, thus avoiding the need
for precision control of the inter-satellite distances at an
unprecedented precision level of nanometers. Such a pre-
cision control would be required if the resonances were
maintained by controlling the physical lengths of cavi-
ties. The BLFPI is expected to overcome the serious de-
sign problem where the amount of propellant stringently
limits the length of the observation period due to con-
tinuous control of the satellite positions. In addition, if
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic view of the BLFPI. Three inter-satellite interferometers are constructed by three S/C (spacecraft). Each
spacecraft is equipped with two laser sources so that all lasers can be locked to the cavities by frequency locked loops without
controlling the position of test masses. (b) Schematic of the internal optical system of each S/C. The heterodyne beat signals
as δνb and δν′

b are acquired at each end of the back-link path with two photodetectors. The combination of the two heterodyne
signals can subtract phase noises introduced in the back-link fiber in the post-process. The reflected light from each cavity is
monitored by two photodetectors, one for laser frequency control and the other out-of-loop photodetectors for obtaining the y1
and y2 signals for the subtraction.

the inter-satellite cavity lengths were controlled for keep-
ing the resonances, one cavity length degree of freedom
would need to be left uncontrolled, requiring an addi-
tional adjustment for the cavity lengths [25]. Since the
BLFPI employs a simple control configuration in which
each laser is locked to each corresponding cavity, there is
no restrictions on the values of cavity lengths, allowing
the satellites to form an arbitrary and time-variant trian-
gular formation. Finally, the simple configuration makes
the in-orbit operations more tractable such as lock acqui-
sition.

While the BLFPI offers several advantages, it is vulner-
able to laser frequency noises which would significantly
deteriorate the observatory sensitivity if unaddressed.
For the reason, the BLFPI was proposed together with
a new offline noise subtraction scheme similarly to time-
delay interferometry [26]. In the BLFPI, the heterodyne
beatnote signals are obtained by optically connecting the
two lasers with an optical fiber called the back-link simi-
larly to LISA [27–29] in addition to the error signals from
each cavity. The success of BLFPI heavily relies on this
subtraction process which has not experimentally been
tested to date.

This paper for the first time reports an experimental
demonstration of the BLFPI. A miniature of the BLFPI
was built on an optical bench with the main aim of val-
idating the frequency noise subtraction. We show that
the frequency noise can be subtracted to a reduction ra-
tio of 188±29 and discuss the current limitations for the
subtraction.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect II, we in-
troduce the frequency noise subtraction scheme and show
that the frequency noises can be subtracted while leaving
the gravitational wave signals or equivalently the length

signals unaffected. In Sect III, the experimental setup
and the implementation of the offline subtraction process
are presented. In Sect IV, it is shown that the laser fre-
quency noises were successfully reduced by adapting the
subtraction process to the data acquired in the experi-
ment. Sect V discusses a number of sources that could
limit the noise subtraction ratio and the implication to
the space gravitational wave antennas. Finally, Sect VI
summarizes the paper.

II. FREQUENCY NOISE SUBTRACTION

We briefly explain the frequency noise subtraction and
set the definitions of parameters relevant to the experi-
ment. While the proposal paper [24] handles frequency
noises in terms of phase in rad, we treat them in terms of
frequencies in Hz such that they can be easily translated
to the measurement values in the experiment.
Figure 2 illustrates the block diagram for a single in-

terferometer of the BLFPI constellation. The frequency
of each laser source is locked to the corresponding cavity
length via a liner servo filter Fj with j = 1, 2. The fre-
quency of each laser comes with fluctuations or frequency
noise denoted by δνj . The frequency locking servo then
suppresses frequency noises by feeding the signal back
to a frequency actuator Aj . Consequently, the laser fre-
quency tracks the cavity length fluctuation δLj .
The error signals for the j-th laser source with respect

to the length of cavity can be expressed in the frequency
domain as

yj =
Sj

1 +Gj
δνj +

Sj

1 +Gj

νj
Lj

δLj , (1)
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FIG. 2. Block diagram of the control system and post process for the BLFPI. The system consists of the experimental system
for signal acquisition and the post process system to subtract laser frequency noises. The experimental system is further divided
into the control system to lock the lasers to a cavity resonance, the back-link part to monitor the heterodyne beat signals, and
the frequency readout part to monitor the time evolution of the beatnote frequency.

where Sj and Gj describe a sensing transfer function con-
verting frequency into voltage and open loop gain defined
by Gj ≡ SjFjAj , respectively.
The back-link path optically combines the two laser

beams before they are incident on the Fabry-Perot cavi-
ties, producing heterodyne beatnote signals. Due to the
frequency-locked loops, the beatnote signals contain the
frequency noises of laser sources as well as the length
fluctuation of the Fabry-Perot cavities. The beat signal
in terms of its frequency shift δνb can be expressed as

δνb =
1

1 +G1
δν1 −

G1

1 +G1

ν1
L1

δL1

− 1

1 +G2
δν2 +

G2

1 +G2

ν2
L2

δL2.

(2)

The frequency shift can be read out by, for example, a
phasemeter. The conversion factor from frequency to
voltage is given by GFR.

Once the three measurement data yj and νb are
recorded at the same time, one can obtain the synthe-
sized signal X as

X = δνb FRS1 estS2 est − (y1S2 est − y2S1 est)

=

[
1

1 +G1

{(
GFR

GFR est
− S1

S1 est

)
δν1

−
(

GFR

GFR est
G1 +

S1

S1 est

)
ν1
L1

δL1

}
− 1

1 +G2

{(
GFR

GFR est
− S2

S2 est

)
δν2

−
(

GFR

GFR est
G2 +

S2

S2 est

)
ν2
L2

δL2

}]
S1 estS2 est.

(3)

The quantities with the subscript “est” represent the esti-
mated parameters for the offline subtraction process. As-
suming that S1, S2, and GFR can be estimated with suf-
ficiently high accuracy so that S1 est → S1, S2 est → S2,
and GFR est → GFR, one can arrive at

X =

(
− ν1
L1

δL1 +
ν2
L2

δL2

)
S1S2

=

{(
− ν1
L1

+
ν2
L2

)
δL+ −

(
ν1
L1

+
ν2
L2

)
δL−

}
S1S2

≈
{

−∆L

L1 (L1 +∆L)
δL+ − 2L1 +∆L

L1 (L1 +∆L)
δL−

}
S1S2ν,

(4)
with δL± being the common and differential components
of two lengths defined by

δL± ≡ δL1 ± δL2

2
. (5)

In addition, we have approximated the laser frequencies
as ν ≈ ν1 ≈ ν2. This is valid as long as the beatnote fre-
quency is approximately 100 MHz or smaller for the laser
frequency of several 100 THz, as mentioned in Sect III. In
this case, the relative difference between the two laser fre-
quencies should be less than 1 ppm. Two cavity lengths
are related via L2 ≡ L1 + ∆L where ∆L is the macro-
scopic difference.
The synthesized output now contains only the displace-

ment of the cavity length. In the event of gravitational
waves passing through the Fabry-Perot interferometer,
they appear as the differential mode of the lengths with
the laser frequency noises subtracted. This is the working



4

principle of the BLFPI and frequency noise subtraction.
As is apparent from Eq. (3), the success of frequency
noise subtraction largely depends on the accuracy in the
estimation of the interferometer responses S1 and S2.
Additionally, the coefficients for the frequency readout
GFR also affects the subtraction performance. However,
it can be independently calibrated with an oscillator of
known amplitude and frequency.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

For the practical application of the BLFPI, it is neces-
sary to conduct the experimental test to demonstrate the
frequency noise subtraction and possibly identify issues
associated with the implementation. The experimental
setup for our demonstration is illustrated in Fig. 3 where
an equivalent of the single BLFPI miniature is built on
a tabletop under the atmospheric pressure. Two inde-
pendent laser sources at a wavelength of 1064 nm are
employed. Each laser field is divided into two paths by
an unpolarized beam splitter with a splitting ratio of
50:50. One is the optical path to the cavity, and the laser
field is phase-modulated by an Electro Optic Modulator
(EOM) at a radio frequency before the Fabry-Perot cav-
ity, allowing for the Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH) readout
scheme [30]. The other backlink optical path is imple-
mented by a 1 m of optical fiber sending the light of a
laser source to the other, producing the heterodyne beat-
note. Each laser light has a power of about 5 mW before
the beamsplitter.

The frequency of each laser is locked to the cavity
length by feeding the PDH signals with a linear control
filter. Therefore, two Fabry-Perot cavities are locked at
resonance points.

The two Fabry-Perot cavities have an identical design
length value of 46 cm. The finesse of cavity 1 was mea-
sured to be approximately 11000, and 14000 for cavity
2. We estimated the cavity pole frequency to be approx-
imately 15 kHz and 12 kHz, for cavities 1 and 2, respec-
tively based on the measurement values for finesse. The
design choices were made primarily to have the cavity
pole low enough such that the cavity pole feature can
be captured by the data acquisition system at a realistic
sampling rate. This is because, as shown in Table I, de-
tectors such as DECIGO include the cavity pole in the
observation bands, and thus it is important to demon-
strate the subtraction of frequency noise in the frequency
bands [23] around the cavity pole. A dedicated spacer
accommodating the two Fabry-Perot cavities is designed
and implemented. The spacer is made of a super invar,
IC-36FS, from Shinhokoku Material Corporation with a
dimension of 80 × 460 × 40 mm3. The thermal expan-
sion coefficient is expected to be 0.8 ppm/K so that the
effect from ambient temperature is small. The cavity
mirrors are attached to the spacer with a combination of
acrylic plate and rubber ring. Additionally, we installed
an aperture mask in both intra-cavities to suppress the

excitation of high-order spatial modes.
Two types of signals are recorded in the measurements.

One is the error signals derived by the PDH scheme, rep-
resenting the relative measure of laser frequency with re-
spect to the cavity length. The setup contains two such
signals, namely y1 and y2. The other type is the fre-
quency variations of the beatnote generated by the back-
link heterodyne. This beatnote signal is designed to pro-
duce a monochromatic oscillative signal at 10-160 MHz.
The center frequency of the beatnote signal can change
depending on the resonant conditions of the Fabry-Perot
cavities. The beatnote signal is then fed to a commer-
cial phasemeter which tracks the phase evolution via the
digital phase-locked loop. The phasemeter then produces
an analog copy of the input signal with a fixed amplitude
to reduce the adverse effect from amplitude fluctuations
and higher harmonics. Finally, the analog copy of the
beatnote signal is converted into the voltage signal in
proportional to the beatnote frequency via the delay line
fequency discreminator [32]. Although the phasemeter
has the function of recording the phase evolution, we did
not use it. The use of the phase record function will re-
quire an additional system to synchronize the phasemeter
and data logger.
The subtraction performance was evaluated by observ-

ing changes in the spectra referred to the beatnote fre-
quency in Hz/Hz1/2 with and without the subtraction
applied. The spectrum of the beatnote frequency with-
out the subtraction was determined to be dominated by
technical noises as summarized in Fig. 4. Unexpected
acoustic noise exists in a broad band up to several kHz.
Since these acoustic noises are not present when the cav-
ities are not resonant, they are likely be associated with
the frequency locked loops. Possible noise sources include
the residual of the differential cavity fluctuation and the
sensing noise of the control. The ADC noise of the data
logger, which is dominant at high frequencies, can be
reduced by introducing a preamplifier if lower noise is
required in future.
Since the laser frequency noises are far below the tech-

nical noises across the frequency band, a function gener-
ator was hooked up to laser 1 to deliberately increase the
magnitude of the frequency noise. The square waves at a

TABLE I. Comparison of the experimental setup and space
detectors for the main parameters of the optical cavity.

Experimental setup DECIGO

Cavity length [m] 0.46 1.0× 106

Free spectral range [Hz] ∼ 3.3× 108 1.5× 102

Finesse ∼ 104 10
Cavity pole [Hz] ∼ 104 7.5
Frequency band [Hz] 100− 5.0× 104 0.1− 10
Laser
wave length [nm]

1064 515

Cavity Incident
Laser Power [W]

∼ 2.5× 10−3 10
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FIG. 3. Experimental setup for demonstration. It consists of the laser frequency locked loops using the PDH readout and
the back-link part for producing the heterodyne beatnote signals. The frequency fluctuation of the heterodyne beatnote signal
is converted to voltage signals by the combination of the phase locked loop and delay line. The frequency fluctuations is then
recorded by the data logger along with the error signals. The difference from the spacecraft layout shown in Fig. 1b is that the
error signal used for subtraction process is shared with the in-loop signal used for laser frequency lock. Since the phase noise
expected to be introduced from the 1 m length backlink optical fiber [31] is almost negligible compared to the expected noise
floor shown in Fig. 4, the heterodyne beat signal is acquired with only one photodetector. In addition, square waves to excite
the frequency noise are injected for the demonstration at a point before the control filter of the frequency locked loop for laser
1.

FIG. 4. Amplitude spectral densities of measured frequency
fluctuation at the heterodyne beatnote δνb and various es-
timated noise contributions. (Dashed blue) Measured noise
without an excitation. (Thick blue curve) Quadrature sum
of all known noise contributions. (Red dashed) digitization
noise of ADC or analog-to-digital converter for the logger used
for recording the heterodyne beatnote. (Dashed yellow) Sup-
pressed laser frequency noise from laser 1. (Dashed purple)
the same for laser 2. (Dashed green) ADC digitization noise
for the digital phase-locked loop in the phasemeter.

fundamental frequency of 113 Hz are applied to increase
the laser frequency noise in a broad frequency range. The
excitation can be switched off whenever necessary.
The subtraction process was implemented in the fre-

quency domain as opposed to the time domain. As
pointed out in time-delay interferometry for LISA [26],
the frequency domain subtraction introduces undesired
residuals due to the finite-length Fourier transform.
Nonetheless, in our demonstration the subtraction ra-
tio is not limited by that and therefore adopted the fre-
quency domain treatment for simplicity.
The data streams y1, y2 and νb FR are divided into

2n − 1 data chunks each with a 50% overlap so that
Welch’s method [33] can be applied. The data length
of each chunk NC is N/n whereas the overall data length
is N . We estimate the power spectral density S(f) of the
synthesized output X referred to the beatnote frequency
by

S(f) =
2C

T

2n−1∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣ X(k)

S1 estS2 est

∣∣∣∣2

=
2CTS

(2n− 1)NC

2n−1∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣∣ y
(k)
1

S1 est
− y

(k)
2

S2 est
− δν

(k)
b FR

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,

(6)
where superscript (k) denotes the Fourier-transformed
quantity using k-th chunk, T is a measurement duration,
TS is a sampling duration, and C is a correction factor



6

specific to the window function. In our case, the Hann
window was applied and the correction C = 8/3 was
used.

IV. DEMONSTRATION OF SUBTRACTION

Two sets of data were recorded at different times. One
is without the frequency noise excitation for estimating
the noise floor as shown in Fig. 4. The other is with
the frequency noise excitation enabled. In both cases,
the frequencies of lasers were locked to the Fabry-Perot
cavities all the time, producing a continuous train of time
series data.

To obtain an accurate estimation of the sensing trans-
fer function Sj , we experimentally measured the trans-
fer functions between the beatnote and the error signals.
The sensing transfer function was modeled by a single-
pole system as

Sj est(f) =
aj exp(−2πfτj i)

1 + if/fc,j
, (7)

where aj , τj and fc,j are all constants of real values rep-
resenting the optical gain in V/Hz, relative time delay in
sec and cavity pole frequency in Hz, respectively. Since
the free spectral range of the cavity is a sufficiently high
value of ∼326 MHz comparing to the frequency band of
interest, the single-pole model is accurate enough for our
purpose. The measurement of the transfer functions in-
cludes also the response of the frequency readout GFR.
However, GFR was measured independently and the ef-
fect was removed by applying its inverse in the frequency
domain.

The measurements of the sensing transfer functions
were performed in-situ by utilizing the data set with the
excitation enabled. The measured transfer function and
the result of fitting to the model (7) are shown in Fig 5.
The models Sj est with the fitted parameters are used in
the subtraction.

Fig. 6 shows the amplitude spectral densities of the
beatnote signals with and without the offline subtraction.
The red curve was obtained while keeping the square
wave excitation enabled. As expected, the higher or-
der harmonics at frequencies of odd integer multiples of
113Hz are clearly visible in the spectrum.

As seen in Fig. 6, the excitation peaks were success-
fully subtracted to the levels as low as the ambient noise
floor not only in the low frequency region, where the sens-
ing transfer functions Sj are almost constant, but also at
around the cavity pole and frequencies above. In par-
ticular, a reduction of a broad continuum is confirmed
at frequencies above 10 kHz by a factor of two at most
compared to the spectrum without the excitation. In
this region, the laser frequency noises are expected to
be the dominant components as summarized in Fig. 4.
This means that, albeit limited, the subtraction has been
achieved without the aid of a deliberate excitation in this
frequency region.

Am
pl

itu
de

 [V
/H

z]

beat-error1 TF measured
beat-error1 TF fitted

Frequency [Hz]

Ph
as

e 
[d

eg
]

FIG. 5. The measured transfer function between beat and
error signal 1 (blue dots) and the fitted transfer function (or-
ange solid). The dots indicate the values at the fundamental
and harmonic frequencies of the excitation signal. The fit was
performed using that portion of the signal.

Figure 7 shows the subtraction ratio and the residuals
at each excitation peak. The error bars in these plots are
given by the 1-sigma uncertainties in the estimate of the
power spectral density.
In the top panel of Fig. 7, the best noise subtraction

ratio of 0.53 ± 0.08 % is achieved at 113 Hz where the
peak height is the highest relative to the ambient noise
floor. The middle and bottom panels show respectively
the residuals and the relative residuals normalized by the
ambient noise floor. If the relative residual is 0, it means
that the excitation is reduced to the noise floor. For
example, some peaks, including the first to third and
the fifth peaks at 113 Hz, 339 Hz, 565 Hz, and 1017
Hz, respectively, have significant residuals relative to the
noise floor. On the other hand, in the high frequency
region above 10 kHz, where frequency noise is expected to
be predominant, not only the injection peaks but also the
noise floor itself were reduced to the half of the original
noise floor at best.

V. DISCUSSION

A. Limiting factors in subtraction

The residuals in the subtraction can be primarily
caused by features that were not modeled in the trans-
fer function implemented to the subtraction. At the same
time, temporal variations in the system parameters could
be critical for the peaks with fine subtraction ratios, such
as the first peak.
To consider these effects, Sj is replaced to Sj + δSj

by the stationary components Sj and fluctuating com-
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FIG. 6. The subtraction results. In the top panel, (Blue) spectrum with the offline subtraction applied. (Red) without the
subtraction applied. (Yellow) when no excitation was applied. (Green) The ADC noise of the data logger for the beatnote
frequency. In the bottom panel, the ratios of spectra are shown. (Blue) The ratio of the spectra with the subtraction applied
over the one without excitation signals. Which corresponds to the inverse of the reduction ratio. (Yellow) The ratio of the
spectra without the subtraction applied over the one without excitation signals.

ponents δSj . Similarly, the estimated value Sj est is re-
placed to Sj + ∆Sj by the stationary component of the
true value Sj and the stationary deviation ∆Sj . In ad-
dition, δνb is replaced with δνb + δnsen to account for
the sensing noise δnsen. Plugging these into Eq. (3), the
residual of frequency noise can be expressed as

∆Xν residual

S1 est S2 est
=

1

1 +G1

∆S1 − δS1
S1 +∆S1

δν1

− 1

1 +G2

∆S2 − δS2
S2 +∆S2

δν2 + δnsen.

(8)

Here, we assumed GFR est = GFR since the calibration
with a known signal was performed, and the frequency
readout response estimation is sufficiently accurate.

Moreover, As an effect not taken into account in the
Eq. (8), the residuals may be worse due to the nonlinear
effects as mentioned below at the frequencies which are
integer multiple of the peaks with large subtraction.

We now discuss the limiting factors with special atten-
tion to the first to third and fifth peaks at 113 Hz, 339
Hz, 565 Hz, and 1017 Hz, respectively, which have sig-
nificant residuals. The main limiting factors and these

contributions for each peak are summarized in Table II.
In what follows, we detail each factor.

Unmodeled features in transfer function
The sensing transfer function Sj was estimated by fit-

ting the measurement as shown in Fig 5. To confirm the
accuracy of the transfer function model, the phase and
amplitude of the transfer function were tuned to min-
imize the residuals at the peak frequencies where there
had been residuals. If there is a large improvement in the
noise residual, it could indicate that there exist some fea-
tures such as peaks and notches that are not taken into
account in the model and implies that ∆Sj in Eq. (8)
is significant. It is relatively difficult to find such un-
modeled features in the regions where the signal-to-noise
ratio of the measurement is low.
The residual noises after tuning are shown in the row

6 of Table II. There was no significant improvement in
the fundamental peak at 113 Hz and the second peak at
339 Hz. On the other hand, the residuals improved by
approximately half for the third peak at 565 Hz and the
fifth peak at 1017 Hz. Therefore, it is possible that a local
feature in the transfer function is the main cause of the
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the without injection state of the after subtraction, and the bottom panel is the corresponding relative value. Error bars are
derived from the 1-sigma range of the power spectrum estimation error.

TABLE II. Residual noise at each peak and contribution of possible main factors.

Peak number 1st (113 Hz) 2nd (339 Hz) 3rd (565 Hz) 5th (1017 Hz) Above 5th

Subtraction ratio 0.53± 0.08 % 11.3± 1.7 % 14.5± 2.2 % 8.4± 1.3 % > 4 %
Reduction ratio 188± 29 8.9± 1.4 6.9± 1.1 11.9± 1.8 < 25

Noise residual
1.8± 1.4 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.23± 0.19)
18.8± 9.4 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.37± 0.21)
14.2± 7.9 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.32± 0.20)
3.3± 2.6 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.22± 0.19)
-

Temporal variation
(typical value)

∼ 0.81 %

Noise residual
after tuning

1.8± 1.4 Hz/
√
Hz

(0.23± 0.19)
18.3± 9.4 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.36± 0.21)
6.2± 7.3 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.14± 0.18)
1.7± 2.4 Hz/

√
Hz

(0.11± 0.17)
-

Nonlinear effects
(estimated maximum)

- 8.3± 0.9 Hz/
√
Hz - 2.8± 0.2 Hz/

√
Hz -

Sensing noises Not effective in the demonstration with the noise injection

deterioration in the subtraction ratio for the third and
fifth peaks whereas the residuals in the first and second
peaks seem to be due to other factors.

Temporal variation in system

Temporal variations in the system parameters repre-
sented by δSj in Eq. (8) alter the sensing transfer func-
tion Sj as a function of time. This could limit the sub-
traction ratio, too. To study the stability of the param-
eters associated with the sensing transfer function, the
transmitted light of the cavities have been monitored.

The RMS (root mean square) of the RIN (Relative
Intensity Noise) was measured to be 0.81 % for cavity
1. This transmitted light RIN could be attributed to the
variation of the incident laser power into the cavity or
the variation of the optical gain. The latter is caused
by changes in the transmittances of the cavity mirrors or
the internal loss of the cavity. However, it was difficult
to distinguish which parameter dominated in the RIN.
Therefore, we consider the case where one of them is
dominant.

The amplitude variation of the PDH signal can be di-



9

rectly regarded as the variation of the sensing transfer
function amplitude δaj . Therefore, we evaluated δaj as
a function of the RIN for the transmitted light. For con-
venience, we introduce the relation δaj/aj = αRIN with
α being a constant of real value. We show that the co-
efficient α takes different values depending on what pa-
rameter is the cause for the variations.

In the case where the cause of the variation is either
the power of the incident light, the transmittance of the
cavity input mirror, or the loss in the cavity, the coeffi-
cient becomes α = 1. These parameters affect the PDH
signal and the transmitted light intensity in the same
way. On the other hand, in the case where the variation
of the PDH signal is caused by the variation in the trans-
mittance of the end mirror, the coefficient takes a value
much smaller than unity or α ≪ 1. This is confirmed by
performing the partial differentiation of the expression
for the PDH signal and the transmitted light with re-
spect to the end mirror transmittance. We find that the
coefficient can be approximated to be Te/L where L is
the loss in the cavity and Te is the power transmittance of
the end mirror. Assuming Te = ∼ 10−5 and L = ∼ 10−2

for our experimental setup, we estimated the coefficient
α to be on the order of 10−3. In this case, the PDH sig-
nal is almost unaffected even when the transmitted light
power fluctuates.

Since sub-percent levels of variations are unlikely to
occur in the mirror transmittance, the variations may be
mainly due to the incident laser power and the loss in the
cavity. Thus, the relative variations in the PDH signal
should equal the transmitted light RIN or α = 1.
Although the RMS value of 0.81 % for RIN represents

the typical value of variability, this measurement suggests
that the amplitude of the sensing transfer function a1
fluctuates at the sub-percent level. Given the fact that
the subtraction ratio at the first injection peak at 113 Hz
was about 0.5 % in accuracy, time variations of a1 may be
the main factor for the residuals. Further investigation is
necessary to achieve a more stable system in the future.

A similar RIN of about 1.1 % is also observed for cavity
2. However the influence of laser 2 on the injection peaks
is negligible and does not affect the subtraction ratio.

For the peaks at the second harmonic and higher, the
subtraction accuracies are about 4 % at best. Thus, the
effect of temporal variation is not critical.

Sensing noises
Noise coupled after the laser light is split into the back-

link and cavity sides becomes an uncorrelated compo-
nent between the beatnote and error signals. Therefore,
such noises, expressed as δnsen in Eq. (8), cannot be sub-
tracted and contaminate the detector sensitivity directly.
The main candidates for such sensing noises are phase
noise introduced by mirror reflections, optical fibers, air
disturbances in the free space region, etc., or noise intro-
duced from the phasemeter, and ultimately shot noise in
the backlink heterodyne.

As shown in Fig 4, the unidentified noise below 4 kHz

and ADC noise of the data logger at high frequencies are
examples. Although these noises were not a problem in
our demonstration because of the relatively high excita-
tion peaks, they would be critical factors if a lower noise
level is pursued. Even if an excitation is applied to the
laser frequencies, the sensing noise must be sufficiently
reduced because the excitation with a too high ampli-
tude would worsen the state of resonance and lead to an
enhancement of the nonlinear effects.
For phase noise, there are ideas for common-mode re-

jection of fiber phase noise by acquiring beat signals at
two photodetectors, as shown in Fig 1b. An alternative
is to lock the length of the back-link heterodyne path
to some stabilized reference. Additionally, it is essential
to develop a low noise phasemeter. Shot noise can be re-
duced without reducing the light power sent to the cavity
using the heterodyne squeezing scheme [34].

Nonlinearities
The PDH signal is known to come with nonlinearity.

The response is not a mere linear line but exhibits an
S-shaped curve with respect to the laser frequency. This
directly means that the error signal contain higher order
terms together with the linear. When the subtraction is
performed for a specific frequency, noises are expected to
worsen at the multiplier frequency.
The PDH signal VPDH can be expressed as follows, as-

suming that the modulation sidebands are sufficiently far
apart from the resonant frequencies of the cavity.

VPDH ∝ sinϕ

1 +R2 − 2R cosϕ
, (9)

where ϕ is the phase deviation from a resonance point
and R is the product of the amplitude reflectivities of
the input and output mirrors of the cavity. R is given as
follows using the cavity finesse F .

R =
2F2 + π2 − π

√
4F2 + π2

2F2
. (10)

Figure 8 shows the values of the higher-order components
normalized by the linear-order component when Eq. (9)
is expanded by the power series of ϕ. We have assumed
that the operating point is at a perfect resonance without
considering the effect of offsets for simplicity. Note that
this effect would be larger and the even-order contents
would appear in the presence of offsets.
The measurement of the transmitted light suggested

that the laser frequency fluctuated around the resonance
by 2 kHz at most during the excitation test. Therefore,
we assume a deviation of about 1 kHz from the reso-
nance. This corresponds to approximately 1/30 of the
cavity linewidth. In this case, the effect of the third-order
term, which is the most dominant among the higher-
order terms, is ∼ 4.5 × 10−3 for the first-order term.
Therefore, the excitation can introduce the additional
noise of the peak amplitude multiplied by this factor at
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FIG. 8. The contribution of the higher-order terms relative
to the first-order term in the PDH signal. The horizontal
axis is the deviation from resonance normalized by the cavity
linewidth.

a tripled frequency via the nonlinear effect. The effect of
the fundamental peak at 113 Hz on the second peak at
339 Hz and the effect of the second peak at 339 Hz on the
fifth peak at 1017 Hz are shown in row 7 of Table II. At
the second peak, this effect could be the main cause of
the residual. Also, part of the residuals in the fifth peak
can be caused by this effect. For harmonic peaks higher
than the fifth order, the peak height monotonically de-
creases by the nature of the square waves. Therefore, the
nonlinear effects are less likely to appear.

B. Implications for the space gravitational wave
antenna and future prospect

Assuming 10−23 /
√
Hz as the target sensitivity for

the amplitude of gravitational waves, a noise level of
6× 10−10 Hz/

√
Hz will be required for the the laser fre-

quency of 6×1014 Hz with a signal-to-noise ratio of 10 in-
corporated. Such a noise levels have to be achieved by al-
locating the capabilities of the initial stability of the laser
frequency, the suppression gain of the frequency-locked
loop, and the offline noise subtraction, respectively. The
reduction by a factor of 108 is necessary even if we as-
sume an excellent initial stability of 0.1 Hz/

√
Hz which

is currently achieved on a laboratory scale [35].
The proposal paper [24] assumed a conservative value

of 104 for the suppression factor in the frequency-locked
loop. The rest of the reduction by 104 must be achieved
by the offline noise subtraction. In this scenario, the
reduction ratio of ∼200 achieved in our experiment needs
to be improved by another factor of 50.

A more aggressive control gain in the frequency-locked
loop might achieve the requirement even with the current
reduction ratio of the subtraction. However, in future
missions such as DECIGO will require 10−24 /

√
Hz or

better in the sensitivity [23]. Moreover, regardless of the

scenario, the relaxation of design requirements for hard-
ware, such as lasers and control systems, resulting from
the improvement of the reduction ratio of the subtrac-
tion, is important for spacecraft.

For these reasons, we are planning to upgrade the ex-
perimental setup to achieve a high reduction ratio of the
subtraction over 104. To achieve this, we have to identify
the dominant factors causing time variations and stabi-
lize the system. It is also important to address nonlinear
effects to achieve high reduction ratio at broad frequen-
cies.

Possible hardware upgrades include the introduction of
a vacuum environment, a vibration isolation system, and
a monolithic optical system. We also plan to introduce a
much tighter frequency-locked loop to reduce nonlinear
effects, as well as an additional system controlling the
offset in the operating point using the transmitted light.

As for improvements to the subtraction process, we
plan to implement an adaptive transfer function that
takes into account the temporal variation of the sys-
tem [36], an advanced subtraction process that takes
into account nonlinear effects, and a time domain pro-
cess to avoid the undesirable residuals expected in the
finite-length Fourier transform.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have experimentally demonstrated for the first time
the laser frequency noise subtraction in the back-linked
Fabry-Perot interferometer. A miniature of the inter-
ferometer was built on a tabletop under atmospheric
pressure where two identical Fabry-Perot cavities sim-
ulate a single set of the back-linked Fabry-Perot inter-
ferometer. Deliberately increasing noise in the laser fre-
quency, we succeed in subtracting laser frequency noises
in the broad frequency band, including the cavity pole
frequency. We confirmed that the highest reduction ratio
reached 188±29 at 113 Hz. This marks the experimental
proof of the concept for the noise subtraction for the first
time.

Currently, the subtraction performance at the fre-
quency where the highest reduction ratio has been
achieved seems to be limited by temporal variations of
the system parameters. In addition, a large noise ampli-
tude at a frequency may exacerbate residuals at frequen-
cies integer multiple to the original through the nonlin-
earity of the error signal. Such nonlinear effects could be-
come a critical issue when performing large subtractions
over a broad frequency bandwidth in future. To demon-
strate a higher reduction ratio, we plan to upgrade the
setup by stabilizing the experimental system and imple-
menting an advanced subtraction process.
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